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shall be preserved and opened for public vm geery~ in the city of Washington. 
‘And the sim of $5,000 is hereby appropriated out of any moneys not otherwise 
appropriated, and to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, tor the purpose of boxing, transporting, and preserving the same, as well as 
for fitting up and maintaining a proper place for the reception of the same, and 















































































of the distinguished gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. WALKER: ] 







































































































tice, and that she shall hereafter execute the trust according to its 
terms. 

The appropriation to the different States and Territories is made 
through the Commissioner of Education, but it is to be expended by 
the States and Territories through the officers and channels desig- 
nated by the laws of the same, and only for educational purposes. 
The only power that the Commissioner is invested with is to adjust 
the amount of appropriation and to see that the money is placed in 
the hands of the proper officers designated by the State, and to be 
expended for educational purposes only; and if any State or Terri- 
tory fails to expend it in the proper way, anyefurther payment shall 
be withheld until the amount misapplied is made good. 

The bill further provides for the punishment of the officers for the 
misapplication. 

This misapplication of the funds of 1862 by some of the States, 
as well as the misapplication of the Peabody fund in certain dis- 
tricts, should serve as a reminder that the strictest accountability 
should be demanded of the disbursing officers, and severe punish- 
ment should follow the defalcation of him who, intrusted with the 
expenditure of this sacred fund, attempts to divert it from its legiti- 
mate channels. 

With a country like ours, so vast, so extensive—girded upon the 
one side by almost a sea and line of ice; on another by the Atlantic 
Ocean, where the sun comes up dripping from its waves, washing its 
rock-ribbed and ice-bound shores; upon another where the soft and 
beautiful waters of the Gulf kiss the shores of the sunny South; and 
upon another the golden shores of the Pacific, where the sun sinks 
to rest in its purple waters, only stops “the tide of empire” in its 
westward march—with its fertile plains; its soil filled with agricult- 
ural products; its hills and mountains giving forth of its coal, iron, 
silver, gold, and all the metals; its rivers freighted with the products 
of its own industry and wealth; with its mannfactories vieing with 
and surpassing the skilled workmen of the world, who can foretell its 
future, who predict its power, who imagine its success, when, added 
to what God and nature have given it, you add an educated people, 
an educated marine, and an educated soldiery ? 

The people are anxious for this disposition of the public lands; for 
where is there a country with a people so anxious for education as this? 
Where a people where taxes are voluntarily assessed in such mag- 
nitude as here? The following table shows the disposition and will- 
ingness of the people to tax themselves in order to bestow the bene- 
fits of education upon all: 
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School population, number of teachers, and permanent school fund ia the 
States and Territories. 


School pop- | Number of | Totalannual | Permanent 


States and Territories. 
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the establishment of an educational library and musenm; and the same, when es- | ulation. } teachers. | income. | scheol fund. 
tablished, shall be under the control of the Bureau of Education. \ \ | | 
iii a | = acl saaesaamiiat 
. . . : | 
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good it has done and of the greater influence for good it is accom- | Arkansas. 184, 692 | 2, 322 | 729, 536 | 135, 000 
plishing, will sustain the Bureau and enlarge its usefulness. ener =9n sreoes ons oa t Ng ee 
3 : ; : . | ae | 3, 045 592, 2 22 
Thus, hastily, have I reviewed the action of Congress and its legis- | Jeliware ‘sso | 198735 |...... eee 
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s ; aes ; 01199) 7 60 55 06 573 78 
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and experience shown to be wise and proper. Kentucky iia aera % 673 | | *1, 628, 123 
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The bill of the majority provides—and I quote from the speech of i ale eae 6. 459 | 400: 558 
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At the close of each fiscal year the Secretary of the Interior is directed to certify nemesis See os 4 | e = = : % ca po 
the net amount of the proceeds of the public lands for that year to the Secretary of “si «alll } 29631 1 '861' 158 | 3 300 000 
the Treasury, who shall within one month thereafter apportion the same among Missioiunl .............. a 968 1 110. 242 2 068. 358 
the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia on the basis of pop- Sinden i | saebedemeaiemh a 651 3 013 595 | *, 8 539 
ulation, to be applied by the local authorities of such States, Territories, and Dis- Nebrasks ene ee 5 091 | ” Goe ave *s 121 oan 
trict, in accordance with their local laws, to the education of all the inhabitants N ae Pepnewcatas seabahe “Yt 5 | *146, ae 
thereof between the ages of five and sixteen years. For the first five years the ar Hasspchire At ay 3. 669 | 621" es 59 6a 
whole amount of such net proceeds is to be thus apportioned ; for the succeeding hie ] a Seater e ss 3933} 92 311 1 a10 oan 
five years, one-half the other half; and after ten years the whole amount, to be in- eo York” - 30) 013 | 41° 601 256 3 020. 107 
vested in United States bonds, only the interest on which shall be thus apportioned, North Carolina *' g00 | . 408 7 *2' 187 564 
and the investments thus made to remain as a perpetual fund for the benefit of | Ohio Bey 492 8 711 13 46.71 ‘ 
free education throughout our entire country. mring the first ten years the ap- —_ ” 953 } , "aa nv 564 ‘000 
portionments are to be made on the basis of illiteracy, but forever afterward on that P a eeekeeo sso 19 ano & ann —" 
of the whole population. While the bill leaves it optional with each State to ac- RI li Tala : eee 1 056 ” xg 7 
cept or reject its distributive share, yet when once accepted it must be faithfully South C: ot Rar cee a 9" B55 489. 
and honestly applied to the purposes therein indicated, under the penalty of forfeit- eeceeres ec ns 4 210 } 740° | 
ing all right to any other apportionments until full compliance be made with the Texes cccioabsgieeheapitt api #4914 *y 046. : } 
conditions prescribed. WEEE ss ivrentsess encase +4) 406 | *516, 1669, O86 
But by this substitute the proceeds of the sale of the public lands Weet Virginia crea . at I, —_ 1, oe 
are to be invested perpetually in 3.65 per cent. bonds, payable in coin. | Wisconsin ...............- 9. 451 2, 30x, 2, 624, 239 
: The agricultural colleges having received about one-fifth of the | Arizona .................. 14 | 28,7 
gross amount of land donated, many of them are still weak and strug- | Solorado.......---.--.--- 1 a gp 
gling to maintain themselves; and recognizing the wisdom and fore- Diatelat iia. 993 517 610 
thought that governed the early legislation as well as the legislation | Idaho ..............-.-...| 4, 020 |--.ee--e. | *31| O64 
of 1562, this bill appropriates one-fifth of the fund to the agricul- | Montana ...............-. 99 | @2!, 821 | None. 
tural colleges and the remaining four-fifths to the States, Territories, a oe a "ae a =e” is aan 
and District of Columbia, according to population, for the support of | Washington .....20-.122. mart. | #39, 204 |.....-... aa 
free schools, Wyoming ....... *1, 100 MEE Eiaduaaeadaneshdwantuaeasand 
In this we recognize the fact that the United States is the trustee | Indian Territory.......:..|.......--..--.|.------- |-ceccceeseees I cose 
of the whole people, and in the commencement of the centennial oon aed | eke ae 
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year we insist that the United States should do even and exact jus- nen : ae “ ip eee 


The figures marked * are taken from the report of the Commissioner of Education 
for 1874; those marked ¢ include that portion of the school-fund not now available, 





We have here the heroic spectacle of a generous people taxing them- 
selves to this enormous amount yearly in order to secure free schools, 
Then, why should not we, by the distribution of the proceeds of the 
sale of public lands, lessen that burden by applying the proceeds of 
the sales of the property of the people toward that object? For if 
you devote its proceeds to educational purposes it makes special tax- 
ation by the people for that one object unnecessary to that extent ; and as 
the income yearly increases the necessity of taxation will decrease in 
the same ratio. 

The following exhibit prepared from the report of the Commissioner 
of Education for the year 1575 illustrates in a clear and forcible man- 
ner what has been accomplished in the interest of education in the 
last one hundred years in the United States, and of the present wants 
and requirements of the people, and of the pressing necessity now 
weighing upon us to wisély legislate and thus secure the benefit of 
free schools to our whole country. 

In 1777 there were but 9 colleges in the United States; now there are 400 colleges 
and universities, with 57,080 students and 3,700 professors and teachers. Then little 
or nothing was done for the education of women; now there are 209 female semi- 
naries, with 23,445 students and 2,285 teachers. At that time professional schools 
were unknown; now there are 322 professional schools, with 23,280 students and 
2,490 teachers. Then there were no normal schools; now there are 124, with 24,405 
students and 966 teachers. Then there were no commercial colleges; now there are 
127, with 25,892 students and 577 teachers. The secondary and preparatory schools 
werealmost unknown then; now there are 1,122, with 109,393 pupils and 6,163 teach- 
ers. The school population of that day is unknown, but at present it is more than 
13,000,000, and the school enrollment now amounts to 8,000,000. The total income 
of the public schools at present is $82,000,000; expenditures, $75,000,000; value of 
property, $165,000,000. These figures are very eloquent as showing what has been 
accomplished, but the following extract from the report is quite as eloquent in 
showing that much yet remairs to be done before the whole field of education is 
fully occupied anddeveloped. The number of illiterates by the census of 1870 above 
the age of ten years was in round numbers 5,500,000. Of these more than 2,000,C00 
were adults ; upward of 2,000,000 more were from fifteen to twenty-one years of age, 
and 1,000,000 were between ten and fifteen yearsold. Of the number between fifteen 
and twenty-one years it is estimated that about one-half have passed the opportunity 
for education, and since it is well understood that a large proportion of the children 
in this country leave the schools perhaps at an average age of ten to twelve years, 
the conclusion is irresistible that teus of thousands of those who are reported as 
illiterate between ten and fifteen years of age will forever remain so. Of the 930,000 
illiterate persons between fifteen and twenty-one years of age who have passed 
their opportunity for instruction 137,000 are in the Northern States, 15,000 in the 
Pacific, and 778,000 in the Southern. 


Free schools in a republic are a necessity, and that necessity has 
always had a public recognition from the Government from the com- 
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mencement to the present, and a public recognition at this time by | for acommon cause and working for a common destiny; that destiny 
the representatives of the people of the doctrine that schools should | which is to give lessons to the world in the scienccof self-government ; 
be free, so far as they can be, by the donation of the property of the peo- | to offer an asylum to the oppressed of every land, an asylum where, 
ple for that purpose would be met by the plaudits of a happy people, | to use the language of one who has shown himself a model civilian 
and the centennial year would be ushered in with a law that would | as well as proved himself a distinguished soldier, (Hancock )— 

add power, st rength, and perpet uity to our Government. The right of trial by jury, the habeas corpus, the liberty of the press, the freedom 

The property of the people is yet a princely heritage; the public | of speech, the natural rights of persons, and the rights of property must be pri 
domain is still vast. Corporations and railroads have depleted it, but | served. 
| 


enough yet remains. In the pone of the bill we will have accomplished much toward 

Congress has appropriated in the last century about 140,000,000 | that ideal of a government in which liberty, prosperity, and intelli- 
acres for educational purposes, and we look at the progress and won- | gence are the universal conditions. But as liberty and prosperity 
der at the extent of the gift. But let us turn our eyes for a moment | cannot endure without intelligence, Government should see toit that 
and see how generous the same Congress—this trustee for all the peo- | intelligence and citizenship should be inseparable; and in no way 
ple—how much more generous she has been to corporations; for since | can it be accomplished except by carrying into effect the ordinance 
1852, less than a quarter of a century, she has appropriated 180,000,- | of 1747, and inscribing upon the legislation of the country the motto 
000 acres to railroads; 30,000,000 acres more to railroads in a quar- | that “schools and the means of education shall be forever encour- 
ter of a century than she has to the whole people for educational | aged ;” and then can we say, with our own American poet : 
purposes foracentury. Thesesame and othercorporations are now here, 
and more will come, soliciting more and further help, and they will 
remain here soliciting, praying, begging and —— for aid so long as 
the public domain remains undisposed of. 

These grants and subsidies to corporations and railroads must cease ; 
the people will rise up in their majesty and might, and demand that 
such grants shall forever end. 

How better secure the indorsement and confidence of the people, 
how better drive the lobbyist from our doors, how better keep the 
channels of legislation pure and undefiled, how better add to the per- 
petuity of our Government and the happiness of our people than by 
at once passing this bill, devoting the proceeds of the sale to the 
sacred purpose of education? And when you have done that, and 
not until then, will you drive the seeker of subsidies, grants, and Gov- 
ernment aid from the Capitel, and thus compel private enterprises to 
be built by private capital. 

Our heritage, I repeat, is still a princely one, and a permanent edu- 
cational fund can be realized the income of which will, if properly 
utilized, in time make education free to all, and in the end save tothe 
people the necessity of taxation for school purposes ; for private lib- 
erality and benevolence will be set in motion as public recognition 
and Government aid are extended, and public spirited citizens in the 
respective States will vie with each other in generous rivalry in be- 
stowing princely endowments for perfecting the free-school system. 
We still possess 1954,771,762 acres of land. It is true the revenue 
from this at present will be limited, but it will increase year by year, 
and as the income increases the necessity of taxation in the several 
States and Territories will decrease and the burdens of the people in 
the same ratio will be reduced. 

Free schools are, and have been, the great educators of the people ; 
but they are destined also to be the great pacificators of the people; 
for when this great educational fund is distributed among the several 
States every family in the land will be the recipient of the bounty 
of the Government, and every child, as though drawing nourishment 
from the same maternal fount, will learn, in its infant prattle, to lisp 
the name of its mother-country, and growing in strength and vigor 
will become her warm and earnest defender whenever her name is 
assailed or her honor impugned. 

Since I have had the honor of a seat upon this floor—and none recog- 
nize that honor to a greater degreee than myself—I am convinced that 
Government should attach the children of the country more closely to 
herself and teach them to feel, recognize, and know that she is aiding 
and assisting them in securing an education that will enable them to 
do honor to a Government of which they are a component part, for 
here my ears have been pained with words spoken, both from the 
North and South, in which the people of this country have nosympathty. 

The people recognize the fact that the war of the rebellion is at an 
end and that the past is history; they are Willing the dead past shall 
bury its dead; they are anxious that the veil of forgetfulness shall 
be cast over that unfortunate and unhappy past; for there is not a 
hearthstone in the land, not a family North or South, not a heart but 
bleeds, not a voice but sobs, when the past is referred to; and he that 
attempts to kindle anew the flames of sectional strife, that have 
almost entirely been quenched in blood, will find that he or they have 
miscalculated the sentiment of the American people and have com- 
mitted political suicide in the attempt. 

Being thus solicitous that the past shall be buried, let the children 
know the present. Teach them the lesson that there is but one coun- 
try; that that country is but one and indivisible, and never can be 
separated or torn asunder; and as the gentle blessings of the free- 
school system permeate every section, falling, like the dews of heaven, 
upon every family and making glad the heart of every child, it will 
become truly the pemeee: as well as the educator of the people; 
the innocent prattle of children will drown the voice of angry pas- 
sions and sectional strife, and the first song they will learn will be: 

The union of lakes— the unien of lands— 
The union of States none can sever— 


The union of hearts—the union of hands— 
And the flag of our Union forever! 

























“Sail on, O ship of state! 
Sail on, O Union, strong and great! 
Humanity with all its fears, 
With all the hopes of future years, 
Is hanging breathless on thy fate! 
We know what master laid thy keel, 
What workmen wrought thy ribs of steel; 
Who made each mast, and sail, and rope ; 
What anvils rang, what hammers beat; 
In what a forge and what a heat, 
Were shaped the anchors of thy hope. 

* » * 
In spite of rock, and tempest's roar ; 
In spite of false lights on the shore, 
Sail on; nor fear to breast the sea: 
Our hearts, our hopes, are all with thee, 
Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our tears, 
Our faith, triumphant o'er our fears, 
Are all with thee; are all with thee. 


TARIFF, 


Mr. COCHRANE. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to make any extended 
remarks at this time; but I am unwilling to let this opportunity pass 
without mentioning a matter which is of vital interest to my con- 
stituents. I refer to the bill introduced by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MORRISON] and reported to the House by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, in which it is proposed to reduce the existing 
tariff. When this bill was discussed in the Committee of the Whole 
I was absent in the city of New York asa member of asubcommittee 
charged by the House with the duty of investigating the Federal 
oftices there. I had intended at that time to deliver some extended 
remarks in opposition to the bill; but my enforced absence pre- 
vented me. Since that time I have understood—and indeed the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in his speech of a few moments ago declared— 
that it was not proposed to press that bill to a vote this session. I 
have consequently concluded to reserve the remarks which I had 
prepared upon the subject, to be delivered at a time when the bill is 
urged in the House. 

I feel, however, that it is my duty now to declare that I am op- 
posed to any reduction of the existing tariff. Throughout my dis- 
trict and State every manufacturing interest is suffering; and it is 
not only unwise but suicidal to inaugurate a policy the legitimate 
effects 6f which will be to bring ruin and disaster upon every indus- 
trial interest in the country. It was urged when I was a candidate 
for Congress that I was opposed to the tariff. This was not true then 
and it is not true now. So long as I represent my district in this 
House I will sternly set my face against any effort to strike down the 
protection which the tariff laws afford to our industries. I promised 
the laboring men that I would oppose any interference with the pres- 
ent tariff laws, and I propose to faithfully redeem that promise. 

I trust that the House will pardon me for having detained it even 
thus long; but I desire to fairly place myself upon record on a question 
so vitally important to the people whom I represent. 

And then, on motion of Mr. COCHRANE, (at nine o’clock and fifty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were presented 
at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. HANCOCK: The petition of Thomas Kearney, collector of 
customs for the port of Corpus Christi, for relief, to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. LEAVENWORTH: Remonstrance of Robert Hewitt and 
450 other citizens of Syracuse, New York, against the discontinuance 
of the fast-mail service, to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Theodore Winters and 100 
other citizens of California, for the establishment of a post-route be- 
tween Winters and Monticello, California, to the same committee. 

Also, the petition vf J. 8. Pierce and other citizens of California, 
for the passage of Senate bill for the relief of settlers on public lands 
within the limits of railroad grants, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of A. Ramon and other cigar manufacturers of 
San Francisco, California, for a reduction of the tax on the manu- 
| facturers of cigars, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


And with the children educated in these principles, growing into 
manhood and womanhood imbued with that sentiment, then will we 
have a country with no North, no South, no East, no West, but a 
country whose people will be actuated by a common impulse, living 
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IN SENATE, 
Monpnay, July 31, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3989) for the relief of Catharine and Sophia Ger- 
man was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

AMMUNITION FOR INDIANS. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No, 154) prohibiting the supply of spe- 
cial metallic cartridges to hostile Indians was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. OGLESBY. It pertains to ammunition. Why should it not go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs or the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so suggested. 

Mr. LOGAN. Why should it go toa committee? I have no ob- 
jection toa reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I should 
like to take up the joint resolution and act upon it now. I think it 
isa very important matter and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read 
for information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think it ought to be passed without reference to a 
committee. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the resolution ought to be adopted, but I 
do not see how it is going to be effective. The President is author- 
ized to take such measures as he may see fit. 
ures must be within the law. Unless we give him some legal author- 
ity I do not see how he can stop the evil. Nor do I see how an article 
is to be declared contraband of war when there is no war. Indian 
hostilities are not war in the sense in which belligerent rights and 
belligerent duties accrue. I am in favor, of course, of the passage of 


the resolution, but it seems to me there ought to be not only some 
specific authority given to the President, but some mode pointed out 
in which he can exercise that authority. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The President will act through the Secretary of 


the Interior in giving instructions to the Indian agents, or the Secre- 
tary of War in giving instructions to the commanders at the posts. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Can they arrest persons and punish them ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly they can. These traders are governed by 
certain regulations which the law prescribes. This resolution gives 
the power to the President so that the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, under such instructions as the President may 
see proper, may prohibit the sale by the post-traders in the Army or 
the Indian agents at the different posts. The manner in which the 
Indians get their supply of ammunition and these metallic cartridges 
is through these agents and traders. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the enacting part of the joint resolution be 
read. I think it covers the case. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and requested to 
take such measures as in his judgment may be necessary to prevent such special 
metallic ammunition being conveyed to such hostile Indians, and is further author- 


ized to declaro the same contraband of war in such district of country as he may 
designate during the continuance of hostilities. 


Mr. INGALLS. There is no need of referring the resolution, and I 
trust that no request of the kind will be made. The necessity for the 
passage of the resolution is very great. My own impression is that 
the only difficulty with the joint resolution as it has been passed by 
the House is that it is not sufficiently stringent. The man who un- 
der any pretense whatever will sell ammunition to Indians in the pres- 
ent condition of affairs is no better than a murderer. The resolution 
ought to give authority to somebody to either hang such persons at 
the nearest telegraph-pole or shoot them immediately by drum-head 
court-martial. 

Mr. DAWES. And then try them? 

Mr. INGALLS. And try them afterward. 

Mr. HARVEY. I merely wish to state that in my opinion the res- 
olution ought to be p: atonce. It gives powers that are effect- 
ive to stop this injury. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Let us pass it, then. 

Mr. HARVEY. While the Senator from Rhode Island says that In- 
dian hostilities are not war, in my opinion they are much worse than 
war. The necessity for such action in the direction indicated by the 
resolution is so evident that I think there can be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resoiution. 

The preamble recites that it is ascertained that the hostile Indians 
of the Northwest are largely equijfped with arms which require 
special metallic cartridges; and that such special ammunition is in 
large part supplied to such hostile Indians directly or indirectly 
through traders and others in the Indian country. 


It should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding f 


Of course these meas- | 
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The joint resolution authorizes the President of the United States 
to take such measures as, in his judgment, may be necessary to pre- 
vent such special metallic ammunition being conveyed to such hos- 
tile Indians, and to declare the same contraband of war, in such dis- 
trict of country as he may designate, during the continuance of hos- 
tilities. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NELSON TIFFANY—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives upon the bill (H. R. No. 1337) for the 
relief of Nelson Tiffany. 

The Chief Clerk read the action of the House of Representatives, as 
follows: 





In THE Housk OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 22, 1876. 
The President of the United States having returned to the House of Representa- 
tives, in which it originated, the bill entitled “An act for the relief of Nelson Tif- 


| favy,"’ with his objections thereto, the House of Representatives proceeded, in pur- 
It pertains to ammunition, and will | 


suance of the Constitution, to reconsider the same, and— 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Perhaps it is not necessary to make a state- 
ment to the Senate in regard to this bill; but as the person named in 
it is a constituent of mine, and the facts of his case have come to my 
knowledge as they were not known at the War Department or to the 
President when the veto message was prepared, I think it my duty to 
make a statement of those facts. 

Nelson Tiffany was a soldier in the war from the 16th of Septem- 
ber, 1861, till late in the year of 1865, when he was honorably dis- 
charged. In the year 1264 he was wounded at Bermuda Hundred, 
shot through the abdomen, the ball taking effect finally in the spine. 
He was sent first to the hospital at Fortress Monroe, and then he 
was transferred to a hospital at New Haven, Connecticut. Having 
regained in some degree his health, he obtained a furlough for thirty 
days and after that an extension, I think, for thirty days more. 


| When that time expired he was so ill and depressed that he had no 


expectation of living, and he returned to his home at Auburn, about 
four miles from the city of Worcester. There he has remained ever 
since, in a very miserable condition, broken in health, and ptterly 
unable to perform any labor, and not likely to survive for many 
months. He is recorded upon the books of the War Department as 
a deserter, and this bill is designed to give him relief. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Not having reported to the hospital at the time 
when he should have reported, at the end of his second furlough? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEST. Does the bill give him any pay? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It gives him Re pay. There is not anything of 
that kind in the bill. 

Mr. OGLESRY. It simply corrects his military history. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Perhaps Ishall be excused for sayiag that Gen- 
eral BANKS stated in the House that the Adjutant-General made this 
statement in the presence of the Secretary of War, and tho Secre- 
tary of War and the Adjutant-General both agreed that if the facts 
had been known to them, the report to the President would have been 
of an opposite character. I therefore hope there will be no objection 
on the part of the Senate to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the immediate object of the bill, merely 
to do justice to this soldier for a wrong he has suffered, or is it de- 
signed to follow it up by some pecuniary relief, a pension or addi- 
tional pay ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Of course thus far he has not received a pen- 
sion and, I suppose, has received no pay since his discharge. I am 
not instructed and know nothing of the law; but I presume if this 
relief is granted, he would be entitled to a pension. About that I 
cannot say. I do not think it weakens the case before the Senate, 
even if that should occur, because the testimony, which I will not 
trouble the Senate to hear unless there should be further request, 
goes to show that he was a faithful soldier from first to last. General 
Pickett, who then commanded the twentieth regiment to which this 
man belonged, makes a personal statement, which I have here in man- 
uscript, to the effect that he was always a faithful soldier and per- 
formed his duty. He is a most respectable man, from a respectable 
family, and every consideration would lead the Senate, I think, to 
pass this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
notwithstanding the objections of the President? on which the yeas 
and nays are required. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was passed upon by the Committee on 
Military Affairs favorably, and I hope that it will pass. It was fairly 
considered by the committee, and the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
CLAYTON] made the report. He is not present now. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 41, nays 
0; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Barnum, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Penn, 
sylvania. Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cockrell, Cooper, Cragin, Davis- 
Dawes, Dorgey, Eaton, Ferry, Hamlin, Harvey, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Relly, Ker, 
nan, Key, Logan, McCreery, McMillan, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morril), Norwood- 
Oglesby. Paddock, Kobertson, Sargent, Sherman, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, 
West, Windom, and Withers—41. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Bogy, Bruce, Burnside, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Conover, Dennis, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, 
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Howe, Johnaton, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Maxey, Morton, 
Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sharon, Spencer, Stevenson, Whyte, and 
Wright—» 


So the bill was passed by the votes of two-thirds of the Senators 
present, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 


INCREASE OF CAVALRY FORCE FOR SIOUX HOSTILITIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

COMMMUDICaALLON 5 which was read: 
Wark DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, July 27, 1876. 

Sir: I have the honor to send herewith copy of dispatch from General Sheridan, 
recommending an increase of the companies of the Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, 
and Seventh Cavalry to one hundred men, as was done for the two regiments on 
the Rio Grande, and to submit an estimate for the number of men required in ad- 
dition to the twenty-five thousand men which are now authorized for the Army. 

The number which will be required to fill all the regiments of cavalry on the 
frontier and in Texas to the maximum of one hundred men to each company will 
be twenty-five bundred, and the expense therefor will be as follows: 





Recruiting 2,500 cavalrymMoms. ........ccccceccccccccccsccccoccccccccccscs 650, 000 
Pay POT ANNUM... ..- 6.0002 e eee ee cee e cece ence ee eeeeneeeeenceseeeeneenens 390, 000 
BaRSIASORSS 20.20 cc ccccce cocccc coccccceccccccccvccscocsscccececescossoseses 200, 400 
PINE ss cb 0s'nkdednedcobenegebesewe risen cceeueticssoenes 0bEhesennesenese 206, 000 
Regular supplies. ..... .......ccccc recess cecccecccccescccccsecccssscesess 216, 000 
Purchase of horses ...... - iaiia a tele eet er siniegt ah ae ike tee Gre eiale weianeiae 337, 500 
Transportation, (wagons, &0.). .........-+ eee een ee eee eeeeeeeceneeereees 84, 800 
‘Transportation by rail, &c., about. .......-..-2.--eeee eee ee eer eeneeeeceee 150, 000 

BEE. coscnccncennsesees scevescnsevs epcesecses ocouseenenncnencenns 1, 634, 700 


T also submit a draught of an act which will effect the increase proposed by Gen- 
eral Sheridan 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. D. CAMERON, 
Secretary of War. 

To the PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the reading of the bill accompanying the 
letter. I have examined the papers myself, and I ask that the bill 
be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the draught of the bill inclosed by the Secre- 
tary of War, as follows: 

Whereas war with the Sioux Indians now prevails ; and whereas in the conduct 
of this war it is necessary to the efliciency of the cavalry regiments therein named 
that their effective force shall be increased : Therefore, 

Re it enacted, dc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
empowered to increase the number of enlisted men to one hundred for each com- 
pany of such regiments of cavalry as in his opinion may require the same. Pro- 
vided, That not more than twenty-five hundred enlisted men shall thus be added 
at any one time to the twenty-five thousand authorized by the act approved July 24, 
1876, “ making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1877," and the following sums are hereby appropriated for recruiting 
and maintaining the same, &c. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the Senate that it is not necessary to re- 
fer that bill. The Senators canggive their opinions by their votes 
without a reference to a commif¥®e. It is a very important matter. 
It has been suggested by the general in command that the cavalry 
regiments on the frontier now in front of the Indians be increased the 
same as the two regiments of cavalry on the Rio Grande, and he gives 
the estimate of the cost of the increase. I think myself it is a bill 
that ought to pass. I think the cavalry ought to be increased. That 
would make the force as efficient as is necessary for all purposes on 
the plains. As I understand it, the War Department approves the 
measure, and I should be very glad if the Senate would take up the 
bill now and act on if. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the Senate acting on that 
bill, though it is rather an unusual proceeding; but it has been sug- 
gested to me by very high military authority that the same power to 
increase the infantry regiments ought to be granted also. The in- 
fantry can be placed in front of the enemy much quicker and much 
cheaper than cavalry, and as to some uf the regiments at least, au- 
thority ought to be given to the President in his discretion to author- 
ize several of the infantry regiments to be raised in the same way for 
temporary purposes by temporary enlistments. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think that onght to be done, but I will say to the 
Senator that at the last session of Congress, when the Senate over my 
protest reduced the infantry down to 25,000, I stated the very fact 
that it was impossible to preserve the frame-work of an army with- 
out infantry. I have always been of that opinion, and it is very de- 
sirable that it should be done; but believing that putting the two 
together would probably lead to opposition while the bill itself would 
not, I did not desire to encumber it. I should certainly favor the 

»roposition suggested by the Senator from Ohio; but 1 would rather 
have this bill acted on separately, inasmuch as by the appropriation 
bill for the Army we allowed the increase of the infantry from 22,500 
up to 25,000 enlistments, as it was left at the last session of Congress. 
I myself believe that the infantry ought to be increased, or the regi- 
ments filled up. I think they are very necessary in Indian warfare 
as well as in other warfare ; but I would rather not encumber this bill 
with that proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not interpose in regard to this bill; but I 
desire to say that I think we have a right to feel somewhat alarmed 
at the condition of affairs in the Indian country, and we shall not be 
able to excuse ourselves for neglecting any precaution ‘or care to 
strengthen the Army. The fact is known to us all that about three 
thousand of our brave soldiers, among the best and choicest parts of 
the Army of the United States, well commanded, but very inefticient 
in numbers, are now in the face of the last body of hostile Indians 


; 


| 





that will ever encounter the United States of America. The accounts 
in the newspapers, although perhaps somewhat exaggerated, show 
that these Indians are at least to the number of five thousand fight- 
ing men, probably well armed, and they have shown great courage. 
They have faced our troops in open line of battle. Now, when this 
last contest is to be made, our troops are at least inferior in force, cut 
off from supplies, no doubt somewhat dispirited by one terrible mas- 
sacre and one lost engagement. It seems to me that under the cir- 
cumstances the Congress of the United States ought by a unanimous 
vote hasten to meet the emergency and provide for an enlargement 
of both the infantry and cavalry force, or at least give the President 
power to accept enlistments in the regular service or to accept regi- 
ments. Regiments have been tendered by the governor of Montana, 
by the governors of surrounding Territories, but there is no author- 
ity to accept even the enlistment of a single soldier. 

It seems to me under these circumstances we had better enlarge 
this bill, although it calls but for an authority to increase the cavalry 
regiments; we had better give authority also to increase the infantry 
regiments, with the certainty that the President of the United States 
will not abuse this power and will not call asingle man into the servy- 
ice that is not necessary to repel and put down, for the last time I 
trust in this country, the Indian force. It seems to me that it is not 
too much for us at once to give this authority, leaving to the Presi- 
dent the discretion to exercise it, and also to allow these regiments 
to be filled up temporarily. I think even six months’ enlistments 
would probably answer the purpose we are now called onto meet. I 
am told that there are but forty-six soldiers in a company of infantry 
now according to the standard fixed by the Army of the United States, 
while all the organization, the skeleton of the company is full; all 
the officers may be there and the offices may be full, aud yet the force 
is not one-half what experience has shown to be the best and most 
effective force of a company of infantry. It seems to me, therefore, 
that we ought to extend the power of the President. It is a power 
that cannot be abused but may be useful and may be important, be- 
cause if any accident should happen to either General Crook or Gen- 
eral Terry there will be a call for Congress to meet together and give 
the requisite authority to repel and put down this Indian force. I 
think, therefgre, we ought to do it now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs what, if any, action has been taken by 
the committee in reference to the joint resolution introduced by my- 
self some time since to authorize the President to accept volunteers 
on the frontier in case the necessity for the exercise of such authority 
should arise? I should like to inquire of the chairman if he has re- 
ceived any information from the military authorities which will en- 
able him to form a judgment as to the propriety and the necessity of 
the adoption of that resolution? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the Senator by stating to him that the 
Committee on Military Affairs referred his resolution to the Secretary 
of War, and that we have received no official communication as yet 
from him. That is all I can say in reference to that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to express my opinion—to record my 
judgment here and now that it would be, as amatter of economy and 
for other obvious considerations, better and safer for the Government 
to be in a situation to accept volunteers for temporary service on the 
frontier when and as they may be required, than to attempt to in- 
crease the regular regiments by enlistments. The recruiting for the 
regular Army is ordinarily a very slow process, and I greatly fear 
that the Government will not be able to secure recruits in sufticient 
numbers to answer the purpose in such an emergency as surely even 
at this moment exists on the frontier. The Indian forces are very 
much larger than are credited to them by the estimates of the mili- 
tary authorities, and the most decisive action is demanded. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not going to discuss the question of volunteers. 
Whether it would be a proper thing to authorize their acceptance or 
not, that question is not up now, and therefore I do not desire to dis- 
cuss it; but I hope Senators, at least those who are in favor of this 
eee will not impede the passage of this bill. It is a well- 
<nown fact that I have never tried to reduce the Army so far as the 
mere force of the Army is concerned, the mere strength of the Army, 
the soldiers of the Army, the privates of the Army. I have hereto- 
fore opposed it in the Senate, as I did on the last appropriation bill that 
passed prohibiting enlistments until the Army should be reduced to 
25,000 private soldiers. I opposed it on the very ground of objection 
stated now that the companies would be reduced to such small nugn- 
bers that they would become ineffective. My opposition was over- 
ruled. In this last appropriation bill the committee of conference 
agreed to strike out what the House had seen proper to put in, that 
the reduction of the Army should go on till it reached 22,500. We 
struck that out so as to put it back to the propositionsof the last 
Congress at 25,000 men. We were very glad to take the restriction 
entirely off. I should have been glad to see authority given to have 
the companies filled up; but it was not done. 

This proposition now is to fill up the cavalry companies merely. I 
fear that if we insert the filling up of all the regiments, the bill will 
amount to nothing, it will meet with opposition, and will not pass. 
I think this isa very important bill; and if the Senate will now allow 
it to be taken up, I have two or three amendments to move to it, and 
I should like the Senate to consider them now. It will take but a few 
moments, because the question as to whether the cavalry regiments 
shall be filled up or not the Senate is ready to act upon, I think. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Does this propose that these regiments shall be 
filled up by enlistments for three years or only for a short period ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The same as the regular Army is in point of time. 

Mr. THURMAN. For three years? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. Filled up to one hundred men for three years. 
There is a question whick strikes me about that. While I shall not 
oppose the bill if recommended by the committee and by the Depart- 
ment, the question with me is whether gr not you can fill up the com- 
panies in that way as soon as they will be needed. I have a very 
strong impression that unless this Sioux war is finished, unless the 
Indians who are in arms there are put back, all your plans for putting 
your Indians on reservations will go for nothing. I think therefore 
there is the strongest possible reason for making our force there sufti- 
cient to vanquish the Indians who are now in arms and to do it 
speedily. I have great doubts whether you can get three years’ re- 
cruits very rapidly so as to fill up your cavalry regiments. The Senator 
from Ilinois is better acquainted with the subject than I am, of course. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Ohio, I think, is very correct in 
theory. Ido not believe, however, that there will be any difficulty 
in filling up these regiments, and I will state the reason. There is 
hardly ever any trouble in recruiting for the cavalry or very little. 
In times like these when many men are out of employment, there is 
not much difficulty in recruiting any arm of the service, but espe- 
cially the cavalry arm of the service. I have no doubt myself that 
if this bill passes, within a very short time the twenty-five hundred 
recruits called for for the cavalry regiments would be forthcoming ; 
I have no question about that. If they were for the infantry reg- 
iments I should have some doubt about it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I only made the suggestion. I defer to the Sen- 
ator’s better information and knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. LOGAN. Thatis my judgment about it. I know that the cav- 
alry is always more readily recruited because people would rather 
ride than walk, that is the true reason ; and there is another reason, 
they get more pay. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is a harder service. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that, but it is much more easy to re- 
cruit for it; the pay is better, and men consider it more attractive, 
and for that reason it is more easy to recruit. I desire very much, if 
the Senator will allow me, to have this bill taken up. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Will the honorable Senator yield to me a mo- 
ment? Ido not wish by any vote of mine or by my voice to impede 
the adoption of efficient measures to repress the present Indian out- 
break; but I should like to be fully informed, before we take such an 
important step, about what I am going to do. So far as I remember, 
the President has not sent to Congress any message on the subject of 
the present Indian outbreak. We know by the newspapers that there 
is an Indian outbreak. It seems to me that we ought to have some 
oflicial information touching its character, its magnitude, and what 
ought to be done about its suppression. At the same time I should be 
glad to know from the honorable Senator, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, whether there is an actual state of war, 
and how far by the measure we adopted some minutes ago and the 
present measure and other measures we are inaugurating a state @f 
recognized legal war with the Indians in the West. I repeat, that I 
am ready by my vote and my voice, so far as I can, to aid in adopting 
such efficient measures as will result in the suppression of this Indian 
outbreak; but I should like the Senator to give me any information 
he has upon the subject of the present outbreak, whether it is a rec- 
ognized state of war or a mere émeute which can be readily suppressed. 

Mr. CONKLING. To what bill does the Senator refer 1s having 
been passed a few minutes ago ? 

Mr. MERRIMON. A joint resolution passed a while ago authoriz- 
ing the President to declare certain kinds of ammunition contraband 
of war. 

Mr. LOGAN. That joint resolution was to give the President au- 
thority to make such regulations as he might see proper to prohibit 
the sale of metallic cartridges by Indian agents and make them con- 
traband of war at his discretion when a state of war existed. That 
1 think is a very necessary preliminary step. I think it ought to be 
done whether we have peace or war. I have always thought myself 
that the way to civilize Indians was to prohibit as much as possible 
their having guns and ammunition to any great extent with which 
they are prepared for warfare. I have advocated that here. I did it 
some years ago when Senator Harlan was chairman of the Indian Com- 
mi.tee. He took it on himself in a very able argument to rather make 
tp rt of my proposition at that time. This is a very different thing. 

So far as the Senator from North Carolina asks me for my informa- 
tion, let me say that we all have the same character of information 
about this Indian war. 

Mr. SHERMAN. W. have a message from the President. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes. This bill is a bill sent here by the War Depart- 
ment with a message asking, on the recommendation of General Sheri- 


dan, that these regiments of cavalry be permitted to be filled up, with 
an estimate of the expense. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK rose. 

Mr. LOGAN. We have only fifteen minutes of the morning hour 
left. I should like to get the bill up and have action on it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have no objection to the bill being taken up; 
but if it is the object of the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs to confine all action of Congress for the protection of the 
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northwestern frontier to the increase of the regular cavalry regiments 
or to an authorization of the increase of the regular cavalry organi- 
zation, I wish to record my belief that such measures are inadequate 
to the demands of the occasion. 

If I understood the honorable Senator he stated—I thought he im- 
plied at any rate—that other measures might follow; perhaps the 
resolution offered by my colleague some weeks ago; but at this period 
of the session, which is so near what we hope will be its close, I beg 
to suggest to the honorable chairman of the committee the propriety 
of trying if possible to combine in this measure an authorization to 
the President toreceive volunteers at his discretion. I believe thatit is 
neither wise nor prudent for this Congress to adjourn the present ses- 
sion without authorizing the President to accept, at his discretion, 
volunteers. It is true General Sheridan has said that he thought we 
had force sufficient to put down this Indian war. I hope he has; but 
I doubt whether General Sheridan or the country generally appreci- 
ate the extent to which these Indians are supplied with the very best 
of weapons. I doubt whether this country appreciates the danger 
which is imminent in the Northwest to-day; and if after Congress 
adjourns the evil then comes, we are without remedy, and the ex- 
pense of putting down that war without the forms of law will be in- 
creased fourfold, to say nothing of the destruction of life and prop- 
erty. I believe that Congress ought not to adjourn without the pas- 
sage of a bill or resolution to authorize the President in bis discretion 
to accopt volunteers. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lask for a vote now on taking this measure from the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks for 
the present consideration of this bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1008) to increase the efficiency of the cavalry force in the suppression 
of Sioux Indian hostilities; and it was read twice and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LOGAN. The bill as sent here does not contain the detailed 
items of appropriation. I offer, to come in at the end of the bill, the 
following amendment : 

Recruiting twenty-five hundred cavalrymen, $50,000; pay per annum, $390,000 ; 
subsistence, $200,400; clothing, 206,000; regular supplies, 216,000 ; ee 
horses, $337,500; transportation, (wagons, &c.,) $84,+00; transportation by rail, &c., 
about $150,000. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I should like to hear read the message or com- 
munication to which the Senator referred a moment ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication of the War 
Department will be read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the communication. 

Mr. THURMAN. In an amendment, you do not want the word 
“about” in. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will strike that out. 
amendment taken from the message. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. There should be,in my judgment, a change in the 
phraseology of the first part of the bill. I am very much in doubt 
whether we can afford to recognize the fact of war between the United 
States Government and the Sioux Indians, inasmuch as we have ex- 
pressly declared that we will no longer treat with them or any other 
Indians. I therefore suggest that the language be changed so as to 
read as follows: 

Whereas in the conduct of the military operations against the Sioux Indians it 
is necessary, &c. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will accept that amendment. 
than to have all these whereases in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I offer anamendment to insert as a new section the 
following: 


I offer the proposition as an 


I think it is better 


That the President is hereby anthorized to accept the services of volunteers from 
the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and the Territories of Wyoming, Colorado, 
Dakota, Utah, and Montana, or either of them, to be employed as a part of the 
Anny of the United States against the tribes of hostile Sioux inthe Northwest: Pro- 
vided, That not more than five regiments of cavalry or infantry, or both ahall be ac- 
cepted, and that the term of service shall not extend beyond nine months from the 
day of enlistment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I dislike very much to oppose a proposition of that 
kind ; but it seems to me that there is a disposition to lug these things 
in on any bill that is brought before the Senate. There is no neces- 
sity for adopting such a measure on this bill. There is a bill of that 
kind before the Military Committee, as I have stated, and referred to 
the Secretary of War to ascertain if there is any necessity for volun- 
teers. I do not see any necessity of trying to force upon the country 
any expense unless there is a necessity for it. If there is a necessity 
and the War Department shall so report, the committee will report 
the bill back to the Senate; but without that the committee will 
not. I think myself that with the filling up of the cavalry regiments, 
from the information we have from General Sheridan, who ought to 
know, we shall have plenty of troops, and there is no necessity for 
making a greater war or disturbance than we have. That is the rea- 
son I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say to the Senator from Illinois that 
all there is in the amendment is simply to empower the President. to 
place it within his discretion, if the regular Army, after the authority 
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| 
to be here given for its increase shall be, as I am sure it will be, yet | that section ask us now for so many men and they ask for mounted 
too weak to settle this difficulty on the frontier, to accept volunteers. | 
The Senator very properly urges immediate action on the bill; but, | 


sir, the amendment is at least of equal importance, and action upon 
it should not be longer deferred. If it is important that we should 
act at all in regard to this matter, we should give the discretion to 
raise volunteers while we authorize the recruiting for the regular 
Army. If it should turn out not to be practicable to enlist men for 
the regular service and the volunteers could be obtained readily, it 
would certainly be very important to have the authority of law to 
accept them; and such authority ought certainly to be lodged with 
the President to be exercised in his discretion. It will be discretion 
in both instances, in respect of the recruiting of the regulars and ac- 
cepting volunteers as well. 
Mr. LOGAN. I understand that. 


Mr.PADDOCK. And nogreater discretion in the last than the first. | 


Mr. LOGAN. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. That 
is all I have to say about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made asin Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois whether it 
would not be desirable in this bill to add an authority for the Presi- 
dent, if necessary, to increase by temporary enlistments the infantry 
arm or some part of it. I have received information from some offi- 


The question is on the amendment 


cers of the Army who are out there, and who are very competent to | 


judge, that the companies are run down in some instances to only 
twenty or thirty effective men, and that the cheapest possible way to 
strengthen the infantry, who in a large degree in the Indian country 
of course must be relied upon, would be to make temporary enlist- 
ments for three or six months and put the men right into the com- 
panies. I suggest that to my honorable friend. 

Mr. LOGAN. As far as I am individually concerned I have no ob- 
jection to it; but I fear it will embarrass this bill. The same sug- 
gestion was made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerMaNn] and I 
made the same response. My fear is that it would embarrass the pas- 
sage of this bill. I should be very glad myself to see the infantry 
increased to the maximum; I think it ought to be done; but from 
the disposition that has been shown the last two sessions to cut down 
the force of the Army I do not see but what the bill would be embar- 
rassed by that. Persons might say it would increase the infantry 
to 30,000, and therefore the bill might be embarrassed in its passage. 
That is the only objection I have to the suggestion. I should be very 
glad to see it done, but Ido not think it would be advantageous to 
add it on this bill. I think it would be a mistake, and that is the 
only reason I have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I fail to see—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of twelve o’clock has ar- 
rived. If there be no objection, the regular order will be postponed 
and this bill continued under consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to a call for the regular order. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection, if it does not displace the un- 
finished business of the last preceding day’s session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not by common consent if 
the time is continued. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The answer to the Senator from Illinois I think 
is that this provision that we propose to make is just as much to the 
extent it goes an increase of the Army, which has been in my opinion 
already too much reduced, as the infantry proposition would do, But 
if the necessity of the public service requires a temporary increase of 
the effective force of the Army, the question is whether this provision 
(inasmuch as we have already rejected volunteers) for increasing the 
infantry, not as a permanent addition to the Army but as a tempo- 
rary expedient, for three months or six months, if you please, a short 
time, is not the very thing we ought to do; otherwise is there not 
danger that we shall find ourselves after the adjournment in the atti- 
tude described by the Senator from Nebraska? 

If you give the President authority to fill up the infantry regiments 
as far as is necessary for this Indian difficulty by temporary enlist- 
ments for three or six months, not exceeding six, if you please, of men 
put right into the ranks, then you have got a temporary increase of 
the Army that expires of its own force; and everybody who is in 
favor of having strength enough, it appears to me, cannot correctly 
object to it. Ido not see how sensibly it could be objected to if it be, 
as we all agree probably, the cheapest and probably the most effective 
and quickest method of strengthening the ranks of the regiments and 
companies that are now entering that country. If I had the time to 
draw it, I should certainly think it a duty to propose an amendment, 
as an additional section, that the President have the same authority 
by temporary enlistments, for not exceeding six months, to recruit up 
the infantry companies from whatever they are now to seventy-five 
orone hundred men. The Senator himself could draw the amendment 
much better than I could, of course; but I do think it necessary. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has already 
made a similar proposition to the one made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. EpMUNDs,] but we all know that it is customary in the 
legislative branch of the Government to take the estimates and the 
requirements of the executive department as our guide. The Presi- 





men. Now, is it for the Senate to conclude or even to express an 
opinion that they will be better off with infantry? No doubt the 
Senator from Vermont has been communicated with by officers of in- 
fantry or persons operating in that region ; but the President of the 
United States and the General of the Army ask us for so many cav- 
alrymen. I do not think we ought to embarrass the proposition with 
any extraneous matter whatever. If we do, there will be no end to 
it and it will go on and increase the expense. By acting now promptly 
and decisively, probably we shall accomplish the purpose much more 
readily than by listening to the proposals of other parties than tho 
regularly constituted authorities. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Louisiana has anticipated me 
and said better than I could have said just what I desired to present 
to the Senate. We must rely upon the recommendation of those who 
are qualified by their education and their experience and by their 
position to advise us on this subject. They ask us to give them 
twenty-five hundred additional cavalrymen. That is all. I do not 
think we ought to go in advance of that, and I think with the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana and the Senator from Illinois that if we tack this 
to the bill we shall embarrass the bill very much; in fact it will give 
rise to a very serious debate at once. There are members of the Sen- 
ate who believe that it would be better to have a volunteer force 
than to increase the infantry regiments, and I am inclined to that 
opinion myself. Iam willing to vote for twenty-five hundred addi- 
tional cavalrymen, because those best qualified to judge ask for that 
addition to the force of the Army; but if we are to exercise our own 
judgment, if we are to turn ourselves into military men and under- 
take to say what is necessary to be done, every man must judge for 
himself, and I am strongly inclined to believe that under those cir- 
cumstances I should vote for the volunteer service instead of increas- 
ing the infantry. 1 hope, therefore, no proposition will be made to 
add to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. No. 84) 
extending the time for the redemption of lands held by the United 


| States under the several acts levying direct taxes, and for other pur- 
| poses, With an amendment; in which the concurrence of the Senate 


was requested. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. No. 629) for the relief of Jonathan White; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of R. H. Buckner; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3927) making an appropriation to defray the ex- 
penses of the Joint Select Committee to Investigate Chinese Immi- 
TTAal.On ; 

’ A bill (8S. No. 774) to remove the political disabilities of Samuel 
Jones, of Virginia; and 

A bill (8S. No. 982) providing for the completion of the Washington 
Monument. 

AMENDMENT OF IMPEACHMENT RULES. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate now take up 
the resolution that I submitted a long while ago in relation to the 
rules governing this body when acting as a court of impeachment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont demands 
the regular order. 

Mr. HOWE. What is the regular order? 

Mr. CONKLING. Before that demand is made, if it may be so 
deemed, I should like to make a report from a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

COUNTERFEITING OF TRADE-MARKS. 


Mr. CONKLING. The Committee on the Judiciary have directed 
me to report back the bill (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of 
trade-mark goods and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark 
goods, which after having been passed by the Senate was passed by 
the House of Representatives with amendments, and to recommend 
that the Senate non-concur in the amendments, and ask for a confer- 
ence with the House. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill. 

On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Repre- 


sentatives to the said bill, and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. \ 


By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi 
dent pro tempore. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Iask leave to make a report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s there objection? The Chair hears 


dent of the United States and the general commanding our forces in | none. 





1876. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 71) to protect persons 
of foreign birth against forcible constraint or involuntary servitude, 
to report the same with an amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No, 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated, reported 
it with an amendment. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to postpone the special order for the pur- 
pose of allowing me to have the Senate consider the resolution to 
which I bave referred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to postpone it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will first have the regular order before it is 
postponed. 

The PRESIDENT 
will he suspended. 


otempore. Legislative and executive business 
he Senator from Maine moves to postpone—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I insist on postponing it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot do that until we have the regular 
order. The Chair must execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to appeal to both Senators to state that at 
the close of this day it will not be legal to have any printing at the 
Congressional Printing Office, the term expiring to-day, and I should 
like to have an act on that subject passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator can take the responsibility. 
done my duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont demands 
the regular order, which is that legislative and executive business be 
suspended, and that the Senate proceed to the consdieration of the 
articles of impeachment. 

Mr. BRUCE. Will the Senator yield that I may make a report ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will excuse me; we have another 

oint now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the order be postponed 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say that motion is not in order. 


I have 


The Senator from Maine moves 


| 
Mr. HAMLIN. Right there let me ask if the Senator from Vermont 
on Friday did not move to postpone the court of impeachment when | 


it was not in session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not. 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
the Chair. I have the impression it was on somebody’s motion that 
this same thing was settled on Friday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sisted on the regular order, which is an order of the Senate that the 


I insist on the regular order, and de- 


Senate proceed to the consideration of the trial of the impeachment | 
The time was postponed by common con- | 


at twelve o'clock to-day. 
sent for a few minutes. The Senator from Maine moves to postpone 
this order, and the Chair will submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. For what purpose? 

Mr. HAMLIN. For the purpose of taking up the resolution to 
amend the mode of proceeding as a court. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ilask the Chair whether the point of order is sub- 
mitted to the Senate or whether the motion to postpone is submitted. 
In my judgment it is not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont has 
made the point of order that this motion is not in order, and the Chair 
is submitting to the Senate the question whether the motion to post- 
pone the order of the Senate is in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. [do not think it is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. 


Mr. CONKLING. [rise to ask a question of the Chair. I inquire | 


of the Chair, owing to a remark made by a Senator near me, whether 
the motion to amend the rules governing the Senate when trying an 
impeachment is in order in legislative session or in session sitting as 
a court ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in trial. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the Senator from Ohio must see that that 
is an answer to his suggestion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us have the question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Vermont has de- 
manded the regular order, which is an order of the Senate in legisla- 
tive session that the Senate proceed at twelve o’clock to-day to the 
consideration of the articles of impeachment. The Senator from 
Maine has risen and asked a postponement of this order iu legislative 
session. The Senator from Vermont has made the point of order that 
the motion is not in order, The Chair will submit the question of 
order to the Senate. Is the motion of the Senator from Maine in 
order that this order be postponed ? 

The question was decided in the negative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has decided adversely. 
Legislative and executive business will be suspended, and the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of articles of impeachment exhib- 


In legislative session, not sitting 
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Iam not debating; Iam only asking a question of | 


The Senator from Vermont has in- | 


I have made the point of order that the motion | 
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| ited against William W. Belknap, late Secretary of War. The Ser- 
| geant-at-Arms will make proclamation. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Before the order is executed I ask now, if I can, 
to be allowed to introduce a bill in order to authorize the public print- 
ing to be continued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not without unanimous consent. 
The Senate is now in trial session, and strictly it cannot be consid- 
ered unless by the unanimous consent of the Senate suspending the 
business for the purpose. Is there objection to suspending the trial 
session for this purpose? 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

Mr. SARGENT. This is only a portion of the subject. All appro- 
priations for the Government not already provided for in appropriation 
bills cease on this day. 

Mr. ANTHONY. All except the printing cease to-morrow, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. SARGENT. They are all the same. Two or three times we 
have sent these bills to the House, and the House has laid them on 
the table and sent us their own bills. It seems to me it isabout time 
we waited for them to send us a bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The House has passed this bill before. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

Mr. MORTON. Let us go on with the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Now, I move to postpone—— 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Letushavetheorderexecuted and the court opened. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will make 
proclamation. 

IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM W. BELKNAP. 


The usual proclamation was made by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House of Representatives will 
be notified as usual. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the articles of impeach- 
ment exhibited by the House of Representatives against William W. 
Belknap, late Secretary of War. 

The Senate sitting for the trial of the impeachment of William W. 
| Belknap having adjourned then resumed its 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will now resume its 
legislative session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4055) to continue the public printing ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4054) to continue the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to continue the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to 
provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government ;’” and 

A bill (1. R. No. 4053) to further authorize the Commissionerof Indina 
Affairs to purchase supplies for the Indian Bureau in open market. 


| PUBLIC PRINTING. 





On motion of Mr. WINDOM, the bill (H. R. No. 4055) to continue 
the public printing was read twice and considered as in Committee of 
| the Whole. 

The bill authorizes the Congressional Printer to continue the work 
required by law, in advance of appropriations hereafter to be made, 
until and including the 10th of August, 1876. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
| read the third time, and passed. 


TEMPORARY PROVISION FOR EXPENDITURES. 
| On motion of Mr. WINDOM, the bill (H. R. No. 4054) to continue 


| the provisions of an act entitled “ An act to continue the provisions 

| of an act entitled ‘An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government’” was read twice and considered as in Committee 

| of the Whole. 

| The bill continues the provisions of the act of July 21, 1876, until 
and including the LOth of August, 1876. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUPPLIES FOR INDIAN BUREAU. 
| On motion of Mr. WINDOM, the bill (H. R. No. 4053) to further an- 
thorize the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to purchase supplies for 
the Indian Bureau in open market was read twice and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill authorizes the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to purchase 
in open market, without the usual advertisement, for immediate use 
of the Indian tribes, such supplies as are required to an extent, not 
exceeding $150,000, which is appropriated for the purpose, toserve until 
| the regular appropriation bill sha}l be passed and approved. The sums 
| so expended are to be deducted from the appropriate sums respectively 
| appropriated under the regular appropriation bill, when passed. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 
PETITION. 
Mr. CONOVER presented a petition of citizens of Orange County, 

| Florida, praying the establishment of a mail-route from Wilson's 

Landing to Lake Eustis, in that State; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 
Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 


was recommitted the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for | 


the repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
nents. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1009) to amend an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the repaving of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 
19, 1876; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On’ motion of Mr. LOGAN, the Senate proceeded to the considera- 

tion of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 


session the doors were re-opened, and (at six o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes p, m) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, July 31, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I desire to correct the Recorp. It states 
that I have asked leave of absence for ten days. I have asked no 
leave of absence, and I do not know how the statement got into the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Probably it refers to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Jonrs.] The correction will be made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate was ready to proceed with the trial of the 
impeachment of William W. Belknap and to receive the managers 
on the part of the House, and that Senate Chamber was prepared 
with accommodations for the reception of the House of Representa- 
tives, 

NAVAL INVESTIGATON. 

Several members rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot consent to have the 
morning hour postponed any longer than is absolutely necessary. 
The calling of the previous question on Saturday upon the report of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs gives that subject precedence of 
course, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] is en- 
titled to the floor for one hour, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Before proceeding with my remarks I will 
yield to several gentlemen who desire to obtain leave to print. 

Mr. THORNBURGH and Mr. HARDENBERGH obtained leave to 
have printed in the RecorD remarks upon the pending question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I now yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, [Mr. FREEMAN. } 

Mr. FREEMAN. I have here a communication from the comman- 
dant of the Philadelphia navy-yard, which he has desired me to lay 
before the House, and which I ask may be printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The communication is as follows: 


* 
COMMANDANT's OrFicr, Untrep States Navy-Yarp, 
League Island, July 26, 1876. 

My Drar Simm: As it is just as likely that in the debate on Friday next in the 
Tlouse on the majority and minority reports of the Naval Committee in relation to 
the dismantling of the navy-yard at Philadelphia I might be assailed by those 
members of the committee who politically sought material for the next presiden- 
tial campaign to be used against the Administration which I have supported, I 
have deemed it proper to furnish you with a copy of my official record also call 
to your attention the within copies of letters from the Chief of Bureau of Equip- 
yient and Recruiting, and from my predecessor, Commodore Preble, in relation to 
the manner in which I discharged my duties in removing the stores of the equip- 
ment department of which I had charge. 

My testimony I presume you have looked over, and which Hon. Mr. WaitrHoRNE 
promised me [ might have an opportunity of correcting before it appeared in 
print; but he excused himself for not giving me this privilege that it had been 
sent to the Printer's office during his absence without his Coowteden. Subse. 
quently, at his request, I forwarded such corrections and omissions in my testi- 
mony as I deemed necessary, and which Mr. WHITTHORNE was to have published 
in what remained to be printed by the Naval Committee of the House. 

I discharged my whole duty during the dismantling of the old navy-yard, remain- 
ing there after dark, having my office in what had been the watchmen's quarters. 

if any insinuations should be made in the course of tho debate that I had been 
derelict in my duty, I trust you will do me the favor to contradict them. 


I have written on this subject to Hon. Mr. Danrorp, who I understand is to make 
the minority report 


Very truly yours, 
Cc. H. WELLS, 
Captain United States Navy. 
Hon, CHAPMAN Freeman, M. C., 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


| League Islanc 


EQUIPMENT Office, UniTep Srates STEAMER ANTIETAM, 
League Island, December 2, 1>75. 
Sir: I would respectfully state that I have expended the sum of $4,144.04 in re- 
moving the equipment stores, material, &c., from the Philadelphia navy-yard to 
t This includes loading and unloading, teaming, stowing on board 
ship, hauling, and mooring ship. 
In removing the chains I have expended $908.29 out of an appropriation of 21,128, 
The stores, material. &c., of this department are all stowedon board of the Antic- 
tam in good condition and free from damage. 
Very respectfully, &c., 
Cc. H. WELLS, 
Captain United States Navy, Equipment Oficer. 
Commodore GrorGE H. Presie, United States Navy, 
Commandant Navy-yard, League Island, 


COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVy-YAanrp, 
Leaque Island, Pennsylvania, December 30, 1875. 
Str: I forward herewith for the information of the Bureau a copy of a com- 
munication from Captain Wells, equipment officer, reporting the amount oe 
in removing thastores, materials, &c., from the Philadelphia navy-yard to League 


Island, together with the amount expended in removing the chan to League Isl- 
and. 


Captain Wells is, I think, to be commended for the 
manner in which the material belonging to the Bureau 
Very respectfully, &c., 


ood order and economical 
as been transferred. 


GEO. HENRY PREBLE, 
Commodore, Commandant. 
Captain R. W. Suurevprt, U.S. N., 
Chief of Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, 
Washington, D. 0. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING, 
Washington, December 31, 1875. 
Sir: The Bureau hasreccived your letter of the 30th instant, No. 64, and is highly 
gratified to learn that the equipment stores have been so economically and success- 
fully removed to League Island under the supervision of Captain Wells, and that 
the stores, materials, &c., under cognizance of this Bureau have been stored on 
board of the Antictam in good condition and free from damage. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R W. SHUFELDT, 
Chief of Bureau. 
Commodore G. H. PRrEatr, 
Commandant Navy-Yard, League Island, Pennsylvania. 





Captain Clark H. Wells. Born in Pennsylvania. Appointed a midshipman from 
Pennsylvania September 25, 1840; attached to the North Carolina, 1840; frigate 
Brandywine and sloop Fairfield, 1840 and 1841: razee Independence, home squad- 
ron, 1842 and 1843 ; deep Levant, Pacific squadron, 1844 and 1845; Naval School, 
Annapolis, 1846. 

Graduated and became passed midshipman, July 11, 1846. During Mexican war: 
In brig Somers, blockading Vera Cruz, in 1846; in gunboat Petrel, 1846 and 1947, 
during which time she joined Tatnall's flotilla in the attack upon the castle of San 
Juan d’'Ulloaand the city of Vera Craz; took part also in the capture of Tuspan 
and Tampico, Tothe East Indies and “ around the world,” in the sloop Plymouth 
and brig Dolphin, 1848, 1849, 1850, and 1851; receiving-ship Philadelphia, 1852; 
store-ship Fredonia, at Valparaiso, 1852, 1£53, 1854, and 1855. 

Commissioned as lientenant September 14, 1855; Naval Observatory, Washing- 
ton, 1856; in 1856 attached to bark Resolnte, (originally an English man-of-war 
abandoned in the Arctic Seas and subsequently recovered and brought to the United 
States by the American whale-ship George Henry ; Congress by joint resolution, 
dated Angust 2%, 1856, having purchased - from the salvors and ordered her res- 
toration to the British government, she sailed for England November 13, 1856 ;) 
in steam-frigate Susquehanna and Waterwitch, home squadron, 1858; steamer 
Metacomet, Paraguay expedition, 1859. 

During the rebellion: Commanded sloop Vandalia, South Atlantic blockading 
squadron, 161 and 1862; was executive officer of the steamer Susquehanna in the 
battle of Port Poyal; his vessel, the Susquehanna, struck thirty-six times and 
badly cut up, was specially mentioned in Admiral DuPont's official report; was 
sent several times with sailors and marines to re-enforce the Unadillo when much 
exposed to night attacks in Wright's River, South Carolina; commanded sloop 
Dale, 1662, and brought her to Philad@phia. 

Commissioned as lieutenant-commandecr July 16, 1862; navy-yard, Philadelphia, 
1863; commanded Galena, when rebuilt as wooden gunboat, in West Gulf squad- 
ron, 1864; frequently drew the fire of Fort Morgan while ranning in and shelling 
blockade-runners under the fort’s guns; took part in the Mobile fight; during the 
passage of the forts the Galena and Oneida, lashed together, brought up the rear 
and suffered severely from the fire of the forts and Tennessee, a shell from the 
latter exploding the Oneida’s boiler, so that she was towed in by her consort ; after 
Captain Mullany of the Oncida had his arm shot away, opposite the forts, the com- 
mand of both vessels devolved upon Lieutenant-Commander Wells; the Galena’s 
services were specially mentioned in Admiral Farragut's official report; Com- 
mander Wells also reecived a commendatory letter from the Admiral himself, in 
which he says: 

“That in your case I depart from my usual custom not to give letters for good 
conduct in time of war where there is an immediate commander first to forward it; 
but inasmuch as Captain Mullany was wounded and the command of the two ves- 
sels (Oneida and Galena) devolved upon you, and were carried through the battle 
with great gallantry, I take great pleasure in giving my official testimony to your 
very meritorious conduct in that engagement, and trust that in the fatare it may 
be of service to you.” 

East Gulf squadron, 1864, refittted in Philadelphia and joined Admiral Porter's 
equadron on the James River; remained there until the close of the war. Com- 
manded the steamer Kansas, and visited nearly all the ports of the South Atlantic 
station during 1864, 1865, and 1266; received a letter of thanks from the English 
government and English admiral for going to the assistance of Her Britannic Maj- 
esty's gun-boat Gleaner, reported to be dangerously ashore in Maledona Bay; he 
and his officers and crew also received thanks on this cruise for rescuing an English 
bark from English Bank, river La Plata. 

Commissioned as commander July 25, 1866; navy-yard, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, 1868, 1869, and 1870; detailed for the command of the Shenandoah in spring of 
1870, . 

Promoted to captain June 19, 1871, while in command of the United States steamer 
Shenandoah, European station, and retained in command three years and a half, 
during which time received a letter of thanks from the Italian government for as- 
sistance rendered to the Italian iron-clad Comte Delerdi, which broke from her 
moorings in a gale of wind in the harbor of Spezia, and came neap drifting on the 
rocks ; also received from the French government the decoration of the Legion of 
Honor, which last Congress authorized him to accept, having been conferred by Mr. 
Thiers while president of the French Republic ; on return home was assigned duty 
at the Boston navy-yard as executive oflicer and afterward transferred to the Phil- 
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adelphia navy-yard as captain and equipment officer, and since last January has 
been in command of League Island station. : 

Total sea-service, twenty-two years and six months. 

Shore or other duty, seven years and five months. 

Unemployed, five years and four months. 

Number of years’ naval service nearly thirty-six. 


WE CAN BE JUST AND YET BE GENEROUS. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, the scene now being enacted 
in the drama of.history in this Representative Hall of the nation is 
strange and sad, To the citizens of New Jersey it is clothed with in- 
tensest interest. From the long list of her distinguished sons the na- 
tion has derived the highest and the purest public service. Upon 
this floor, within that chair, in yonder Senate, upon its floor and within 
its official chair, on the bench of the Supreme Court, in the Cabinet 
councils, at foreign courts, on the land and on the sea, wherever 
genius and talent and gallantry have been conspicuous the sons of 
New Jersey have found most honorable mention. The standard she 
has reared for them has been high, for she would have her children to 
be above suspicion. It is thus the scene to-day is strange; it has no 
wecedent; God grant it may have no renewal, for her heart beats 
Coovile when the honor of her sons is impugned. 

We are near the close of a long and laborious session. Eight months 
of legislation have almost passed, and as the hours wane and the 
farewells bidden but unspoken are upon the lips, its closing hours 
must bear witness to the honor or dishonor of a citizen of New Jersey 
who for seven years past has sat in Cabinet councils as the head of 
the Naval Department and an adviser of the nation’s Chief Execu- 
tive. 

Iam a member of the dominant party of this House, and step by 
step have I advanced with you in the endeavor to purge the abuses 
which have erept into our Government. 

The Secretary of the Navy I have personally known for more than 
twenty years, when as ayoung and able lawyer of New Jersey he 
was gathering no mean laurels in the fields of his profession. His 
kindness of manner and genial character attached to him many 
friends, and when he was advanced from the attorney-generalship of 
my State to the position of a Cabinet officer the heart of New Jersey 
throbbed gladly at the honor bestowed upon her young and gifted 
son. 

Beyond the courtesies and duties resulting from my official position 
I have met with him but seldom since my residence here. Thus, Mr. 
Speaker, you will not believe that I have particular reason to rush to 
his defense, beyond that higher sentiment which by the report of 
the majority affects the honor of my State and the reputation of her 
son, and [ know you will pardon something to the spirit of an occa- 
sion so grave as this, while I adduce to you my reasons for the position 
Ihave taken. 

The investigation has been long, tedious, and exhaustive, extending 
over seven long months. The results of that investigation are unde- 
cided. On the one hand the House is asked to instruct its Committee 
on the Judiciary to ascertain if possible whether articles of impeach- 
ment should be found, and on the other it is asked by the passage of 
the minority resolution to relieve the Secretary from any want of con- 
fidence in the management of the Naval Department. 

It is not my purpose to discuss either the merits or demerits of these 
reports; but I have a right to ask, in the name of my State, of which 
the Secretary of the Navy is a citizen, that, in the absence of specific 
and distinct charges, the report of the majority of the committee may 
be recommitted for more positive and conclusive action or that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be instructed to report without delay, that the 
Secretary may be enabled to make his defense at the bar of the Sen- 
ate before the close of the present session of Congress. It is a matter 
in which the honor of New Jersey is concerned; and, arguing from 


that sense of justice due to’the humblest of her citizens, it would be | 


the grossest injustice to permit this resolution of the majority to re- 
main without final action at this session. 

Sir, if the Secretary of the Navy has been faithless to his high trust 
I shall not be his defender, but I ask that prompt and immediate ac- 
tion be taken which shall insure a final and complete settlement of 
the case at this session. 

For uy State I ask this act of justice for him. But I ask it with- 
out his knowledge, and although his political opponent I have ever 
been, I would screen no guilt, for todo so would deprive me of New 
Jersey’s confidence and of my own self respect. 

Mr. Speaker, I am the more anxious that a prompt and final con- 
clusion may be reached which shall place this matter in the judg- 
ment of New Jersey beyond doubt from the fact, somewhat strange, 
that in the honors of Cabinet position assigned to New Jersey in each 
case to her sons have been intrusted that of the Navy ; Mahlon Dick- 
erson, Samuel L. Southard, and George M. Robeson have held this 
high position, and a reason for which may be found in the fact that 
the naval heroes of New Jersey have won for the nation much of its 
enduring fame. The dying injunction of her Lawrence, “Don’t give 
up the ship,” found a gallant response in the commodores she has 
gre to the American Navy, and added Stockton and Kearney and 

ggs to the list of her distinguished sons, for whose heroic service 
immortal honors will attach to them forever. ~ 

Sir, in this case I would be generous to an assailed political foe. If 
injustice has been meted out to him by practically denying to him 
that trial before his peers to which every citizen is entitled, then I 
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would shield him until such opportunity is afforded. Such are the 
common instincts of all honorable Jerseymen, and such, I hope, are 
the better instincts of our poor humanity. I would believe him hon- 
est until the contrary is proved, for New Jersey would despise the 
unfaithful officer; butif provenso, then let his panishment beawarded, 
and while my State submits with sadness of heart, she will yet re- 
joice that justice has been done, and she will bury politically from 
1er sight a son on whom she had rested many hopes; for, as she 
rocked the cradle in which American liberty was nurtured, she will 
banish from her sanctuary any son of hers upon whose brow “un 
worthy” has been written by the hand of justice. If you decide to 
strike, she bids you first to hear. She will believe him innocent un- 
til the Senate of his country shall adjudge him guilty. But venture 
not in the name of that democracy for the maintenance of whose 
principles we have so long struggled here and for whom we are now 
1s to the nation—dare not, I beseech you, render here your 
indictment against a son of New Jersey unless you are willing to 
yield him a speedy and effective trial. New Jersey asks but justice 
and will abide the verdict. 

To postpone until next December would be unjust to the nation, if 
the Secretary is guilty, for no one thus guilty should preside over an 
important Department of the Government. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, in concluding the discussion 
of the report made by the Committee on Naval Affairs, I may be per- 
mitted to say, on behalf of the committee and myself, that it is not 
my purpose to notice any personal reflections that may have been 
made in this discussion on Saturday last. The time will come, I 
trust, when without prejudice to the cause I am advocating on this 
floor at this time I may notice whatever I deem personal in the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] or the gentleman 
from Philadelphia [Mr. KELLEY] or the gentleman from =: a, (Mr. 
Kasson.] But, sir, I have on this occasion a higher duty to perform 
than to notice anything that may be personal to myself or to my 
committee. That duty is the discussion of a question in which I trust 
the people of this country feel a deep concern. I hope that in the 
remarks which I shall submit I may perform the duty assigned me 
by this House independently of any personal or partisan considera- 
tions. If there has been aught of wrong done, anght of fraud com- 
mitted, aught of criminality practiced, the members of this House of 
Representatives of the people have a higher duty to perform than to 
look at the question from a merely partisan stand-point. Very oner- 
ous and very laborious duties were imposed upon the Naval Commit- 
tee by the order of the House and by the resolutions introduced by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON ]} and the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Goopr.] I have to say in behalf of my committee 
that we have endeavored as faithfully and impartially as we could 
to discharge that duty. And I now call the attention of my col- 
leagues on the committee, as well as of the House, to the assertion 
that I now make, that from the moment this investigation com- 
menced there was not a single member of the committee belonging to 
any side or any political party who did not possess the same power 
that the chairman did. I appeal to my colleagues upon the commit- 
tee to say whether I did not often and at least upon one marked oc- 
casion declare to them that they had authority to use the name of 
the chairman of that committee in summoning any witness that they 
saw proper to bring before us. 

Sir, there has been no attempt to control the action of the minority. 
There has not been a day or an hour since the investigation opened 
when any mem ber of the committee, if he saw proper to call the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, might not have done so. There has been no ef- 
fort upon my part to stifle this investigation or give it a direction in 
one way or another. On the contrary, my announced purpose as de- 
clared in that committee was toconduct that investigation in a given 
manner, and so far as I know that manner encountered no opposition 
upon the part of my colleagues either of the republican party or the 
democratic party. It was announced that we would first finish the 
investigation of the navy-yards; that then we would examine cer- 
tain subordinates in the Department here; then the heads of Bureaus, 
and lastly the Secretary of the Navy. This was our announced pro- 
| gramme. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, rose. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I cannot be interrupted; I did not interrupt 
the gentleman when he was speaking. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I understood the gentleman to 
appeal to me. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. There has not been a day or an hour when 
any witness, no matter who he was or where he resided, could not 
have been summoned before that committee. 

Gentlemen have inquired on this floor why we did not commence 
| first with the Department here. Why, sir, my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from New York, (Mr. W11x1s,] did, as chair- 

man of one subcommittee, examine the heads of Bureaus here pre- 
liminarily almost to any evidence being taken. The heads of Bu- 
reaus were first heard; their defense stood at the threshold of this 
investigation. 

It has been said that our examination was secret. Secret from 
whom? What we did was for the protection of the public service. 
As chairman of this committee, I have been made painfully conscious 
of the power which the Secretary holds over oflicers of the Navy and 
over laborers and mechanics at the navy-yards. Sir, I have seen stout, 
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hardy men, (mechanics,) with tears running down their cheeks, beg- 
ging me, for the sake of the bread of their wives «and their children, 
not to expose them to the hazard of examination before that com- 
mittee. When I have witnessed this, I have felt it to be my duty to 
the public service to protect if I could the officers of the Navy and 
the mechanics and laborers of your navy-yards. This has been the 
prime reason for conducting the examination as we have done. 

But, sir, it is said that the Secretary of the Navy had to wait till six | 
or eight weeks ago before being allowed to make his defense. Why, 
sir, have yeu forgotten that about the Ist of May I entered this Hall | 
and asked that the testimony taken before that Naval Committee be 
printed? Have you forgotten the reason for that request Do you 
not know that it was with the view of giving the Secretary of the 
Navy a full opportunity to read that proof? Do you not know that 
from about the Ist of May it has been in his hands? So far from 
any injustice being done to the Secretary of the Navy in the course of 
this investigation, I have to say that if I have done aught of wrong 
in conducting it, it has been in the advantages which I have given to 
that officer. After all the testimony was concluded, after everybody | 
had been heard, our committee gave him the opportunity to look over | 
all that proof; his attention was called to it, and for six weeks he | 
has had hisday in court, he has had his time to present his testimony 
and prepare his answer. The committee have given him every advan- | 
tage. He has exhausted the last day and last hour that he chose to | 
occupy. He has been fully heard. 

I am not here now to make any partisan comment upon the results | 
of his answer. I am not here now to criticise the mode in which he 
and the heads of his Bureaus have made answer. Let them enjoy all 
their advantages. 

I have now to ask you, sir, and the House to go with me for a mo- 
ment while I hastily refer to the results of this investigation. I de- 
sire to make a brief survey of the condition of the Navy; and in order 
to do so let us turn back for a moment to the expenditures of the 
Navy from the formation of this Government to June 30, 1875. 


| 
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I submit the following tables: 

The expenditures for the Navy since the formation of the Govern- 
ment to June 30, 1875, were $939,779,925.67. 

From 1564 to 1875 the expenditures for the Navy were: 


BB cccccvcnc ye cccoscosnscesncscssveesccncvescocooccccs ccenesecsese $122, 617, 434 07 
SEE nventsnewsencbbes SOSERé unease bneseSendoenisececchecuneess pésece 43, 235 
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The expenditures for the Navy for the fourteen years preceding the 


| civil war were: 
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159, 456, 39 13 
The expenditures for the seven years entending from the close of 
the fiscal year 1868 to June 30, 1875, were as follows: 


Fiscal year ending— 




















aaeeemeennanin . 
June 30, 1869. | June 30, 1870. | June 30, 1871. | June 30, 1872. | June 30, 1873. | June 30, 1874. | June 30, 1875. Total. 

Secretary's office, (pay Navy, pay | 

Marine Corps, &c.)...... sili date $8, 130, 938 93 $8, 690,927 59 | $8, 85,959 35 | $8, 830, 459 41 $64, 140, 767 90 
Vards and Docks. . eanaeaeene } 3, 022,524 33 2, 029, 492 18 2, O78, 892 BO | 2 647, | 16, 046, 920 75 
Equipment and Recruiting. .... 2, 584,000 57 1, 467, 455 1, 605, 668 45 1, 175, | 12, 096, 564 
NORRIE IE | 531, 247 60 | 145, 4 243, 591 96 | 304, 3 2, 273, Wi : 
Ordnance ka ab ueensieldle 645, 112 83 | 50x, 948, 116 20 ; 509, } 5,199,958 25 
Construction and Repair ......... 3, B41 BI] 4,231, 4, 269, 311 60 < 1, 334, 30, 374, 233 42 
Steam Enginecring ...........---- 1s | 157, 369 19 , 295, 249 93 , GE2, OVE 1, 812, 046 25 10, 463, 627 &8 
Provisions and Clothing.... : eO 1, 672, 469 73 2,027,115 14 2, 767, 721 33 | 1, 736, 794 16 15, 017, 795 60 
Medicine and Surgery..........--. 390, 045 71 575, 163 27 202,112 49 22, 370 60 135, 633 61 | 2, 181, 668 58 
Miscellaneous . 15, 140 96 211,047 23 130, 245 13 702, 206 99 378, 698 39 *2, 242, 683 0 

PEED. cnssucvcqnenseuaes 20, 910, 698 22 23, 163,913 72 19, 629, 007 73 21, 783,263 25 | 24, 473, 365 38 28, 152, 417 58 21, 864, 815 61 160, 037, 481 49 


* Included in this statement of expenditures is the following amount, carried to the 


Remember that the expenditures of the Navy since the formation | 


of the Government to the 30th of June, 1875, were $939,779,925 ; re- 
member that from the year 1864 to the year 1°75 the expenses of the | 
Navy were in round numbers $381,000,000; that the expenditures of 

the Navy for the fourteen years preceding the civil war they were 
$159,456,000 ; and that during this Administration, for the period of 
seven years, the expenditure for and on account of the Navy were in 
actual money $160,037,481. In other words, Mr. Speaker, in those 
seven years you have had wasted and expended more money than it 
cost to run the Navy for the fourteen years preceding the war. 

I have now to ask the attention of the House while we are consid- 
ering the condition of the Navy to the actual expenditures since the 
year 1868 for and on account of the Navy. The expenditures, accord- 
ing to the table I have given, were $160,000,000, Add the expend- 
itures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1276, estimated at $20,000,000 ; | 
add ships and materials bartered and exchanged—the assumed orig- | 
inal cost is here estimated at $20,000,000, (and it is largely more than 
that ;) add liabilities, direct liabilities, and they exceed at the present 
time $5,000,000; add contingent and accruing liabilities, $5,000,000, 
and you have the actual expenditures made by this present Admin- 
istration, $210,037 ,481.49. 

I submit the following tabulated statement and estimate : 


Expenditures since 1869 
Take table above 


$160, 037, 421 49 





Add expenditures for fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, estimated 20, 000, 000 00 
Add ship material bartered and exchanged whose original cost bas 
been assumed at ...... pce seersesncssbeseepacasbesecossa, “ET a? fT 
Add liabilities direct, assumed at... 5, 000, 000 00 
Add liabilities contingent or maturing 5, 000, 000 00 
Pe stbne0sbnte 5b6nssscccnnwanscsseataunes one scnusnoneenes 210, 037, 481 49 


Now, sir, when this vast amount of money is expended the people 
who pay the taxes, the people who toil, the people who delve, the 
people who mine, the people who manufacture call upon us as their 
representatives to know where and in what direction this vast sum 
of money has gone. 


Let me have your attention now while I address myself to the ma- 





“surplus fund,” namely, $270,504.86. 


terial condition of the Navy. In March, 1869—I quote now from the 
Secretary’s report made in December, 1869—the number of vessels 
was 203; see this table. From this table it would appear that there 
were then in commission 69 vessels. 

Navy in March, 1869.—(See Secretary’s report, December, 1869.) 
Number of vessels, (b and ¢.) 







ppaiitehe pieWbeghdehnsbebbes theciegnannélebecbaa 203 
I, CiDncct6ccenedonwbes dees cucceneseatousecuccenaccesedeccanees 69 
DD -AGMAkbdnne pe enEhhGereneheeeGuss bHkb be Nee0e6essenes emnineesecsneces 1, 326 
TD <10btenbedbeeehereanetacengceceetess coved bapevetennienetesssaesnsne 183, 442 
Number of sailors 


(a.) Efficient Navy in March, 1869.—In fleet or returning, 
receiving-ships, 6; tugs, 14. 

(b.) Of these, 151 wooden and 52 iron-clad. 

(c.) Of the 134 not in commission 46 were iron-clads, 22 were “ on stocks,” work 
being suspended, and 66 were reported in ordinary or unfit for active service in the 

uture. 

Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] give me his attention 
fora moment? He declared before this House on Saturday last that 
there were 80 vessels in commission in good condition. Will you re- 
member that according to the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
in 1869 there were 69? Will you remember further that you have built 
for the Secretary of the Navy ten vessels, making 79! Will you re- 
member that you have built for him two torpedo-vessels, making 81? 
Will you remember in addition that the Secretary has unlawfully 
epesenn two more vessels, and then you have more than the num- 

yer represented by the gentleman from Maine on Saturday last. Add 

them together, and with an expenditure of over $200,000,000, you do 
not show the number of wana in good condition at this time there 
was according to that report in 1869. 

But, sir, I must travel fast. I now ask your attention to an ex- 
hibit of the Navy, not from any partisan, not the work of this com- 
mittee, not the statement of the head of any Bureau, but I quote 
from the statement of an able, efficient, and intelligent officer of the 
United States Navy, now on duty in the harbor of Boston, Commo- 
dore Nichols. Without reading thats attement, which I shall print 
as I will others I quote from in my general remarks, the statement o 
Commodore Nichols is as follows : 


43; special service, 6; 
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Abstract of strength of the Navy, as shown by Navy Register of January 1, 
1876. 

First-rates, screw-ships .........----+-++ 

Second-rates, screw-ships ... 

Second-rate, paddle-ship .... 

Third-rates, screw-ships .... F P 

Third-rates, paddle ships ......-.- na seen eeecenccncenenenccseceseneseeees a 

Fourth-rates, paddle and screw ships ... 

Wooden sailing-vessels of all classes. ... 

Tron-clad vessels...... 

Tugs, &O .....cceeeeeeeees 


The following is believed to be the condition of many of the above: 

Colorado, first-rate: in commission as receiving-ship, New York; needing new 
boilers and general repairs. 

Niagara, first-rate: boilers and engines broken up; hull partly broken up; needs 
1 be rebuilt. 
. Wabash, first-rate: receiving-ship at Boston; engines and boilers condemned. 
Independent of engines and boilers, will need considerable expense to prepare her 
for sea. 

Connecticut, second-rate : rotten on the stocks; Boston. 

Iowa, second-rate : condemned ; rotten and broken-backed ; Boston. 

Antietam, second-rate: used as store-ship at League Island. 

Delaware, second-rate: condemned ; rotten ; made one cruise ; New York. 

Java, second-rate: on stocks, New York; believed to be rotten. 

New York, second-rate: on stocks, New York; believed to be rotten. 

Pennsylvania, second-rate: on stocks, Boston ; believed rotten. 

Susquehanna, second-rate: originally a side-wheel frigate, but for some years 
being changed to screw ; will not be ready for service for a long time. 

Lancaster, second-rate : needs extensive repairs ; Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 

Congress, second-rate : in commission, but reported very rotten. 

Severn, second-rate: condemned ; New London. 

Worcester, second-rate: receiving-sbip at Norfolk ; said to be unseaworthy. 

Ticonderoga, second-rate: said to need extensive repairs; Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire. 

Canandaigua, second-rate: needing repairs ; Norfolk, Virginia. 

Juniata, third-rate: said to need extensive repairs; Baltimore. 

Quinnebaug, third-rate: rebuilt; incomplete ; Philadelphia. 

Galena, third-rate: rebuilt; incomplete; Norfolk, Virginia. 

Iroquois, third-rate: needs extensive repairs; Mare Island. 

Adams, third-rate: unfinished ; Boston. 

Enterprise, third-rate: unfinished; Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 

Essex, third-rate: unfinished ; Boston. 

Wachusett, third-rate: needs new boilers and extensive repairs ; Boston. 

Mohican, third-rate: supposed rebuilding at Mare Island. 

Wyoming, third-rate: under repair; ei aarp 

Narragansett, third-rate: extensive repairs; Mare Tsland. 

Ashuelot and Monocacy, third-rate: iron-hull side-wheel steamers, now in China; 
considered unsafe for general naval purposes. 

Kansas, third-rate: extensive repairs; Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 

Nipsic, third-rate: believed rebuilding; Washington. 

Nyack, third-rate: extensive repairs ; Mare Island. 

SAILING-VESSELS. 

New Orleans: on the stocks; condition unknown; Sacket's Harbor. 

Ohio: rotten and unseaworthy; Boston. 

Vermont: unseaworthy, except at great expense; New York. 

Independence: unseaworthy; Mare Island. 

Macedonian: unseaworthy; Norfolk. 

Potomac: unseaworthy ; Philadelphia. 

Saint Lawrence: unseaworthy; Norfolk. 

Constitution : under extensive repairs; Philadelphia. 

Cyane: unseaworthy; Mare Island. 

Saint Louis: unseaworthy: League Island. 

Saratoga: unseaworthy ; Annapolis. 

Dale: unseaworthy ; Annapotis. 

Pawnee: unseaworthy; Port Royal, South Carolina. 

Relief: unseaworthy; Washington. 


IRON-CLADS. 


Amphitrite: rebuilding with iron hull; Wilmington, Delaware. 

Camanche: rebuilding with iron hull; Mare Island. 

Colossus: on stocks; believed rotten; New York. 

Massachusetts: on stocks ; believed rotten; Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 

Miantonomoh : rebuilding with iron hull; Chester, Pennsylvania. 

Monadnock: rebuilding with iron hull ; Mare Island. 

Oregon: on stocks; believed to be rotten; Boston. 

Poritan: never completed ; League Island. 

Terror: rebuilding with iron hull; Philadelphia. 

Of the above list of fifty-six vessels, it is believed that, with the exception of the 
incomplete sloops and the two side-wheel steamers in China, not one coull he putinto 
effective condition for war purposes under two months. The majority would take 
verymuch longer, and some could not be made available at all. Deducting these 
fifty-six from the whole number, we have left ninety vessels. Now, from these 
ninety we must deduct twenty-five tugs, six dispatch, tender, and special-service 
vessels, three sailing store-ships, and eight serviceable sailing-vessels, leaving as the 
effective force of the Navy fer war purposes forty-eight vessels and two torpedo- 
boats. Of the eight serviceable sailing-vessels, seven are in commission at present 
as receiving, gunnery, store, and training vessels. Of the forty-cight effective 
ships, or supposed to be effective, fifteen are iren-clads for coast and harbor de- 
fense, and the remainder distant-cruising ships. The foregoing is not given as 
strictly accurate, but is believed to be not very far from the truth, and certainly is 


not avery good showing for a navy on which so much money is supposed to have 
been spent. 


I beg to call the attention of the House now to the deductions by 
Commodore Nichols in making his exhibit of the Navy. He says of 
the above list of fifty-six vessels : 


It is believed, with the exception of the incomplete sloops and the two side-wheel 
steamers in China, not one could be put into effective condition for war purposes 
under two months. The majority would take very much longer, and some could 
not be made available at all. Deducting those fifty-six from the whole number, we 
have left ninety vessels. Now, from these ninety we must deduct twenty-five tugs, 
six dispatch, tender, and special-service vessels, three sailing store-ships, and eight 
scrviceable sailing-vessels, leaving as the effective force of the Navy for war pur- 
poses forty-eight vessels and two torpedo-boats. 


Leaving, mark it, leaving here in the month of April, in the year 
of our Lord 1876, leaving as the effective force of the Navy for war 
purposes forty-eight vessels. Yes, sir; forty-eight vessels only. 

Now, sir, turn to the Navy Register and you will find to-day instead 
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of eighty vessels in commission, in good condition and in service, as 
you would infer from the argument made on Saturday last by the 
gentleman from Maine, you have only fifty-one vessels. Go to Nor- 
folk, go to Portsmouth, go to Boston, go to New York, go to the navy- 
yards throughout the country, and you will find that little tugs and 
fancy launches, dispatch vessels, are numbered as among the effective 
naval vessels belonging to the service at the present time, and it is in 
that way the Secretary and his friends swell the number of their 
effective Navy. 

Mr. Speaker, we have not in our committee relied upon insufficient 
testimony. Itake the Admiral of the Navy; I take the Vice-Admiral ; 
I take eleven rear-admirals; I take eight or ten commodores; I take 
eight or ten captains and the same number of commanders; and all 
agree that you have an inefficient Navy at the present time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I pause deliberately for a moment. In all this 
volume of proof there is but one counter-statement to that made by 
these officers of the Navy. Isay one—I say it deliberately—one state- 
ment, and that is the statement of Constructor Hanscom alone. To be 
sure Captain Shufeldt appeared before the committee and gave his 
opinion of the present condition of the Navy. But when you look at 
the tables upon which he swears you see they are prepared in the Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair, that they are prepared by Isaiah Han- 
scom, and it is Isaiah Hanscom’s testimony. Upon it alone the Sec- 
retary of the Navy relies. Uponit alone Commodore Shufeldt speaks. 
Upon it alone other gentlemen speak. And I shall have occasion before 
I am done, if I do justice to the question, to show that Isaiah Han- 
scom is not a reliable witness. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how has this vast sum of money disappeared? Go 
with me to the navy-yards for a moment and you will find upon an 
average that about five thousand men in election years are employed 
for the purpose of controlling the ballot-box. We can show that an- 
nually before the elections this number of men are thrown into the 
yards and employed for a period covering three months. See the fol- 
lowing table: 


Tabular statement of the number of employés at the nary-yards below men- 
tioned for the specified months, as requested by the chairman of the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs, compiled from the rolls on file in the Office 


Months. 


Philadelphia. 
Mare Island. 


Boston. 


September, 1872 . 
October, 1872 
November, 1872 
December, 1872 
September, 1873 ....... 
October, 1873 ......... 
November, 1873 
December, 1273 
September, 1974 
October, 1874 
November, 1874 
December, 1874 
September, 1875 
October, 1875 
November, 1875. ......./ 
December, 1875......-. | 
| 


1, 483 
1, 666 
1, 682 
1, 221 
1, 694 
1,770 
3, 118 | 
3, 853 
1, 130 
1, 295 
S41 
434 
#46 1 
878 1, 
1 
1 


, 277 


996 
, 221 
903 
R46 
, 290 
364 

, 373 
, 236 | 


959 


* Broken up on the ist of December. 


It will be observed that the total average number of employés for 
the month of October, 1872, pending the presidential election of that 
year, was 9,222, while for October, 1874, the number was 5,505. The 
total average in 1875 was 4,388, as is shown by the following table, 
also from the Fourth Auditor’s Office: 


seneaeenes y 


g. 
and 
Ty. 


gent Navy. 


5 


Locality. 


Clothin; 


Yardsand Docks 
Surge 


Construce 
Ordnance. 
Provisions and 
Navigation. 
Medicine 

Total average. 


Contin 


New York 


| Boston 
| Norfolk 


Mare Island 
Washington 
Portsmouth 
Philadelphia 
League Island ... 
Pensacola 

New London..... 


Totals 1, 630 


Notr.—On reference to page 334, Boston testimony, it will be seen that there was 
on Ist November, 1#74, 1,245 men employed in construction department alone, in 
dicating that above table first given is most likely a selected date, as there were 
burtireds employed in other departments. On Ist Decomber thereafter this num- 
ber was reduced to 135, a discharge of over 1,000 men. 








5020 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 31, 








Take, then, this estimate, if you please, and you will find that over | here by the head of a Bureau who never saw Chamberlain but once, 
$1,000,000 in those years are robbed and taken from the people for | 


the unholy, wicked, and vile purpose of prostituting tlie ballot-box. | 


Sir, this is done, and J dare charge it upon the record before me, with 
the knowledge and with the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy. 
Again, over $1,000,000 is lost to the people annually from the em- 
ployment of unskilled laborers. Again, a large sum of money is lost 
from wastage in the handling of the timber that goes into vessels. 
Again, a large sum of money is lost in favoritism to contractors. 
Again, alargesum of money is lost in the excessive prices that are paid 
to these favoritecontractors. Whoare they? Some of them I will men- 
tion. Brown, Trickey & Jewett, Buker, Goff, and Orville Grant and 
others. Shall I lay before you, sir, a list of these favored contract- 
ors? Yes, sir. I will not read it now, but hereafter submit a table 
showing it. Let me say that I have taken eleven who have during 
the period of this administration got from the Navy Department over 
twelve, nearly thirteen millions of dollars. These few men have ob- 
tained this large amount of purchases from the Department: 
John Roach, (see Brooklyn, page 376) 
William Mathews, (miscellaneous) 
Bureau of Construction alone 


£3, 830, 206 
3, 000, 000 








James Bigler.......... , 195 
8S. P. Brown and 8 3: 
W.C. N. Swift , 445 
G. T. Wallace...... 2, 2 
namee DET, viiedvenensonbandebeenssapunndsts>sencgueeresun nanan 474, 348 
ip & Son, (sec statement also from Bureau of Steam En; gineering) . 863, 441 
G Pp Goff! corececcceces 56, 898 
Noblitts, (Philadelphia testimony,) estimated.........-..-.s.s+seeenee 700, 000 
Trickey & Jewett, (Kittery, Boston, and Washington ) estimated...... 800, 000 
12, 733, 014 
Norv, sir, with such an exhibition of favoritism, with excessive 


prices paid to these parties, are yon at a loss to account for the dis- 
content manifested among the honest manufacturers and honest deal- 
ers of the country? They have had no fair opportunity of furnishing 
their wares or goods in competition with these favored contractors. 

I have here an estimate which I submit as a portion of my remarks, 
an estimate of needless and illegal expenditures, to which I invite 
the attention of the House. It is far below a correct estimate, but it 
is at least just to the Department. 


Estimate of needless and illegal expenditures. 


Employment of laborers, &c 

Unskilled labor, loss BSpesetbesne cbtens os ceuees 

Wastage in timber and lumber, &c., by reason of unskilled labor ...... 

Loss on contracts awarded without legal competition 

Loss on purchases made without legal competition 

SR Re: RUNENE. MB. ns cee nncsannnspasunebwkewens 

Loss in misdirected and unnecessary work and labor, in mode and man 
ner of payment of officers, in retiring officers, in unnecessary wastage 
in usc - EE GEEEE, Gicaccucnccncesensssnesscuness 

Loss in purchase of promiscuous and unnecessary timber and ‘lumber. 


, for and during election periods $3, 000, 000 


3, 000, 000 
1, 000, 000 
4, 000. 000 


eee eee eee eee ee “* ? 

r 
5, 
peeve 8, 000, 000 
2, 000, 000 


31, 000, 000 

A sum sufficient to have built fifteen ships of two thousand tons, 
thirty of one thousand, or sixty of six hundred and fifty. 

All these aggregate the vast sum of $31,000,000, a sum suflicient to 
have built fifteen new ships of two thousand tons each, thirty new 
ships of one thousand tons, or sixty new ships of six hundred and 
fifty tons, without interfering with the ordinary and necessary re- 
pairs to the vessels in service. And to-day, if the Secretary of the 
Navy had economically used the funds that were appropriated to him 
by Congress, you would have had a new navy entirely out of the 
sums of money appropriated, and more vessels in it than he shows to- 
day upon the Naval Register. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not time now to enumerate the frauds that 
have been discovered in the opinion of at least a majority of the com- 
mittee as existing inthe navalservice. I mightcall attention to illegal, 
improper, and fraudulent inspection. I might call attention to the il- 
legal, improper, and fraudulent combinations known and called rings. 
I might name the parties. I might go on and call the attention of 
this House to the squandering of the money appropriated for the 
preservation of the live-oak timber in Florida. I might call atten- 
tion to the illegal, improper, and fraudulent payments of money to 
Dayton, Stickney, and others. I might call attention to the illegal, 
fraudulent, and improper payment of money to brokers intervening 
between the manufacturers of the country and the Navy Department. 
I might call attention to the fraudulent rece ption of on &c., re- 
jected, particularly the coal of 8. P. Brown. I might and I do panse 
to call partic ular attention to the case of Chamberlain. Who is 
Chamberlain? Will this House believe that for four years the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and the head of the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair paid a salary of $1,000, or a per diem amounting to about 
$1,000 per annum, to Chamberlain? Who is Chamberlain? Who 
knows him? Will you believe, gentlemen, that the Secretary of the 
Navy had put upon the rolls of one of your navy-yards as a mechanic 
aman whom he now says was a detective, a man he never saw but 
once, a man that nobody recommended, a man he never saw after- 
ward, a man he cannot find now? Will you believe this was done 


ened bdcenpéenteddennncorsnbsbnckiaeiaseingebeteenbibaseenen 


* See statement from Bureau of Construction. 


t In case of these parties, it is to be remarked that they were dealers with other 
Bureaus, and hence the amounts will be increased. 





| tractors and the agents of the Department. 


| and influence. 


5, 000, 000 | 
000, 000 | 


| otherwise. 





and speaks even of that time doubtfully; that he received for years 


his drafts for pay and delivered them over, not to Chamberlain, but 
to a convenient friend. 

They, the Secretary and chief of Burean of Construction, have taken 
from the public Treasury about four thousand dollarsof your money, of 
the money of your constituents, and when you come to examine into 
the matter you find that that money has been paid to a newspaper cor- 
respondent who once hung about this Capitol, and he is the man who 
has received it, now dead and no one left to vindicate him. Read 
the proof in connection with this case and you will find that it is as 
bad a case of fraud and outrageous robbery as could well be shown. 

Now I call your attention again to what I consider a fraudulent 
thing: the dependent relations of debtor and creditor between con- 


I read from the report 
of the majority a reference to the testimony of William Mathews: 


The dependent relation of creditor and debtor—to speak of it in its mildest form 
—existing between contractors and the officers, clerks, and employés with whom 
such contractors are brought in contact in their business with the Departments, 
your committee regard as a very serious abuse, most corrupting in its tendency 

That this abuse exists to a very disgracefal extent in the Bureau 
of Provisions and Clothing is apparent from the testimony of Mr. Mathews, who 
te stifie s as follows, (Miscellaneous, page 281:) 

‘Question, Now, L ask you if during the last two years the head of the Navy De- 
partment has not been your debtor; if the head of the Burean of Provisions and 
Clothing has not been yorr debtor; if every paymaster who has been stationed at 
New York City has not been your debtor ; if every clerk in the navy-agent's oflice 
in New York City, and everyone connected with the Bureau of Provisions and 
Clothing at the navy-yard has not been your debtor ; if the disbursing clerk of the 
Navy Department here, the principal clerk, and the next clerk to him in the Bureau 
ef Provisions and Clothing ; if the quartermaster of the Marine Corps, and the as- 
sistant quartermaster, and his clerk, Mr. Marks, have not been your debtors! 

‘Answer. To a great extent that is all true.” 





While you remember that, in addition to your Navy Department 
paying $150,000 as a contribution to a corruption fund to the firm of 
{Cattell & Co., this man has been a dealer for years with the Navy 
Department during which time from the Secretary of the Navy down 
to the inspector of clothing at the New York navy-yard every man 
with whom he has dealt has been his debtor, and that he seems to 
have acted upon the maxim of the great American Credit Mobilier 
financier of placing his money where it would do the most good, you 
can calculate the loss to the people in the amount of gain to these 
officials. But, sir, I might multiply these cases of fraud and malad- 
ministration indefinitely; yet I must forego it and hurry on to more 
pressing matters. 

I call your attention to the violation of law in making open pur- 
chases in the administration of the naval service for the last seven 
years. You are aware that the law compels the Secretary of the 
Navy in making all contracts and open purchases to advertise when 
the time will permit and when the public exigencies do pot demand 
Sir, we will turn to the exhibit made by the several 
Bureaus which I herewith submit: 


Purchases made since July, 1869, showing the amount by annual contracts 
and by open purchase, Bureau of Steam Engineering. 


Total amount of parchases of all kinds, including freights, royalties, &c.: 
During fiscal year 1269-70 $388, 768 
. 140 

890 2 
. 302 
3, 666 
145, 263 10 
430, 087 03 











Total 2, 487, 119 06 


This Bureau has made no “annual contracts "’ since July 27, 1867. 
Statement of purchases by Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, Navy De- 
partment, under contracts by bureau and at open purchase during the 


Jiscal years 1s73~’ 74, 1874-75, and 1875-76, 


j 


| At open pur- 


Under con- 








| By bureau. 

















tracts. chase. 
a ee J kd 
r 
1873-74 $271,120 65 | $1,388,141 61 | $1, 129, 519 95 
1e74-75 11,924 02 761,376 45 | 995,903 91 
SPU ecu la ben secbohardditeseseuedpieleasetscns 722, 138 04 " 526,516 43 
283,044 67 | 2,871 | 2, 642, 940 34 





Statement of amounts expended under appropriation + erdinanes" . 
January 1, 1869, to dale, May 29, 1876. 


By open purchase— 


Scrom 














During year 1869.... £45, 200 00 
NS 106, 806 14 
During year 1871.... 73, 253 00 
During year 1872. .......0..-..++.006 107, 237 22 
During year 1873............-..- 138, 703 53 
During year 1874.............. 62, £03 00 
During year 1875......... 58, 720 00 
During year 1876.......... ° 10, 335 00 
603, 717 29 

—S— a 

By contract— 

EL oo nok id cad cau peed eb etaneeecsseuse sbbeeoneset «+--+ $35,000 00 
During year 1870. ..........-..0. evevscccoose cceecsececes tienedsuccéeds | QE Oe 





1876. 


During year 1871...-.. 
During year 1872 
During year 1873 
During year 1874 
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No contracts in 1875 and 1876, 


$97, 500 00 
37, 000 00 
513, 790 00 
74, 000 00 


958, 290 00 


1.—Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting—Statement of purchases since 


| 1869-"70. 1870-'71. | 1871-"72. | 1872-73. 


1. Purchases by 
regular con- 
tracts ....- 

2. Purchases by 
order of Bu- 

3. Open 
chases 


Statement of expenditures by the Bureau 
1369, 


1, 
Under contract ..........-- 
Under open purchase 
Orders of Bureau 


8351, 723 $478, 190 |$442, 437 fs02, 337 
| 


386, 884 | 316,216 | 173, 737 
| 513,559 | 190,778 | 169, 167 | 242, 016 


July 1, 1869. 


| 1873-'74. 


| 


| $34, 793 
| 


| 

| 95,852 | 93, 920 
484, 730 

| | 


of Yards and 
to March 1, 1876. 


1874-75. 
| 
' 


525 


| e4r, 
| 


| | 
| 37,092 


$64, 007 


19, 754 


| 192, 856 | 
| 


Docks from July 


$2, 801, 061 49 | 


2, 155, 969 74 | 


38, 869 00 


Statement of amounts of purchases of materials by the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair, Navy Department, for fiscal years commencing 


1869-70. 


Fiscal years. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU CONSTRUCTION AND Repair, July 17, 1876. 


] 
Annual con- 
tracts. 


7 
| Bure 


| 


246, 809 97 
761,294 50 | 47, 
273,518 43 | 25, 
340, 165 5L | 330, 
409, 526 97 | 462, 
156, 613 75 | 441, 
221, 492 44 | 530, 


| gig, 


ders. 


‘auor- Open pur- 
chases. 


876 38 | $817, 
149 34 | 230, 
656 24 | 246, 
698 95 | 487, 
405 64 | 414, 
450 75 | 229, 


460 15 136, 


803 
727 
878 
367 
875 
548 


, 40 


356, 616 
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The total amount of Bureau orders and open purchases were 
| $19,483,202.34. 

This statement shows that at least $19,483,202.34 were paid for pur- 
chases not made in open market, and therefore in direct and willful 
violation of the law. The friends of the Secretary of the Navy can- 
not show to the country that there has been such a condition in pub- 
lic affairs as to demand or excuse such a departure from the law and 
that out of less than forty million of purchases over one-half of it 
should be by open purchases or under Sane orders. There is not 
a man in the House who believes that the exigencies of the time 
demand that violation or departure from the law. Again, the law 
has been violated in the fact that purchases have not been made of 
the regular manufacturers or dealers. 

But let me ask your attention to the next matter, and I specially 
invite the attention of those who are in favor of reform to what I 
| now state. Will you turn for a moment to the letters that passed be- 
| tween the head of the Bureau of Clothing and Provisions and the 
| contractor Matthews? Will you mark and note the fact that that 

officer of the Government made a private sale amounting to over 
$400,000 without any advertisement, without any competition, and in 
making that sale asked that it be considered private and confidential? 
| Think of it! Your agent was making a confidential disposition of 
| your property, and on the face of it the very words show that it was 
reeking with fraud and corruption. Thousands upon thousands of 
dollars’ worth of your property have been sold privately and on the 
condition that the sale should be considered private and confidential! 
But, sir, there has been another mode of private sale which has in- 
flicted incaleulable injury upon the public service, and that is the 
mode of selling the property of the Government by barter and ex- 
change. Who gave the Secretary of the Navy any right to barter? 
Who gave the Secretary of the Navy any right to exchange? Who 
conferred upon him the discretion to say that it was for the public 
| interest that such barter and exchange should be made? I ask you 
| if the Secretary of the Navy can barter and exchange one piece of the 
public property what is to prevent him from bartering and exchang- 
ing every other piece of property that belongs to the people that 
comes within his Department? Under thissystem of barter and ex- 
change millions upon millions of dollars’ worth of public property 
have been sacrificed. Sir, I beg to submit to the House a statement 
| purporting to be an exhibit of this barter and exchange business in 
| the Bureau of Construction and Repairs, and also the Bureau of Steam 
Engineering. I make that statement a part of my remarks. 


Statement showing quantity and kind of material disposed of other than by sale by the Bureau of Construction and Repair, Navy Department, since 
March 1, 1869, being additional to quantities recovered by the breaking up of Navy vessels, of which a statement in detail has already been furnished. 


Quantity and kind. | 


1, 614, 335 pounds old iron. 

1, 092, 875 pounds old iron. 

3, 395, 211 pounds old iron. 

10, 620, 531 pounds old iron. 

217, 129 pounds old iron. | 

2, 324, #36 pounds old iron. | 
825, 577 pounds old iron. 


*4, 538, 781 pounds old iron. 


| Seyfert, McManus & Co ..| 


t 


To whom delivered. For w 


celia 


hat pur- | 


pose, 


0. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


On what terms. 


Harlan & Hollingsworth. .| To be rerolled. | One pound rerolled best beam and plate for 3 pounds of old iron. 
William Cramp & Sons . ..| 


es By or cassccuces 
| John Roach 


Old iron to be revolled at 1} cents for new iron, best beam, angle, and plate, at 8 cents, or 4 4-7 


oO 


pounds of old iron for 1 pound of new. 
For deliveries to Seyfert, McManus & Co., up to October 29, 1874, old iron, at 1} cents, to be 


rerolled for new iron, best beam, angle, and plate, at 8 cents—or 4 4-7 pounds of old iron for 


1 poun 


dof new. For deliveries to Seyfert, MeManus & Co., since October 29, 1874, 1 pound 


rerolled best beam and plate for 3 pounds of old iron. 


* Including iron recovered fram Nebraska, broken up. 
The above material was disposed of in the manner stated without advertisement. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, BURGAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND Repair, July 5, 1876, 


Exursit C.—Material delivered to parties in exchange for other material or work done by Bureau of Steam-Engineering from July 1, 1869. 


Character. 


Old scrap and boiler iron 


Old boilers, &c., removed from 
vessels, Portsmouth yard. 
Old scrap-iron and blooms made 

from scrap, Boston yard. 
Old boilers, smokestacks, 
scrap- 


yard. 

Old material removed from the 
Richmond. 

Old material removed from the 
Tallapoosa. 

Old material removed from the 
Mayflower. 


Old wrought scrap-iron 

Old boiler-plate iron 

Old wrought scrap-iron 

Old boiler-plate iron 

Old iron tubes, &c 

Old serap-iron, miscellaneous. . 


iron, &c., Brooklyn yard.| 
Old boilers and scrap, Norfolk | 


Qaantity. Price. 


115 1110-2240 tons... 
65 2148-2240 tons. . . 


301 1147-2240 tons. .| $40 per ton. .| 
146 365-2240 tons. ..; $60 per ton. .| 
84 1290-2240 tons. ..| $25 per ton.. 

91 1386-2240 tons...) $25 per ton. -| 





| 


$25 per ton..| 
$40 per ton.. 


| 


| 
| Amount. | To 
' 


252 1840-2240 tons...| $19 per ton..| 
23 150-2240 tons ...| $39 per ton.. 


899 61 | 4 
4, 400 00 | 
1 


17, 000 00 | 
a tense | 


| 


C. 


4, 728 68 | LP. Morris & Co 


| 
1, 654 87 | 
1, 450 od 
\| 

I° 


3, 887 50 
2, 638 21 
12, 060 48 
8, 769 77 
2,114 40 
2,290 46 


$4, 803 61 |? Pacific Rolling Mill 


C. W. Booz 


Wood, Dialogue & Co. . 


l 
whom disposed of. Remarks. 


New bar and sheet iron was returned for this old material for 


Company. use in the Mare Island navy-yard. 


} 

This iron was delivered in the lump from careful estimates 
made by the engineer officers at the yards, to be rerolled 
and new iron returned therefor. The new iron was delivered 
for general purposes in the several navy-yards as required 
for use. 


E. Pennock & Co .. 


| 
| 
i] 
| (The Bureau required large amounts of first-class boiler-plate 
for the new compound beilers in progress of covstruction, 
|| and, being also desirous of clearing the navy-yards of a por- 
|| tion of the old scraps and condemned material which has 
| been accumulating for years, arranged with the Pennocks to 
E. Pennock & Co.. take of said material such as should be placed at their dis- 
posal to reroll, and return new iron as required for use. 
This was done in order that the account might be the more 
easily adjusted. The old material was taken at a valuation 
fully equal to quoted market-rates for such material, and 
the new iron was furnished at current market-rates. 


This was old material removed from vessels under repair by 
these firms, and was disposed of to said firms in part pay- 


ment for said repairs, following the usual custom of the 
Bureau in such cases. 


al 
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Exuisit C.—Material delivered to parties in exchange for other material, §-c.—Continued. 





























Character. Quantity. Price. | Amount. | To whom disposed of. Remarks. 

Old engines, &c., from Nipsic: o . , - 

Cast iron .............-----| 29 1189-2240 tons. ..| $20 per ton $500 62 | The material disposed of to the first three named firms was 
Wrought iron ..........-- 9 1858-2240 tons....| $30 per ton. .| 294 88 | \ winiam Wright &Co.| all removed from naval vessels; needed very extensive re- 
CORRE ..-ccccccneccccecss a | Ie. per Ib. ..| 730 50 i| & pairs, and was of an obsolete type, and not adapted to any 
Composition. ........-...- 40,523 Ibe .......-.-. | l3e.perlb...| 5,269 29 | naval purposes except for scrap. 

Old engines, &c., from Algona ) 

and Otsego: | | 
Cast icon seceececccs coves 83 1780-2240 tons. ..| $25 per ton 2,094 87 | 
Wroughtiron............- | 36 1656-2240 tons...) $30 per ton 1, 102 18 | 
PRED. wocvcccns sesees coce ESAS ING... ceceses 13c, per Ib 4, #37 56 |} Wm. Cramp & Sons. | 
Copper ..........-+.---+-+ | 14,539) Iba. ....... | 15e. per Ib... 2, 1+0 92 A considerable part of that disposed of to Roach was also of 
Lenk ih nciaeuen semnen apie 3 1267-2240 tons....) $25 per ton 89 14 | the same general character. The unusual machinery, boilers, 
Boilers nha peneeansaseus | 06 2184-2240 tons. ..| $25 per ton. 2, 423 88 &c., which were delivered to him were all of an obsolete 
Two boilers for Nebraska .... | 75 1870-2240tons...| $40 perton../ 3,033 39 | J design, which would not now be used for any sea-going 
Old engines, &c., from Koka | | \) vessel in the naval or merchant service, nor was it adapted 
and Minnetonka: | | | | for any = as = ae to be ome and re- 
DEREB..ccccesccsvesece coses 13}c. per Ib.. 3,960 36 || : converted. The vessels for which it was originally designed 
Cast iron aut oe ton 2,097 89 |) etm ose De } were either condemned, broken up, sold, or had mover been 
Weenent WOR . cccccvccccs $0 per ton 953 81 7 08 . constructed, This machinery was also more or less incom- 
SOE ccbevepbesssvesssne I4ic. per lb 2,078 14 os- plete when work was stopped on it, and had been rendered 
PEEP ENED ccconecves secus 100 1221-2240 tons. | $25 per ton 2,513 63 more incomplete by the available parts having been used 
Iron tubes. ..........-. . | 10 1915-2240 tons...) $20 per ton. 217 09 | ° | | from time to time in repairing and replacing parts of other 
Condemned engines, boilers, ! machinery. It would have an large outlays of money 
and miscellaneous to complete and erect on board vessel, and would have then 
Composition. ........--- 611,930 The........ l4c. per Ib...| 85, 674 26 | been the butt of ridicule for the modern ongineering world, 
Copper permenant ae avepeeen | _~ per > : 11, = - } aed . a laughing-stock and disgrace to our Navy. 
Sorap-lead ..........-.+++- 9,961 Iba.......... c. per o<l 8 24 |} John Roach..........) 
c thee phceeeadhehnounite | 743 663-2240 tons. ../ ats oe ton 18, 582 40 | 
Iron tubes.................| 27 1571-2240 tons...) 820 per ton. 554 03 | j | 
Boilersand scrap ......... | 764 1531-2240 tons..| $25 per ton 19, 117 08 | | | 
Wrought scrap ........-.. 405 1300-2240 tona | $30 per ton..) 12, 167 4! )? 
| 

Boilers for Java............- | 147 1714-2240 tons...) $40 per ton 5,910 61 | William C. Selden for | Of an obsolete type, and could not be ased on any navalves- 
! ; | Wa. P. Clyde & Co. sels; worthless except for scrap. 

(“sonia tubes iam atu, were mane or less = nae 
‘; | ene . scale, and conld not have been used again in steam-boilers. 

Old composition tabes, &o eee ceveces ile. per » “| 52, = a {American Tube Arrangements made to reconvert and return new tubes as 

Old copper tubes, &., ....... 9,899 Ibe. ......- | l6e.perlb...) 3, 8415 Works. required. The new tubes have all been used in steam- 

| boilers of the Navy. 

Old rabber hose, packing, | 54,961 lbs......... | Se. perlb....| 2,749 05 | Wm. A. Torrey & Co..| Highest bid from several dealers accepted. The goods were of 

valvea, &0 | | inferior quality, having so far deteriorated from the action of 
| the sulphur contained in them as to have become perfectly 
} | worthless for naval purposes. New standard goods were tur- 
| | nished therefore as required for use. 
| (This was largely composed of small lots from some forty or 
| fifty different manufacturers, some being so old that the 
| bl j | | | manufacturer's name was not known to the trade, (one lot 

Old cast steel, &c., of unknown | 41 687-2240 tons...) 875 per ton. 3, 098 00 Loy Steel C | dating back to 1811;) all was of uncertain or of inferior 

and inferior quality. | : j ia § brome Steel Co..... ) quality, and was delivered to the Chrome Steel Company to 

Old scrapu, stoel........-......| 24 1594-2240 tons...| 55 per ton..) 1,357 66 | remanufacture into best quality tool-steel. To facilitate 
| | settlement of accounts, the old steel was taken and the new 
| furnished at current market-rates. 

Old visea, broken and obsolete a) 2hc. per Ib. ..| 556 27 

pattern } rae Disposed of at current market-rates, and proc i 

Old — broken and obsolete | 11,181 Tbs......... ge. per Ib. . 167 71 A. V.S.Smith....... ; saginee with necessary new anvils hee ppsenetn applied to 

pattern | } 

Composition....., .....---.---.| 68,000 lbs.......... 13gc. por Ib..| 9, 010 00 | E. I. 5. Asheroft...... After arrangements had been made with Mr. Ashcroft to man- 
| ufacture the boiler-attachments for certain naval vessels, it 
was thought proper to reduce the cost of such manufacture 

as far as practicable by furnishing the composition required 
in their manufacture, which was done; and composition was 
furnished as per statement, at an estimated market-valuation, 
; and the amount deducted pro rata from the bills fer the man- 
| ufacture of the apparatus. 

Old engines, boilers, &c., im |..........00..0+-e- Joceteeeeee ees 10, 200 00 | John Dole ........... — bid accepted for this old machinery, &c., as it stood in 

Wassuc and Shawnee | the vessels, the proceeds to apply in part payment of cost of 
breaking up these vessels. 
DOE sie cbinionnevcens lace neiansees —o 2-| 351, 806 58 | 





I call your attention and the attention of my colleagues on the com- 
mittee, and the attention of this House, and I say that this amount 
of property bartered and exchanged exceeded in original cost over 
$10,000,000 ; mark what I say, that when the head of the Bureau of 
Construction made the return above quoted he made a false return to 
the committee ; he made a return that was not sustained by the proof ; 
he made a return that being exhibited as the truth would mislead the 
House. It was a fraud upon this House, 

Sir, this is a bold statement I have made; but turn to the New 
York testimony, turn to the sworn statement of John Roach, and you 
will find that he says he has purchased 7,390 tons of old iron, and re- 
duce that to pounds you willsee that Mr. Hauscom has failed to return 
nearly 6,000,000 of pounds. Again, according to his statement, Will- 
iam Cramp & Sons received 1,092,875 pounds. Turn to the sworn 
statement of Mr. Cramp, before the committee at Philadelphia, and 
you will see that he received over 5,000,000 of pound. This head of 
the Bureau is deceiving the committee, is deceiving the House, is de- 
ceiving the country, when he attempts to make them believe this 
statement. 

But in effecting this barter and exchange business the Secretary of 
the Navy has gone a wider and yet a further step than that to which 
I have called the attention of the House. He has assumed that he 
has a right to destroy vessels, that he has a legal right to do so. 
Now, I Sang it. Show it, if you can, anywhere upon the statute- 








books. What right and what power has the Secretary of the Navy 
to destroy a vessel belonging to the Government of the United States? 
If he can destroy the Algoma he can destroy the Constitution; if 
he can destroy the Hero he can destroy the Kearsarge; if he can 
destroy two vessels he can destroy twenty, and if he can destroy 
twenty vessels then he can destroy your whole Navy. What is there 
to control him? He has destroyed a number of vessels. I will not 
take up the time of the House by reading the names, but I will call 
attention to the list which follows. ; 

To this list of vessels destroyed should be added those rebuilt, to 
wit: 

Nipsic, Galena, Vandalia, Marion, Quinnebaug, Swatara, Monon- 
gahela, Terror, Monadnosk, Amphitrite, and Miantonomoh. 

In addition to this list, 1 will name other vessels which he claims 
to have rebuilt. 

Now I leave it to the consideration of the House that if the Secre- 
tary of the Navy can destroy one vessel may he not destroy ten? 
And if he can destroy ten vessels may he not destroy them all? Who 
is to put a curb upon him? Where is to be the check, the line of dis- 
cretion? He destroys vessels to evade the law, because under the 
law if he sells he must sell at public sale, and if he sells at public 
sale the proceeds must go into the Treasury, and if it goes into the 
pubiic Treasury it cannot come out except by an appropriation by 
Congress. The list of vessels broken up is as follows: 
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Statement of vessels broken or being broken up, under orders emanating from the Bureau of Construction and Repair, Nary Department, since July 1, 1869 ; 
also of the disposition made, so far as reported, of the materials recovered therefrom; taken from records of the Bureau. 



































a ; : ari } 
Name of vessel. ‘broken | ca yom timni g material Disposition of material. To whom. | On what terms. 
at a a } eee xe oe 7 +a <2 se oe eee ‘i ee te 
Tlinols ....0..2--cecee- | Feb. 15, 1872 | Not reported by yard officers......| Used in yard ............... ...-.| By the Government......... 
Nantasket .........-..- Sept. 27, 1872 |...... Pasi ianenln hsb bewknabakeak Copper delivered for rerolling; | Washington yard, by the 
j * wood used in Portsmouth yard. Government. 
Suncook .......-------- July 31, 1874 1,424,296 pounds old or scrap iron..| Delivered to contractor to be re- | C. E. Pennock & Co....... 1 pound rerolled, best 
rolled. beam or plate, for 3 
| | pounds old iron. 
Namsett .....2-.00+ cee: Sept. 24, 1874 | 1,368,640 pounds old or scrap iron..|...... do | John Roach.......... sieeweton Do. 
Nie@be .....2 cccccccccces Sept. 24, 1°74 | 1,388,600 pounds old or acrap iron...|......0O0 ........cceccccceccscccces |eocees OO cncccs cécensuccececs | Do. 
Cohoes Oct. 9, 1874 | 1,375,360 pounds old or serap iron..|...... TD cWlaciapedenresiensutbaceneduaiee OF cenngue scgesscedeeees Do. 
Koka .....---- Oct. 2, 1874) 1,348,149 pounds old or scrap iron..|...... do Harlan & Hollingsworth. ...| Do. 
Otsego .{ Oct. 9/1874 | 1,301,440 pounds old or scrap iron..|.....- do... William Cramp & Sons.... Do. 
Algoma Oct. 9, 1874] 1,397,760 pounds old or scrap iron. .|...... oe enous bactedshinbenceoesed | Do. 
SN wagon isinkits Sulk Oct. 10, Us74 | 958,720 pounds old or scrap iron. ..|...... do Pl | Deo. 
Minnetonka .........--. Oct. 12, 1874 | 945,801 pounds old or scrap iron...|....-. do Harlan & Hollingsworth... .} Do. 
Di ureksabeswanleth Nov. 12, 1874 | 934.080 pounds old or serap iron. ..|......do SON PARR ikcesescesvceees Do. 
Hero* and Piscataqua..| Apr. 2, 1875) 1,658,144 pounds old or scrap iron..| 607,579 pounds delivered to con- |...... DD cucnts ccusweeeeds ddue Do. 
| tractor to be rerolled. 
Nebraska ..............| July 29, 1875 | Not reported by yard officers......| Iron delivered to contractor to be | Seyfert, McManus & Co....| 1 pound rerolled, best 
rerolled. | beam or plate, for 44-7 
| | pounds old iron. 
Shawnee and Wassuc../ Sept. 9, 1879} Not reported; work notcompleted.| Not disposed of. ............ 22.22. ..220 cece eeeeeeeecneeeeeeeese | 


* Work of breaking up this 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? I would like to make a remark. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will yield to the gentleman for two or 
three minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I find in the report of the minority 
of this committee, which I have not had such time to study as I 
ought to have taken, a statement justifying the exchanges of old ma- 
terial for new material. The minority of the committee say that it | 
was for the advantage of the Government. 1 have patiently and | 
carefully examined the tables appended to the report of the majority | 
containing the terms upon which these exchanges were made so far 
as iron is concerned. Perhaps I may say to the House that in that 
particular line of business I suppose [ am a competent judge. 

On page 90 of the report of the majority I find a contract of ex- 
change of old material for new; to exchange 4,538,781 pounds of old | 
iron with Seyfert, McManus & Co., a most reputable firm in the iron | 
trade. The contract is upon the following terms: The old iron is | 
to be taken at one and three-fourths cents per pound, and the new iron | 
is to be returned at eight cents per pound. Now I say that is a most | 
extravagant, wasteful, and improvident contract. I say that by that 
contract the Treasury of the United States was rolbed, and the tax- 
payers of this country must make good that robbery. 

I say that if the Secretary of the Navy had done his duty and had | 
advertised that exchange to the iron trade of the United States, it 
could have been made upon a basis of at least two cents per pound | 
better than it was done. The firm with which I was connected at 
that time would have been only too glad to have been a bidder, and 
they could have made and furnished all the materials that Seyfert, 
McManus & Co. furnished. I find there are other contracts very 
much of the same character. If these gentlemen who signed the 
minority report had taken the trouble to ask for the testimony or 
opinion of any reputable gentleman in the iron trade they could have 
had this information given to them. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. WHITTHORNE ] allow me one single minute ? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, Not now. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I desire toask one single question 
of the gentleman who has just taken his seat. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. . You can ask the question, and I will an- 
swer it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I want tocall the attention of the 
gentleman to a fact which I think will cause hiin to change his state- 
ment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have no objection to the gentle- | 


man’s question and will answer it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Has the gentleman taken into 
consideration the fact that the iron to be furnished under that con- 
tract was to be iron in dimensions, including beam-iron and frame- | 
iron, just such iron as the Government might require ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I was a maker of beam-iron and 
frame-iron, just such iron as the Government wants. Before I came 
to Congress, at the very time this contract was being executed, we 
were supplying beam-iron at four and three-fourths cents per pound, 
iron cut to dimensions, just as the Government desired to have it cut. 
And in regard to frame-iron, since 1873 there has been no time when 
it could not have been bought for four cents a pound, yet under this 
contract the Government paid eight cents per pound. I say that the 
old iron was worth one and three-fourths cents per pound in cash in 
market, the price that was allowed for it. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. 1 have only to add that the testimony taken 
by your committee will sustain the statement of the gentleman from 


vessel not yet completed. 


I have now to call the attention of the House to another violation 
of the law by the Secretary of the Navy. Under the law no head of 
a Department and no head of a Bureau can make a contract unless 
the same is authorized by law. Now the Secretary of the Navy has 
purchased the steamer America, now called the Dispatch, and the ves- 
sel Rio Bravo, in violation of that law. Again, the repairing or re- 
building of ships under a name, having only the name to go on, is in 
violation of the law—not alone of that section to which gentlemen 
have addressed themselves, but in violation of that other section of 
the law which confines every head of a Department in his expendi- 
ture of appropriations to the object for which those appropriations 
were made. ‘Turn back, if you please, to these appropriations for the 


| Navy Department from 1869 down to the present time and you will 


find that every appropriation made to the Secretary of the Navy has 
aspecific object and purpose; and under none of those objects or pur- 
poses is he authorized to rebuild vessels or to construct new vessels 
for the Navy. The sections of law to which I call attention, and 
which I do not propose now to argue, have been deliberately and will- 
fully violated by the Secretary and his subordinates, 

I now call the attention of the House to another violation of law, 
the misuse of appropriations or transfer of funds; and if the gentle- 


| man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] is present, I desire to arrest his par- 


ticular and personal attention. The Secretary of the Navy, when 
asked before our committee what had become of the appropriation 
made for the eight sloops of war, whether it had been transferred or 
expended, made his deliberate and sworn statement which I have 
here and will submit 2s a portion of my remarks, and is as follows: 


Question. I deire to see if Iam correct. I wnderstand from what you state that 
the appropriation for the eight sloops, made February 10, 1873, did in fact become, 
so to speak, a common appropriation ? 

Auswer. By this action which I have spoken of. 

Q. You say that that matter was reported to Congress? 

A. Yea. 

Q. Will you name the report or official document where that can be found ? 

A. Yes; the report of the Secretary of the Navy in the fall of 1873. 

Q. Do you mean the regular report? 

A. I mean my regular report sent to the President. I do not know that it ap- 


| pears in those specitic terms, but it does appear that all our Ss at that 


time were expended, and that I say, in so many words, that, if Congress expects us 
to go on, we must be re-imbursed. I came up before the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, the facts were stated, and the $4,000,000 was given in response to that applica- 
tion by me, and it was taken into Congress and passed without a dissenting voice. 

Q. At the time the $4,000,000 were appropriated, the entire amount appropriated 
for the cight sloops of war had been expended ? 

A. I think it had all been expended. Whatever is wrong about that I am will- 
ing to assume the responsibility for. I took it before the country, and I am will- 
ing to take it now. 

* . * * * * * 

Q. Construction and repair account had been a borrower from the eight sloops 
of war in this amount of money ? 

A. As L explained to you, when Congress came together in 1873, we had, during 
the Virginius excitement, spent every dollar—I would not say every dollar, but al- 
most every dollar—which was under the control of construction and repair for any 
purpose in putting the Navy in condition. That fact was reported to Congress 
and to the Appropriation Committee directly. They ge pe $4,000,000 to the 
Bureau of Construction and Repair, though not definitely, and of course the Bureau 
of Construction and Repair remained in debt to the appropriation for the eight 
sloops of war for the amount of that appropriation which it had expended. 

Q. Does it appear in your report that Congress was informed that this specific 
a for the eight sloops of war had been so expended? 

A. Ido not know whether it was reported specifically. It was reported in gen- 
eral terms that all the appropriations available fer the Department had been ex- 

vended, and, as I said before, I am willing to take that responsibility, because I 
snow that the expenditures I made then saved the Government and the country 
from a war and from very large expenditures. 


From which it appears that he had expended every available appro- 
priation during the Virginius excitement; that in 1873 he had ex- 
pended every appropriation at his disposal. Now mark, in that same 


New York, [Mr. Hewitt,] the testimony of two ironmongers in the | statement before the committee the Secretary of the Navy swears 


city of Philadelphia. 





that he had reported this fact to Congress through the Committee ou 





| 
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Appropriations. Upon this point I beg to call attention to the state- 
ment made at the time by the then chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr.GARFIELD] when he deliberately stated to the 
House and the country that there had been no transfer of funds; 
that there had been no such use of appropriations as the Secretary 
of the Navy swears to. To these statements of Mr. GARFIELD I now 
call attention, as follows: 

Mr. GARFIELD. In response to the five questions of the gentleman from New | 
York, [Mr. Woop,) which I think can be consolidated into two. I have to say, first, 
that the gentleman entirely misapprehended me if he understood me to say that | 
the Secretary of the Navy had drawn from one fund to pas expenses properly 


chargeable to another. I not only did not say that, but, on the coutrary, I said that | 
he had used several of the fands in their respective lines of use to meet the emer- | 


gency, and that those special funds, and those only, were substantially exhausted, | 
Mr. W I did not understand the gentleman as saying that the Secretary of 

the Navy had transferred a fund appropriated for a specific purpose to another } 

purpose W hat I understood the gentloman to say was that moneys appropnated 


for the Navy had been used for purposes not comprehended in the original appro- | 
priation 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not only is it the fact that those moncys have not been used for 
purposes not comprehended in the appropriations, but they have been used strictly | 
and only for the very purposes to which they were appropriated. But it was un- | 
derstood when the appropriations were made that they would carry the Depart- 
ment through its expenditures for such purposes to the end of the fiscal year; and | 
60 they would have done but for this extraordinary emergency | 

I have here a list of estimates in these several Departments in which we now ask 
additional appropriations, For example: last year we appropriated $6,000,000 for | 
the pay of the Navy during the fiscal year. Now the Secretary of the Navy has | 
been compelled, under what he considered the pressing emergency, to enlist addi- 
tional men, and, of course, to increase in that respect the expenditures he would 
be called upon to meet; and, although he has not used up the whole of that appro- 
priation, yet it is so nearly exhausted that he asks for $300,000 more to eke out the 
pay of the Navy, so that the new men thus enlisted may be paid. 

In the second place, this extraordinary emergency has used up—or partly used 
up—the contingent fund, amounting to $125,000; and the Secretary asks #20000 
more to re-imburse thet fand for the balance of the year. Soin regard to the Bu 
reau of Navigation, the appropriation for the fiscal year was $430,000. The Secre- 
tary has been compelled to spend more of that appropriation than would ordinarily 
have been spent in the first half of the fiscal year; and he asks for $20,000 to re- 
imburse that fund. 

But the largest and most important portion of these extraordinary expenses has | 
been in supplies, in providing ordnance, in supplying shot and shell for our guns; | 
ond under this head he asks for half a million dollars to meet the expense of the 
ordnance he has purchased, Again, in equipment and recruiting—the clothing of 
men and the equipment of veasels—the Secretary asks for half a million dollars to 
supply what has been used for these ee There has been no transfer of 
funds. There has been no drawing on the future. 


Again, when that four-million-dollar bill was before the House and 
under discussion a provision was adopted authorizing the Secretary of | 
the Navy totransferthe appropriation. The Senateof the United States | 
struck out that provision. Yet the Secretary of the Navy now swears 
before us that he used the $4,000,000, not for the specific objects for 
which that amount was appropriated by that bill, but to pay debts 
due, not to contractors, but debts due to different Bureaus for funds 
appropriated to those Bureaus and used previously, which he had used. 
Here is a deliberate and willful violation of the law. Yet it is said 
that the Secretary of the Navy did this for the honor of his country. I 
do not reply, my committee does not reply, to this defense made by | 
the Secretary of the Navy and by his friends on this floor; but I | 
ask the House to listen to the language of one of the great statesmen 
from Massachusetts, whose life was identified with the republican 
marty and whose memory is now one of its choicest treasures. I al- 
te to Hon. Charles Sumner, whose language I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SumyNgr. Iam not disposed todiscuss the question of these moneys already 
expended, Probably some time will come when it may be proper to inquire into 
these expenditures. I regret, myself, that they were made; most sincerely I re 
gret it; bat I shall say nothing about them now. The facts are not yet before the 
country to enable us to discuss them adequately; but I feel it my duty to declare 
most distinetly that these expenditures ought to stop at this hour and this minute, 
not a dollar more in that direction. I think it has been an ill-omened expenditure, 


and at this moment, when our expenditures are so large and our revenue compar- 
atively so small, it is much to be regretted. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. With the view of showing the misuse of 
appropriations, I beg to add the orders of the chief of the Bureau of 
Construction, Mr. Hanscom. I also refer to the statement of the 


chief clerk of the Bureau of Construction, both of which are here- 
with submitted: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, BUREAL 





OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
April 3, 1873. 

Sm: You will please commence the building of a steam sloop of war, under ap- 
propriation “Construction of eight steam-vessels of war.” 

The vessel to be built at the yard under your command will be about 640 tons 
measurement, carrying four (4) 1X-in. broadside guna, one (1) XT-in. pivet gun, and 
one (1) 60-pdr. pivot rifle-gun upon the forecastle deck. Length will be about 185 
feet, breadth 35 feet, draught of water above base-line 12 fect. 

One hundred and fifty (150) additional men may be employed and work upon the 
Galena, which may be charged to appropriation “Construction of eight steam-ves- 
sels of war,” and the amount charged back again aftcr July next. You will please { 
direct the naval constructor to prepare, with dispatch, plans of a vessel of about the | 
above dimensions, having a displacement of 1,240 tons. 

Further instructions will be given after the plans have been examined. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


I. HANSCOM, 


Chief of Bureau. 


Rear-Admiral C. H. Davis, U.S.N 


Commandant Navy-Yard, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Says Constructor Easby, (Norfolk, pages 4-6:) 


And reference is here made to a schedule of such orders submitted by the com- 
mandant of the navy vard at Brooklyn, (sce page 302 of Brooklyn testimony :) 

* Balance of deliveries under contracts with Babcock & Co., Geo K. Creed, and 
J. W. Gaskill & Sons, Hyatt & Spencer, Trickey & Jewett, and Jas. A. Scott, to 


| liveries under con*racts to be received as open purchases at contract prices, char, 


be received as open purchases, and paid out of appropriation ‘Eight steam sloops 
of war.’ "— Letter from Construction and Repair, March ®, 1873. 

“ Excess of yellow-pine timber delivered by Trickey & Jewett, to be received 
and charged to appropriation ‘ Eight steam sloops of war.''"—Construction and Re- 
pair, March 14, 1573. 

“ The building of a new sloop of war of two thousand tons to be commenced, and 
an additional force of one hundred men to be employed. ‘The work on the Swa- 
tara may be charged to construction of eight steam-vessels of war, and the amount 
charged back to that vessel after July next.'—Construction and Repair, April 3s, 
1873. 

“ Triplicate*bills in favor of W. C. N. Swift, for live-oak timber delivered at 
yard, amounting to $6,698.45, returned to be canceled, with directions to make a 
new set, and consider the transaction an open purchase, payable out of appropria- 
tion ‘ Eight steam vessels of war.'''—Construction and Repair, April 9. 1873 

* Triplicate bills in favor of Trickey & Jewett, amounting to $9,463.43 and 
$12,102.53, respectively, returned for cancellation, with instructions to have new 
bills made chargeable to appropriation ‘ Eight steam vessels of war’ ‘As this tim- 
ber is intended to be used for the construction of the new sloop of war, its deliv 
ery should appear on the face of the bills to have taken place subsequently to 
March 4, 1873.'"'—Oonstruction and Repuir, April 9, 1873. ; 

‘*** Referring to the Bureau's letter of the &th ultimo, relative to balances of de- 





able to appropriation construction of eight steam vessels of war, you wiil please 
order that the bills be made out on open-purchase-bill forms, not mentioning any- 
thing of the contract. . 
"As the appropriation constrnction of eight steam-vessels of war was not avail- 
able till after March 4, 1273, bills payable out of it should not have the date of any 


| of the Bureau's orders given prior to March 4, 1873.'—Construction and Repair, 


April 17, 1873 

“ Reservation bill for $1,652 and #0 per cent. bill for $6,608.06 in favor of A. Am- 
merman for yellow pine delivered on contract of August, 1872, returned to be made 
in one bill, open purchase, ‘as the appropriation construction of eight steam-vesscls 
of war cannot be used for any debts contracted prior to its passage, i. e., March 4, 
1873.'—Construction and Repair, June 11, 1873. 

“ Bill in favor of Edward Clark for black spruce, returned to be made ont on 
open-purchase bill, payable out of appropriation ‘eight steam sloops of war,’ with 
instructions to consider all contracts of Angast 19 closed. ‘Should it be desirable 
to receive any articles yet due under contracts of that date, they will be taken at 
contract prices and paid for as above, as open purchases.’'—Construction and Re- 
pair, July 9, 1873. 

“The fands of the Bureau not permitting any more bills for live-oak to be paid 
prior to Ist of July, no bills for Neliveric 8, if any should be made, will be made 
prior to that date.—Construction and Repair, April 7, 1874. 

“The appropriation ‘ construction and repair,’ 1873-'74, being exhausted, no more 
bills for payment under it to be approved.—Construction and Repair, April 15, 1874. 

“ The pay-roll for the month of May must not exceed the sum of $20,000, to be 
charged to appropriation construction of eight steam sloops of war.—Construction 
and Repair, April 22, 1874. 

* Pey-roll for the month of June to be charged to appropriation ‘construction of 
eight steam sloops of war.’ Pay-roll not to exceed $20,000.—Oonstruction and Re- 
pair, June 1, 1874. 

“ Billin favor of W.N. C. Swift for timber delivered previous to June 29, 1874, 
(amounting to $120,547.55,) returned for cancellation with instructions to have new 
bills made out, dated and approved after Ist July, to be paid out of appropriation 
‘construction and repair,’ 1874-'75.—Construction and Repair, June 29, 1874. 

“ Bills in favor of Creed, $330.30, $=,408.17, and Raymond, $1,704,30, returned for 
cancellation. New bills to be made, payable out of appropriation construction and 
repair 174-75." —Construction and Repair, October 17, 1875. 


Mr. Goldsborough swears : 














Question. Have you any knowledge or information, the sources of which are 
available to this committee, in regard to the fact, if it be one, whether any liabili- 
ties of former years have been paid out of any current year's appropriation ! 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you the knowledge that such is the fact? 

A. Such is the fact. You mean to say that bills accruing during one fiscal year 
for purchases made, for instance, have been paid out of the appropriation for the 
subsequent fiscal year. Certainly that has been the case, 

Q. During what years bas that been the case? 


A. During the previous fiscal years 1873-74 and 1874~-"75. 
Q. To what extent has that been done? 
A. Lam hardly able to say; it is a matter of official record. I would certainly 


say to a few hundred thousand dollars, but I cannot say more distinctly than that. 


These documents show that it had been a practice in this Depart- 
ment to misuse and transfer the appropriations made to the Depart- 
ment. 

Sir, it is in proof before this committee that year after year in the 
Bureau of Construction and Repair they used for one year the appro- 
priations that had been made for another. And in order to do this, 
either withhold bills or destroy bills already made, a most fraudu- 
lent and vicious system of book-keeping, under which any amount 
of fraud may be perpetrated on the public service. 

Mr. Speaker, I am admonished that the time allotted to me is about 
expiring; and I desire to call attention to a statement which I will 
ask the liberty of printing with my remarks, showing that, taking 
into consideration existing and waturing or current liabilities, the 
Department is in debt nearly $7,000,000, and which is as follows. 

By the Book of Estimates, page 244, it is shown that out of an ap- 
propriation of $18,462,546.90 for the year 1876 there were expended in 
the first quarter $7,964,933.67 ; leaving a balance for the three re- 
maining quarters of $10,447,613.33; see page 586 appendix. 


Appropriation for year 1696 ........ccccccscccccce cccccccccccccccces $18, 533, 801 81 
In the two first quarters expended..............-.--. penne obit eine 14, 221, 451 71 
Balance for two remaining quarters...........-. -.-+-++++-++- 4, 252, 350 10 


Appropriations for 1876: 
$6, 250, 000—Balance remaining Ist January, 1876, to pay of Navy was. 


$933, 831 50 
1, 279, 000—Balance remaining Ist January, 1876, to Provisions and 


CRDERIIE WOB «0.0 0c ccccce ceswoe ccccccccccceccocecesccece 287, 043 85 
3, 300, 000—Balance remaining Ist January, 1876, to Construction and 

Repairs was. ....... 104, 653 18 
1, 800, 000—Balance remaining Ist January 

ING WAS... ...0eeeeeereecee 210, 932 69 








12, 629, 000 1, 536, 461 22 
It will be seen from the following table, taken from the Book of 
Estimates, submitted to the present session, and a statement from the 
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Treasury Department, (Appendix, pages 5 and 6,) that nearly one-half 
of the appropriations for the year 1576 was consumed in the first quar- 
ter, and not one-fourth rengined for the last two quarters; and, fur- 
ther, that out of the appropriations for the year 1576 to four of the 
Bureaus for $12,629,000, there remained but $1,536,461.22. 
Provisions and Clothing = 

Steam Engineering 

Navigation ... 

Construction and Repair 


$334, 812 78 
297,959 49 
7, 000 00 
492, 366 20 


1, 132, 138 47 
1, O71, 000 00 
1, 250, 000 00 


Add Goldsborough, page 45 

Catter, Russell, Swift et al., amount due clothing fund........... 

Contingent and maturing. (See Steam Engineering, page 540, Roach's 
statement.) Neatie & Levy ; Cramp & Son; Wood, Dialogue & Co.; 
Roland et al.; Grant, Savage & Brother 2, 500, 000 00 


5, 953, 138 47 

If you add to these the contingent liabilities, it will be found that 
the statement made by the majority of the committee, confirmed as it 
is by the authority of the Book of Estimates, is not far from correct. 
Now, sir, let me call attention to the condition of the clothing fund. 
Iam here to make good, if I had time, the statement made by the 


9025 


majority of the committee in their report. But, sir, is it necessary ? 
I think not in view of all the proof that has been brought forward 
on this subject. I will add to my statement, in addition to the figures 
which I shall give, the sworn testimony of the Secretary of the Navy 
himself. I invite attention to the following table: 


Clothing fund. 


To balance Ist January, 871. -.. 

Te appropriations since that time -.. es 

To estimated increase from 10 per cent. charged since that tir 
To amount of stock on band, 1869 


$518, 333 39 
490, 000 00 
60, 000: 00 
7,435 64 


3, 275, 769 03 


By stock on hand at present time 

By balance of cash as appears from clothing account in Bureau 

By amount claimed to be due from pay of Navy, (see statement of this 
on page 160, Appendix to Miscellaneous) 


1, 694, 538 97 
13 83 


311, 592 34 


2, 006, 145 19 


Making a balance of 1, 269, 623 84 


Statement showing amounts due and credited from appropriation “ pay of the Navy” to the “clothing fund,’ United States Navy, from January 
1, 1869, to December 31, 1875, on account of clothing issued to officers, crew, and marines. 


Appropriation “ pay of the Navy” in account with the “clothing fund," United States Navy, from January 1, 1869, to December 31, 1875. 





1869. 
May 20 
September 2 

1s70. 
March 22.....}. 

August 29 
1871. 


To ming so far as returns have been received. ...| 


September 9 
1873. 
January 1 
September 30. . 
December 31.. 
1874. 
March 31 
September 30. . 
December 31.. 
1875. 
March 31 
June 30 
September 30. . 
December 31. . 


To clothing Ist, 2d, and 3d quarters, 187: 


" 445 
To clothing 4th quarter, 1873 


, 046 
To clothing 1st quarter, 1874 


To clothing 2d and 3d quarters, 1874 
To clothing 4th quarter, 1874 


98, 812 § 
150, 965 35 
80, 738 9: 


To clothing 1st quarter, 1875 

RO GHOtMINS BA GURTEEE, 1GTS.....2..ccccccccceccccen- | 
To clothing 3d quarter 1875 

To clothing 4th quarter, 1875 


73, 
75, 
73, 


614 
194 
952 73 
449 56 


| 2, 527, 420 42 
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My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] submitted a statement | 
on Saturday last which, if it is to be accepted as correct, will con- | 
tradict the Secretary of the Navy, for the Secretary of the Navy himself 
swears that that fund is about a million dollars behindhand. Ido 
not want, and I know he does not, nor do I believe Mr. Watmough, | 
head of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, wants to convict the | 
Secretary of the Navy of misrepresentation. I certainly do not, and | 
therefore rest upon the statement as it is made in the report of the | 
majority of the committee. 

If I had time I should like to call attention to frauds in the Phila- 
delphia navy-yard, to frauds in the construction of the eight sloops 


Wiard extravagance, to frauds in the foreign accounts of the Navy; | 
but this has been done by my colleague of the committee from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. LEwIs. ] 

I come now to refer to what, out of this immense mass of fraud, 
out of this mass of favoritism, out of this immense disregard of law, 
has been termed “ Cattellism.” 

What is Cattellism ? In addition to what my colleague,[Mr. MILLs, ] 


has said, permit me to add that we will suppose my friend on my left | 


from Ohio is made Secretary of the Navy, that from the village from 
which he hails in the State of Ohio he brings along with him a friend, 
and that friend has a brother out there ; that we find after he is made 
Secretary of the Navy this friend of his sleeps with him, beds with 
him, runs with him, holds property for him, gets positions, &c., is 


his intimate and confidential friend, and that the brother of that | 


friend is taking advantage of his position by reaping a large fortune 
because of his influence with the Secretary of the Navy. 
further that brother of his intimate and confidential friends builds a 
house for the Secretary of the Navy and loans him large sums of money, 
and the Secretary keeps in his debt year after year, that the intimate 
friend’s brother collects large amounts from naval contractors to aid 
the Secretary of the Navy in his political aspirations, what would 
you say? You may believe the present Secretary of the Navy is a 
good fellow, that he does not mean anything by it; but what would 
you say of my innocent friend from Ohio if he were thus surrounded ? 
[Laughter.] That is ‘“‘ Cattellism.” 

No, Mr. Speaker, I have not time to present “Cattellism” in all its 
details. The mind irresistibly eomes to the conclusion that regard 


1V——315 


19 | 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary of this House, 


Suppose | 


1869. 
June il 
September 11. ./ 

1870. 
April 6...... 
September 10 

1871. 
May ll 
December 

1873. 
June 3 a 
September 4 
December 22 

1874. 
June 20 
September 4 
October 16... 

1875. 


October 25....) 


$152, 922 70 
145, 751 48 


159, 569 02 
251,614 17 


120, 037 89 
131, 521 55 


209, 546 18 
98, #12 92 


100, 000 00 


110, 221 36 


December 31..| Balance due clothing 311, 562 34 


2, 527, 420 42 





for the public service demands at least no such thing should exist in 
the public service anywhere. 

Now, sir, I am asked “ why do you net carry your recommendation 
out boldly; why not march boldly up to the action which is neces- 
sary; why not have the courage to impeach the Secretary at once ?” 
Will this House remember that just at this moment the high court of 
impeachment is in session, and that high court of impeachment is de- 
liberating upon the very question suggested by this committee? Will 
they remember that the advocates of Mr. Belknap have submitted to 
that court the question whether if this House presents a violation of 


| law which is not an indictable offense by statute or common law, it 
of war, to frauds in old claims, to frauds in furnishing materials, to the | 


is not a matter of impeachment? Will this House forget that when 
Andrew Johnson was about to be impeached one of the ablest judi- 
ciary committees this House ever had divided on this very question ? 


| This House will not fail to remember that the last impeachment before 


the House of Lords in England was the impeachment of a naval offi- 
cer, and that that House of Lords, even after the question was pre- 
sented to them, certified that very question to the learned judges of 
England. Then in view of all the facts, in view of the circumstances 
by which we are surrounded, in view of the short time left to this ses- 
sion, we have after careful deliberation believed it was just, believed 
it was fair, believed it was right, to have this question, if you please, 
taken out of party excitement, away from party feeling, and referred 
Let them weigh 
the question, aside from party feeling, without party prejudice, look- 
ing only to the public interest, to the public welfare, and the general 
good, 

On the question, Mr. Speaker, as to who is responsible for all these 
frauds, abuses, &c., I have not on this occasiun attempted to quote 
the authorities and proof, but I shall beg leave, by permission of the 
House, to submit the proofs as a portion of my remarks, and I refer 
gentlemen now to pages 153 to 159 of the report of the committee. 
It will there be seen that the proofs sustain the allegations made by 
the committee. It is there made clearly apparent that the allegation 
of the Secretary of the Navy and his friends that he never inter 
fered in regard to contracts, that he never interfered in reference to 


| details of his bureaus, is not sustaimed by the record of the proof as 


taken before the committee. 
Now, Mr, Speaker, I protest again that ] am not, as far as 1 can 
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know or judge of myself, moved by any partisan feeling. God knows 
Ihave seen enough and known enough of the hardships of different 
forms of government to desire for myself and for my children the 
| 


ssing of an honest and a free governinent. Sir, 


I have no memo- 
l have nothing to 
I know that under God's providence this is to 
e home of my children and my children’s children. 
l ive to the 
animated by 


s of the past to imbitter me upon this occasion. 


| from 


rahe 


] } 
i i 


its ashes. 
For them 
blessings of a good government; and even if 
motive I should endeavor and labor for their 

kes to transmit to them those blessings unimpaired, Sir, may our 
Government be in all of its blessings bountiful, in all of its burdens 
light. May such be its character that when our old men shall come 
to die they will be cheered by the fact that they leave it as an inher- 
itance to their children; and when our young men come to die they 
will breathe the prayer that the years of which they are prematurely 
deprived may be added to the life of the Republic. 

I shall join with any man or with any party in perpetuating the 
blessings of a free, liberal, republican form of government. And in 
order to do that we must strike its enemies wherever we can 
them. And the most dangerous enemy toarepublican form of govern- 
ment is he who would sap or undermine its foundations by corruption. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having finished my remarks, I ask of the House 
the execution of the order made upon Saturday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to substi- 
tute the resolution reported by the minority of the committee for 
tlie resolution reported by the majority. The Clerk will first read 
the resolution of the majority and then that of the mitrority. 
rhe Clerk read the resolution reported by the majority, as follows: 
Resolved, That these legal questions, together with all the proof taken by this com- 
tteo, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with power to hear additional 
testimony and argument if they see fit, to oxamine and report whether such viola- 
tions of the law as are referred to berein constitute and are impeachable offenses 
under the Constitution; and, if so, then they shall report articles of impeachment 
against George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy. But if they shall find that 
under existing laws such and doings of the said Secretary are not im 
peachable or otherwise punishable, then they shall report what additional legisla- 


tion, in their opinion, is necessary to make said laws sutliciently punitive to pro- 
tect the public service 


ial 
InVone 


no other 


ace 


™m 


acts 


The Clerk also read the resolution reported by the minority of the 
committee as follows: 
Re 


t law 


olved, That in this investigation no fraud, corruption, or willful violation of 


has been shown or appears to have been committed by Hon. George M. 
vwson while in discharge of the duties of Secretary of the Navy: and we tind no 
reason to censure or tind fault with his conduct in the administration of the Navy 


Department, 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

‘Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether under the 
rules of the House requiring investigating committees to report at 
this session the report from the Judiciary Committee would be re- 
quired to be made at this session. 

the SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair cannot say. 
scarcely regards that as a parliamentary inquiry. 
what the Judiciary Committee will do, 

Che Chair is informed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Harris,)] who appoars to be at the head of the minority report, that 
he did not propose the resolution which has been read as a substitute 
for the majority report. The Chair understood from the form in which 
it seemed to come to the desk that it was intended as a substitute. It 
came in the form always adopted when a minority of a committee re- 
port a resolution asa substitute for a resolution reported by the ma- 
jority. The Chair also understands that on Saturday the main ques- 
tion was ordered on the resolution of the committee and the substitute. 
rhe Chair will state, however, that by unanimous consent the gentle- 
ian from Massachusetts may withdraw his substitute, and the vote 
will then be simply on the resolution of the majority. That is a 
matter for the House. Is there objection to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts withdrawing the resolution reported by the minority? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, and Mr. LEWIS objected. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the Chair allow me a single 
moment? Ido not understand that it is desired to withdraw the reso- 
lution of the minority It is a part of the minority report. But on 
consultation among ourselves we deemed it the best way to allow the 
Ilonse to vote directly upon the majority report. We have not, there- 
fore, moved the resolution which forms part of the minority report. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. That statementshould have been made 
to the Chair before this time. It is now too late, 

The Chair desires to call the attention of members to a portion of 
Rule 65, which the Clerk will read. He asks members particularly to 
pay attention to this rule because he proposes to enforce it; and it 
is exceedingly disagreeable to enforce it against gentleman who do 
not suppose they are violating a rule of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Chair 
He cannot answer 


No momber or other person shall visit or remain by the Clerk's table while the 
ayes wnd nees are calling or ballots are counting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that this 
rule applies not merely to members, but to all persons on the floor of 
the House who are not immediately connected with the count. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask a question of the Chair. 
Am I to understand that the previous question was demanded by the 


chairman of the committee upon the resolution and substitute ? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Is that recorded in the Journal? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chaig will ascertain. 
his own understanding. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If it is not in the Journal, if the House 
has not made that efplicit order, I do not think that the point can be 
insisted on now that something shall be voted on which the minority 
do not ask to be voted on. I should like to have the entry in the 
Journal as to that read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the journal 
clerk that tho entry in the Journal covers the substitute as well as 
the resolution of the committee, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In terms? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Will the Chair have the entry in the Journal 
read? 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it a material matter whether we take 
two votes or one only. But I think it a pertinent question to ask: 
If the resolution of the minority was not moved during the debate 
by any member of the minority, or by any other person, how at the 
time when the previous question was asked and sustained was that 
resolution before the House? Whatcan there bein the Journal that 
indicates that this, which is simply a part of the views of the minor- 
ity, not even a report and not sought to be voted on, is before the 
House now? For instance, supposing that the chairman of the com- 
mittee had made up his mind that he would not allow the substitute 
to be offered and had declined when a member of the minority de- 
sired to move a substitute to admit it, he as having charge of the re- 
port of the committee would have had control of that. Now I do 
not believe from my recollection of the course of debate and the pro- 
ceedings of the House that the Journal shows that the minority res- 
olution was ever before the House. Butas I said it is not a very ma- 
terial matter; it will merely take two votes instead of one. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Journal will show that, and that is 
why I want it read. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to say to the Speaker that in bring- 
ing this entire matter before the House it was a matter of agreement 
between the committee with the desire and purpose that the views of 
the committee should be fairly heard and both propositions fairly 
entertained and fairly voted on. I say now to the House and to the 
Speaker that I desire especially a vote on the proposition coming 
from the minority of the committee, and those gentlemen of the mi- 
nority will see why I desire it after they have charged more or less 
partisanship in their proceedings. I confess that I am surprised to 
see gentlemen endeavoring to avoid a direct vote upon the proposi- 
tion they have themselves presented. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALr} 
before he takes his seat whether the minority report was not, together 
with the resolution of the majority, made a special order at the special 
instance of the gentleman who reported it? 

Mr. HALE. It was stated at the time that it was not parliament- 
arily a report; it was not properly a report; it was simply one portion 
of the views of the minority. Now how it is that what was stated to 
be simply an expression of the views of the minority shall be trans- 
muted into a proposition to be voted on by the House I do not know. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman does not answer my question. Was not 
the minority resolution made a special order as well as that of the 
majority? 

Mr. HALE. As the views of the minority, certainly. 

Mr. COX. That is the way in which the minority reports always 
in election cases. 

Mr. BANKS. I would like to ask a question. If the minority res- 
olution has not been moved by some member of the House, it could not 
be embraced in the special order. My understanding is that on the 
subject of the investigation of the action of the Navy Department, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs had the right to decide upon it. If 
the minority of the committee disagreed with the majority they had 
no right to present their views in this report or to represent a resolu- 
tion except with the consent of the House. 

Mr. COX. There was no objection at the time. 

Mr. BANKS. The minority of the committee are always allowed, 
as a matter of course, to preseut their views and print their report, 
while the chairman of the committee, acting for the majority, has » 
right to make the report of the committee. The only parliamentary 
right that exists under the rules of the House is that if the mimority 
wishes to propose a counter-judgment they must offer it in the shape 
of a resolution, and it must be stated by the Speaker as an amend 
ment for the majority resolution. Now,1do not understand that that 
has been done in this case. ‘The House is not bound to vote on the 
proposition embraced in the minority report, which has never been 
presented to the House formally by any member of the committee or 
any member of the House, and we have a right to object to being 
called upon to vote on a proposition which has never been properly 
submitted to the House, 

Mr. COX. The Journal shows that the minority report was offered 
as a substitute. Will the gentleman tell us what he really wants? 

Mr. BANKS. I have not the slightest desire to tell the gentleman 
from New York what I want. I am speaking of what I do not want. 
I do not want to vote on a resolution which has never been presented 
in a formal manner to the House. 


Phat was 
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Mr. COX. Then there is a difference of opinion between the gen- 
tleman and myself upon that point. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not impugn the record; 
my right as a member of the House. 

Mr. COX. I donot dispute the gentleman’s right to do it. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I understand that this substitute of- 
fered by the minority is now in the possession of the House, and I 
ask the Chair if it can be withdrawn except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BANKS. The Journal will show what the position of the ques- 
tion is upon that point, and I call for the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal will be read. 

Mr. BANKS. What is the date of it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. July 26, 1876. 

The Clerk read from the Journal as follows: 


I merely state what is 


Mr. WiitTHoRNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolution ; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to, to wit: 


Ordered, That the report of the majority and views of the minority from the 
House Naval Committee giving the results of their investigations, shall be pre- 
sented to-morrow; both shall be printed ; and Friday. after the reading of the 
Journal, is hereby’ assigned for the consideration of the same to the exclusion of 
all other business ; six hours shall be given to debate, to be equally divided. 

Mr. HALE mov ed to reconsider the vote last taken, and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BANKS. It will be perceived by the Speaker and by the House 
that the Journal, as just read, speaks of the conclusions of the ma- 
jority and the “ views” of the minority. 

Mr. COX. And the House orders the consideration of both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk to 
read the action of the House, as journalized, upon the ordering of the 
previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House resumed the consideration of the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affaira. 

After debate, 

Mr. Wurrrnorne demanded the previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 


tions accompanying the said report; which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered to be put. 


Mr. WuITruoRNE moved to reconsider the vote last taken, and also moved that 


the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BANKS. The record as read by the Clerk does not show any 
motion by any member of the House to substitute the resolution ac- 
companying the views of the minority. The only allusion to the mi- 
nority is to the “views” of the minority; and that is a proper refer- 
ence. The Clerk has made up the Journal correctly. The minority 
had views upon this subject, and they had a right to an expression of 
those views; and the House gave to that minority the right to pre- 
sent their views and have them printed. But there is nothing in the 


record to show that any member of this House has moved the reso- 


lution accompanying the views of the minority; and for one I object 
to voting on a resolution that has not been moved. 

Mr. RANDALL. The previous question is called on the “ resolu- 
tions.” There is but one resolution accompanying each report, and 
the plural es used, that of course embraces both resolutions. 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir; the Journal says the previous question was 
“on the resolutions accompanying the said report;” and there was 
but one report, that of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. When the word “resolutions” is used, that means 
both resolutions. 

Mr. BANKS. The minority has made no report of a resolution 
which is upon the record of the House. The Journal, as read, shows 
no resolution presented by them, or covered by the previous question, 
or included in the order made by the House on the 25th of July. 

Mr. RANDALL. The order for the previous question contains the 
word “resolutions ;” there is a majority resolution and a minority 
resolution 

Mr. BANKS. There is no minority resolution on the record. 

Mr. RANDALL. And therefore they are both embraced in the 
terms of the order for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to rule upon 
the question. The Chair can see no difference between this and every 
other case of a majority report accompanied with the views of a mi- 
nority, and each proposing a resolution or resolutions. 
the majority of the committee make their report, and the minority 
yresent their views in accordance with express permission of the 

louse, as appears from the Journal. The Chair cannot see the differ- 
ence between this and a contested-election case, for instance, where, 
without any more formal presentation of the resolution than sending 


, 


nority for the resolution of the majority. The Chair does not see 


that the rule is at all different in this instance, and therefore holds | 


that, the previous question having been ordered, it covers the resolu- 

tion of the majority and the substitute of the minority, and the sub- 

stitute accordingly cannot be withdrawn at this time except by unan- 

imous consent. 

Ilouse agree to the substitute proposed by the minority for the reso- 

lution presented by the majority of the Committee on Naval Affairs ? 
Mr. LEWIS. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The resolution accompanying the views of the minority was as fol 
lows: 


In this case | 


: : 2 7 : | Mr. PACKER. 
it to the Clerk’s desk to be printed in connection with the report, the | 


question is always taken upon substituting the resolution of the mi- | 





| from 


The question before the House, therefore is, Will the | 


| committee 


Resolved, That in this investigation no frand, corruption, or willful violation of 
the law has been shown or appears to have been committed by Hon. George M 
Robeson while in the discharge of the duties of Seere tary of the Navy; and we tind 
no reason to censure or find fault with his conduct in the administration of the 
Navy Department. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 54 
voting lil; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. 
R. Brown, C 


, hays 120, not 


Adams, George A. Bagley 
annon, Caswell, Conger, Da 
Eames, Evans > ga Frye, Hale, B 
son, Hoge, Hubbell Hu t, Joye 
MacDougall, McD x sh, Ne 


Rusk, Sinnickson, Smalls, A. Herr S 


William H 
uford, Darrall, Davy, 
niamin W. Harris 
Kelley, Kimball, Lapham, Leavenworth, Lyne! 
ell. Page, Plaisted, Pratt, Rainey, Robin 
mith, Strait, Washington Townsend, Van 
Vorhes, Wait, G. Wiley Wells, White. Whiting, James Wilson, and Woodburn—M 
NAYS—Measrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, John I. Bagley, 
jr.. Banning, Beebe, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Brig tht, Jobn Young 
Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. 
wen Cate, Caulfield, Chittenden, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B Clark, 
of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cox, Culberson, Cutler, Davis, De Bolt, 
Pivee Durand, Durham, Eden, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Glover, 
Goode, Goodin, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, John 'T. 
Harris, Harrison, Hartzell, Haymond, Henkle, Hereford, Abram S Hewitt, Hol 
man, Hooker, Hopkins, House, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Franklin Lander§, Tan 
Le Moyne, Levy, Lewis, Luttrell, Lynde, Maish, McMahon, Meade, Metealfe, Mills, 
Morgan, Morrison, Neal, New, O'Brien, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips, Pierce, 
Poppleton, Potter, Randall, Rea, Reagan, Jobn Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, 
William M. Robbins, Miles Ross, Savage, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Slemons, 
Springer, Stevenson, Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, Turney, Wad 
dell, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Warren, Erastus Wells. Whitthorne, Wike, Wil 
lard, Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Will 
iams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson. and Young —120. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ashe, John H. Baker, Banks, Bass, Bell, Blair, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, Horatio C. Bure! 


hard, Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Chapin, 
Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Crounse, Denison, Douglas, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, 
Fort, Foster, Fuller, Gartield, Gibson, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Har- 
ris, Hartridge, Hatcher, [athorn, Goldsmith W Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoskins, Han 
ter, Hunton, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kehr, King, Knott, Lamar, 
George M. Landers, Lawrence, Lord, Mackey, Magoon, MeCrary, McFarland, Mil- 
ler, Milliken, Money, Monroe, Mutechler, Odell, Oliver, Packer, William A. Phil 
lips, Piper, Platt, Powell, Purman, James B. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski Ross, Samp 
son, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks 
Spencer, Stenger, Stone, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, ‘Teese, Thomas, Thornburgh, Mar- 
tin I. Townsend, Tufts, John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Charles C. B. 
Welker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Ward, Wheeler, White- 
hense, Wigginton, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, William B. Williams, 
Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and Yeates—111. 


Baker, Ballon, William 
Dobbins, Dunnel! 
lays Hendee il bart 


ton, O 
son 


So the substitute was not adopted. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Onthis question [am paired with Mr. ¢ 
If present, he would vote “ay,” and I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. On this question I am paired with Mr. 
KINS, of New York. If present, he would vote “ ay,” and 
vote “no.” 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. Ropert HAMILTon, is 
absent on account of sickness, and my colleague, Mr. TEESE, 
sent by leave of the House. 

Mr. COOK. My colleague, Mr. Smita, 
cause of sickness in his family. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On this question I am paired with Mr. 
Evy, of New York. 

Mr. BLAIR. On this question I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Jones, of New Hampshire, who is absent by leave of the House. If 
present he would “no,” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. FOSTER. On this question Iam paired with my colleague, 
Mr. WALLING, who if present I suppose would vote “no;” I would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. WIGGINTON. I am paired on 
LACE, of South Carolina. 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. HURD. The gentleman 
on account of illness. 

Mr. COCHRANE. My colleague, Mr. STENGER, is absent by leave 
of the House. If present he would vote “no.” My colleague, Mr. 
Ross, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. NEAL. My colleagues, Mr. Woopwortu and Mr. Souruarp, 
are paired on thisquestion. If present Mr. WoopwortH would vote 
“ay,” and Mr. SOUTHARD “ no.” 

Mr. SAVAGE. My colleague, Mr. Cowan, 
injuries received from a runaway team. 

Mr. LORD. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hunter.] If he were present he would vote 
“ay,” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. MUTCHLER. On Saturday last I paired with my colleague, 
As he is not now in the House, it may be that he re- 
gards the pair as still binding; and I therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. CASON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. FULLER, on all 
political questions, and this seems to be of that class. 

Mr. DUNNELL. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
Missouri, Mr. StoNr, who if present would vote in the nega- 
tive, while I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. A.S. WILLIAMS. I desire to announce that‘ am paired upon 
this question wish my colleague, Mr. W. B. WILLIAMS, who has been 
necessavily called away from the House. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption of the follow ing reso- 
lution, reported by the majority of the committee : 

Resolved, * 


*ARFIELD. 
Hos- 
I would 
is ab- 


of Georgia, is absent be- 


this question with Mr. WaL- 
If present he would vote “ay,” and I 


from Kentucky, Mr. KNort, is absent 


is absent on account of 


That these legal questions, together with all the proof taken by thia 
be referred to the Commitiee on the Judiciary, with power to hear ad 
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ditional testimony and argument if they see fit, to examine and report whether 
such violations of the law as are referred to herein constitute and are impeachable 
offenses under the Constitution; and, if so. then they shall report articles of im 
peachment against George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy Bat if they shall 
find that under existing laws such acts and doings of the said Secretary are notim 
peachable, or otherwise punishable, then they shall report what additional legisla 
Den, in their opinion, is nece to make said laws suflic iently punitive to pro- 
tect the public service 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 74, not 
voting 102; as follows: 


ssary 


Y EAS—Mesars, Abbott, Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, John I. 
Bagley, jr., Banning, Beebe, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John 
Young Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William 
P. ¢ aldwell Cate, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of 
Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cox, Culberson, Davis, De Bolt, Dibrell, Du- 
rand, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Glover, 
Goode, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, John T, Harris, Harrison, Iartzell, Henkle, 
Hereford, Abram S. Hewitt, Holman, Hooker, Hopkins, House, Hurd, Thomas L. 
Jones, Kehr, Knott, Lane, Lewis, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, McMahon, Metcalfe, 
Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Neal, New, O'Brien, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips, Pop- 
»leton, Potter, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Kobbina, 
Villiam M. Kebbins, Milea Ross, Savage, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Slemona, 
Springer, Stevenson, Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, Turney, Gilbert C. 
Walker, Walsh, Warren, Erastus Wells, Whitthorne, Wike, James Williama, 
James D. Williama, Jeremiah N. Williams, Willis, and Benjamin Wilson—109 
NA YS— Messrs. Adama, George A. Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, 
William R. Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Cannon, Caswell, Chittenden, Conger, 
Crapo, Crounse, Danford, Davy, Dobbins, Eames, Evans, Fort, Freeman, Frye, 
Hale, Benjamin W. Harris, Hays, Hendee, Henderson, Hoar, Hoge, Hubbell, Hurl- 
buat, Joyee, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, Lapham, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Levy, 
Lynch, MacDougali, McCrary, MecDill, Miller, Monroe, Nash, Norton, O'Neill, 
Page, William A. Phillips, Pierce, Plaisted, Pratt, Rainey, Robinson, Rusk, Samp- 
son, Seelye, Sinnickson, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Thornburgh, Martin L. 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhesa, Waddell, W't, G. Wiley 
Wells, White, Whiting, Charles G. Williams, James Wilson. and Woodburn—74. 
NOT VOTING— Messrs. Jobn H. Baker, Bass, Bell, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, 
Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Chapin, Collins, Cowan, Cutler, Darrgll, Deni- 
son, Douglas, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Foster, Fuller, Garticld, Gibson, Good- 
in, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, Hart- 
ridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Haymond, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoskins, Hunter, 
liunuton, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, King, Lamar, Franklin Landers, George M. 
Landers, Le Moyne, Lord, Lynde, Magoon, McFarland, Meade, Milliken, Money, 
Mutchler, Odell, Oliver, Packer, Piper, Platt, Powell, Purman, James B. Reilly, 
Roberta, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, William E. Smith, South 
ard, Sparks Spencer, Stenger. Stone, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Teese, Thomas, John 
L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, CharlesC. B. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, 
John W. Wallace, Walling, Ward, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wigginton, Willard, An- 
drew Williams, Alpheus 5. Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan Wood, 
jr, Fernando Wood, Woodworth, Yeates, and Young—102. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. On this question I am paired with the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Hoskins.] If present he would vote “no,” 
and I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD.] Were he here he would vote “no,” and 
I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. CASON, Lam paired on all political questions with my col- 
league, Mr. Futter. I do not know how he would vote on this ques- 
tion, but if he were here I should vote “no.” 

Mr. DARRALL. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. ELuts, who if 
present would vote in the affirmative, while I should vote in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On this question I am paired with the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Evy. 

Mr. WILLARD. I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Hitt. If he were present he would vote “ay,” and I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. WIGGINTON. I am paired with the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. WALLACE, who if present would vote in the negative, 
while I should vote in the aflirmative. 

Mr. DUNNELL. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. Stoner. If present he would vote “ay,” and I 
should vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. FOSTER. On this question I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. WALLING. If he was present, he would vote “ay,” and I should 
vote “no.” 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of their clerks, 
announced the passage, without amendment, of joint resolution (H. R, 
No. 154) prohibiting the supply of special metallic cartridges to hostile 
Indians, 

It further announced the passage of a bill (S. No. 1008) to increase 
the efficiency of the cavalry force in suppression of the Sioux hos- 
tilities; in which concurrence was requested. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
received by Mr. U. 8. Grant, jr., his Private Secretary. 

Also, a message announcing that he had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles, namely : 
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An act (H. R. No. 3928) to continue the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment;” 

An act (H. R. No. 2118) to provide for the construction of military 
posts on the Yellowstone and Muscleshell Rivers; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 134) donating two cannons and car- 
riages to the warden and burgesses of Stonington, Connec‘ icut ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) for the issue of silver coin ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1771) to declare forfeit to the United States cer- 
tain lands granted to the State of Kansas in aid of the construction 
of railroads by act of Congress, approved March 3, 1863; 

An act (H. R. No. 3717) making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes ; 
An act (H. R. No. 3855) for the relief of George T. Olmstead, jr.; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 153) to correct an error in the enroll- 
ment of the post-oftice appropriation act ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1427) for the relief of H. P. Jones & Co.; 

An act (H. R. No. 890) for the relief of Randall Brown, of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1692) to amend an act approved May 8, 1874, in 
regard to leave of absence of Army officers. 

An act (H. R. No. 329) to remove the political disabilities of George 
Jackson, a citizen of West Virginia; and 

An act (H. R. No. 3749) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, and 
for other purposes. 

It further announced that the following bills had been received by 
the President on the 17th of July, and not having been returned by 
him so the House within the ten days prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion had become laws without his signature : 

An act (H. R. No. 339) for the relief of E. D. Franz; 

An act (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of Louis Rosenbaum ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1508) for the relief of Daniel Wormer, of Albany, 
New York. 

MORNING HOUR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour now begins at two 
o'clock and fifteen minutes; and this being Monday, the first busi- 
ness in order is the call of the States and Territories, beginning with 
the State of Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 
for reference to their appropriate committees, not to be brought back 
on motions to reconsider, Under this call memorials and resolutions 
of State and territorial Legislatures may be presented for reference 
and printing. 

NIGHT-LODGING-HOUSE COMMISSION. 


Mr. HENDEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3999) assigning the use 
of the Central Guard-house, in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia, for the Night-Lodging-House Commission; which was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF TRACKS OF BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4000) requiring the removal 
of the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad from certain streets 
in the city of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. JOYCE. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


F REVENUE CORPS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4001) to 
establish a competent and non-partisan revenue corps; which was 
read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask to have the bill read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
Civil-Service Reform, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN T. JOHNSON. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4002) granting a pension to 
Ellen T. Johnson ; which was read a first and second time by its title 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask to have that bill read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF LIEUTENANT HARRINGTON. 

Mr. DAVY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4003) granting a special 
pension to the widow and minor children of Lieutenant Harrington, 
who was killed in the recent fight with the Indians on the Little Big 
Horn River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CENTENNIAL EDUCATIONAL MATERIAL. 

Mr. CUTLER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 156) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to receive the educational material 
now on exhibition in the centennial exposition; which was read a 
first and second time by its title. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read in full, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4004) to regulate inter- | 
state commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by common- | 
carriers; Which was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I request that that bill may be read in full so that 
it may appear in the Recorp. 
The bill was read, and is as follows: 
A bill to regulate interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by 
common carriers, ‘ 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That all railroad companies and all other corpora 
tions or persons engaged in the business of carrying freight from any place in one 
State or Territory to any place in another State or Territory, or from any place in | 
a State or Territory to the seaboard in said State or Territory for exportation, or 
from the seaboard to any place within any State or Territory, of articles imported 
directly to such inland place of delivery, be, and they are hereby, prohibited from 
making discriminations in facilities in transportation, or in charges for handling, 
carrying, and delivering such freights, when shipped in quantities not less than 
sufticient to load one ordinary car or usual vehicle ; but afl such charges shall be 
equitable and uniform for all persons, companies, and corporations shipping from 
the sama place to the same place. 

Sec. 2. That all railroad eae and all other corporations or persons engaged 
in carrying or delivering freight, as set forth in section 1 of this act, shall, within 
thirty days after the passage of this act, make and publish a schedule of charges 
for the reception, carrying, and delivery of the various classes of freight. Said | 
schedule shall show the amount charged per hundred pounds, or per package, or | 
per car load for carrying the several classes of freight between the different places 
of receipt and delivery, and also all other charges for handling, storage, &c., and | 
in no case shall a greater sum be charged for carrying, handling, and delivering 
such freight a shorter than is charged for a longer distance. Said schedule shall 
be signed by the proper officers of the corporation or by the persons carrying or 
handling freight as aforesaid, and shall be kept publicly posted in a conspicuous 
and accessible place in each depot or office of said corporation or person. Said 
rates of charges thus fixed shall not be changed without affixing to said schedule, 
in each depot or office as aforesaid, a conspicuous notice that at the expiration of 
not less ikon five days said rates will be changed, and giving the details of all 
changes proposed to be made in said schedule. Any aguas or individual 
neglecting to comply with the provisions of this section shall be liable to a penalty 
of £5,000, to be sued for and apportioned as in case of the penalty provided for in 
section 3of this act. 

Sec. 3. That all railroad companies and other corporations and persons engaged 
in carrying freights as aforesaid are hereby prohibited from receiving or retaining 
less or more than the rates so as aforesaid prescribed from any person or persons or | 
corporations under a penalty of $5,000 for each offense, to be recovered in any court 
of record having jurisdiction to that amount, one-half thereof for the benetit of the 
United States and the other half to the person suing therefor. Any arrangement 
or agreement, directly or indirectly, whether by way of drawback, rebates, under- 
billing, commissions, or otherwise, whereby the freight of any individual or asso- | 
ciation of individuals, or of any corporation or corporations, shall be handled stored, 
or carried for a rate of compensation different from the rate per hundred pounds, or 
per package, or per car-load, charged to others, and any arrangement or agreement | 
giving a preference in furnishing cars, or motive power, or sidings, or tracks, or | 
depots, or storage, shall be considered a violation of this act, subjecting the party | 
or corporation violating to the penalty aforesaid for each offense. 

Sec. 4. That any combination of railroad companies or other corporations or in- 
dividuals to defeat the purpose of this act, to regulate charges upon a different | 
basis than that herein set forth to affect values by sudden and unnecessary changes, 
to give to one corporation or individual facilities and advantages withheld from or 
not extended to any other corporation or individual is hereby declared to be a mis- 
demeanor, and the corporation or person convicted thereof in any United States 
district court where said corporation or individual has an oflice or place of busi- 
ness shall be fined a sum not less than $5,000 for each offense, and shall also be sub- 
ject to the penalty prescribed in section 3 in a civil suit or suits. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 





HENRY HOOVER. | 

Mr. ROBBINS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4005) 
for the relief of Henry Hoover; which was read a first and second 
time by its title. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Let that bill be read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PRESTON’S EXECUTOR. 

Mr. TERRY introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4006) for the relief of John 
Preston’s executor; which was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS RODRICK. 


Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4007) granting a pension 
to Lewis Rodrick; which was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I ask for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN ROUZEE. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4008) for the relief of 
Reuben Rouzee, of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL T. MAGRUDER. 
Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4009) for the relief of 


Samuel T. Magruder; which was read a first and second time by its | 


title. 


The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


| 
| 


SARAH ELLEN CADY. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4010) for the relief of 
Sarah Ellen Cady; which was read a first and second time by its 
title. , 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. LEWIS. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4011) for the relief of 

William T. Lewis, executor of John H. Lewis, deceased; which was 


| read a first and second time by its title. 


The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. CAMERON. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of J. 
C, Cameron, of Madison County, State of Mississippi; which was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. LYLES. 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4013) for the re- 


| lief of James M. Lyles, of Jasper County, in the State of Mississippi ; 


which was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read in full, and referred to the Committee on War 


| Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS JOHNSON & CO, 
Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4014) for the 


| relief of Lewis Johnson & Co., of the District of Columbia; which 


was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read in full, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
WILLIAM A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4015) to refund 
to W.A. Taylor, M. D., of Bastrop County, in the State of Texas, cer- 
tain internal-revenue taxes which were erroneously and unlawfully 
imposed upon and exacted of him; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER L. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4016) for the relief of 
Walter L. Campbell, a resident of Pike County, State of Mississippi ; 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read in full, and referred to the Committee on War 


| Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDER PARISH. 

Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4017) for the relief 
of Consider Parish, a resident of Hynes County, State of Mississippi ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to amend sections 3293 and 3894 of the Revised 
Statutes relative to the mail service;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. MORAN, 


Mr. LEVY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4018) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Moran; which was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read in fall, and referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM F. WALSH. 
Mr. LEVY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4019) for the relief of 
William F. Walsh, a citizen of New Orleans, Louisiana. 
Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM F. PERKINS. 


Mr. LEVY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4020) for the relief of 
| the estate of William F. Perkins, late of Van Zandt County, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. WHITEFIELD. 
Mr. LEVY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4021) for the relief of 
the heirs of William H. Whitefield, an alien some time resident of 
| Sebastian County, in the State of Arkansas, and late of Utilla Island, 
off Honduras, Central America, deceased ; which was read a first and 
second time by its title. 
| Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
| and ordered to be printed. 
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DANIEL EDWARDS. 

Mr. LEVY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4022) for the relief of 
Daniel Edwards, a resident of the city of New Orleans, Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALANSON WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4023) to grant a pension 
to Alanson Williams; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committe on Invalid Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH M’KINNEY. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4024) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph McKinney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. 8. HAMILTON. 


Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4025) for the relief of A. 
S. Hamilton, of Sumner County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

JOHN G. RANDOLPH. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4026) for the relief of 
John G. Randolph; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT P. TURNER ET AL. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4027) for the relief of 
Robert P. Turner, Margaret Hurst, and David N. Huddleston; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE H. HARPER. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4028) for the relief of 
Jesse H. Harper, of Jackson, Madison County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

R. C. BRINKLEY. 

Mr. YOUNG, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4029) for the relief of R. C. 
Brinkley, of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLARA FE. BRYON, 

Mr. YOUNG, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4030) for the relief of 
Clara E. Bryon, of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed, 

SIGNAL SERVICE, 

Mr. YOUNG, also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) re- 
lating to the Signal Service; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS TO OFFICE. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4031) to ap- 
portion the appointments of clerks and other employés of the Govern- 
ernment among the several States and Territories; to provide for their 
appointment on account of honesty, capacity, and fitness, without 
regard to their political opinions; to forbid their removal except for 
causes other than political, and making it a misdemeanor for Sena- 
tors and Representatives and Delegates in Congress to ask or recom- 
mend the making of such appointments ; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read in full, and referred to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDING LICENSE TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. STEVENSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4032) to refund cer- 
tain license taxes to citizens of the District of Colambia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. HAZARD. 
Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4033) for 
the relief of William P. Hazard; which was read a first and second 


time, with the accompanying papers referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID TRUITT. 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4034) granting a pension to 
David Truitt, a soldier in the Mexican war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JULIUS 8. BOHRER. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4035) for the relief of 

Julius S. Bohrer, United States Navy; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 
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HENRY C. HULL. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4036) for the relief of 
Henry C. Hull, of Osage County, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OTHO HENSON. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4037) for the relief of 
Otho Henson, of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

G. R. WILFRED MARSHALL, 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4038) for the relief 
of G. R. Wilfred Marshall, administrator of John T. Waring, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. BUTLER. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4039) for the relief 
of Henry A. Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOTTERY TICKETS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4040) to prevent 
the sale of policy or lottery tickets within the District of Columbia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee tor 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPREDATIONS UPON PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4041) to prevent 
depredations upon property in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT 8. PERKINS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4042) for the relief 
of Robert 8. Perkins, of the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

8S. M. GOLDEN. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4043) for the relief 
of S. M. Golden, of the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

WILLIAM ROUZER. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4044) for the relief 
of William Rouzer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES HEITMULLER. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4045) for the relief 
of Charles Heitmuller of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. F. F. ROSENTHAL. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4046) for the relief 
of C. F. F. Rosenthal, of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. BROOKE. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4047) for the relief 
of James C. Brooke, of the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY STELLO. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4048) for the relief 
of Henry Stello, of the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF JAMES H. WELLS. 

Mr. REA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4049) for the relief of the 
widow of James H. Wells; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS A. MOORE. 

Mr. GAUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4050) for the relief of 
Thomas A. Moore, of Osceola, Arkansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4051) to promote immi- 
gration to the United States and to protect immigrants on their pas- 
sage; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


GREEN BAY AND LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. LYNDE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4052) to extend the time 
for the completion of the Green Bay and Sturgeon Bay and Lake 
Michigan Ship-canal, in the State of Wisconsin, and to repeal section 
5 of chapter 32 of the acts of Congress of 1866; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Mr. Speaker has not the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired; buta 
number of gentlemen desire to introduce bills for reference, which 
will take but a few moments, and if done now will save a great deal 
of the time of the House. The Chair hopes, therefore, that no objec- 
tion will be made. 

Mr. SAVAGE, I object to the introduction of any bills by unani- 
mous consent. 

SUPPLIES FOR INDIAN BUREAU. 


Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a bill (H. R. No. 4053) to further authorize 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to purchase supplies for the In- 
dian Bureau in open market; which was read a first and second 
time. 


The bill was read. It authorizes the Commissioner of Indian Af- 


fairs to purchase in open market, without the usual advertisement, | 
for immediate use of the Indian tribes, such supplies as are required 


to an extent, not exceeding $150,000, which is appropriated for such 
purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to serve until the regular appropriation bill shall be passed and ap- 
proved and the time now required by law for advertisement and ac- 
ceptance of proposals shall have elapsed; and such sums so expended 
are to be deducted from the appropriate suins respectively appropri- 
ated under the regular appropriation bill when passed. 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to state that this bill is reported at the 
request of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and that it is a dupli- 
cate, both in form and amount, of the bill heretofore passed for the 
same object. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. e 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR SUPPORT OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr RANDALL also, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a bill (H. R. No. 4054) to continue the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “An act to continue the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government ;’” which was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
coutinue the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to provide tempo- 
rarily for the expenditures of the Government,” approved June 30, 
1476, approved July 21, 1876, be extended and continued in full force 
and effect until and including the 10th day of August, 1876. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed ; 
there being ayes 85, noes not counted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

5 PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. RANDALL also, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a bill (H. R. No. 4055) to continue the pub- 
lic printing; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes the Congressional Printer to continue the work 
required by law in advance of appropriations hereafter to be made; 
and the act is to continue in force until and including August 10, 1876. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION ACT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before proceeding with other busi- 
ness, the Chair feels constrained to lay before the House a communi- 
cation which has been received from the President of the United 
States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 

The act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending J ine 30, 1877, is so defective in what it omits to provide for 
that I cannot announce its approval without at the same time pointing out what 


seems to me to be its defects. It makes but inadequate provision for the service 
at best, and in some instances fails to make any provision whatever. 


Notably among the first class is the reduction in the ordinary annual appropria- | 


tions for the revenue-cutter service, to the prejudice of the customs revenue. 

The same may be said of the Signal Service, as also the failure to provide for the 
increased expenses devolved upon the mints and assay offices by recent legisla- 
tion, and thus tending to defeat the objects of that legislation. 

Of this class, also, are public buildings, for the protection, preservation, and 
completion of which there is no adequate nen. while the sum of $100,000 
only is appropriated for the repairs of the different navy-yards and stations and 
the preservation of the same, the ordinary and customary appropriations for which 
are not less than $1,000,000. 
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A similar reduction is made in the expenses for armories and arsenals. 
The provision for the ordinary judic iat expenses is much less than the estimated 
} amount for that important service, the actual expenditures of the last fiscal year, 
and the certvin demands of the current year 
The provision for the expenses of the surveys of public lands is less than one- 
| half of the usual appropriation for that service and what are understood to be its 
actual demands. 
Reduction in the expenditures for light-houses, beacons, and fog-stations is also 
made in similar prope 
Of the class for which no appropriation is made, among the most noticeable, per 
haps, is that portion of the general expenses of the District of Columbia, on behalf 
| of the United States, as appropriated in former years, and the judgments of the 
| Court of Claims. The failure to make a reasonable contribution to the expenses of 
| the nation’s capital is an apparent dereliction on the part of the United States, and 
rank injustice to the people here who bear the burdens ; while to refuse or neglect 
to provide for the payment of solemn judgments of its own courts is, apparently, 
to repudiate. Of a different character, but as prejudicial to the Treasury, is tho 
omission to make provision to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to have the 
rebel archives and records of captured and abandoned property examined and in 
formation furnished therefrom for the use of the Government. 
Finally, without further specification of detail, it may be said that the act which 
in its title purports to make provision for a diverse and greatly extended civil serv- 
| ice, unhappily appropriates an amount not more than 65 per cent. of its ordinary 
demands. 
The legislative department establishes and defines the service, and devolves 
} upon the Exeentive Departments the obligation of submitting annually the need 
ful estimates of expenses of such service. Congress properly exacts implicit obe 
dience to the requirements of the law in the administration of the public service, 
and rigid accoun ‘ability in the expenditures therefor. It is submitted that a cor- 
respondiug responsibility and obligation rests upon it to make the adequate appro 
priations to render possible sach administration, and tolerable such exaction. Any- 
thing short of an ample provision for a specified service is necessarily fraught 
with disaster to the public interests, and is a positive injustice to those charged 
with its execntion. 
To appropriate and to execute are corresponding obligations and duties, and the 
adequacy of the former is the necessary measure of the efticiency of the execution 
In this eighth month of the present session of Congress—nearly one month of 
the fiseal year to which this appropriation applies having passed—I do not feel 
warranted in vetoing an absolutely necessary appropriation bill; but in signing it 
I deem it aduty to show where the responsibility belongs for whatever embarrass- 
ments may arise in the execution of the trust contided to me. 


rtion 


U. 8S. GRANT. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 31, 1876. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the President 
putting in as many objections to our legislation as he sees fit, if he 
will but sign the bills reducing the expenditures of the Government. 
Our great effort is in that direction 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. You had better let me be heard. 

Mr. CONGER. I guess not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have risen for the purpose of moving the refer- 
ence of the message to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. Lask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order. The Chair, 
by unanimous consent, laid before the House a message frem the 
President of the Unite l States; and the gentleman from Peunsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] has been recognized to move as to its disposi- 
tion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I cannot upon merely hearing this pa- 
per read at the Clerk’s desk follow the details of the President’s ob- 
jections with that precision which further time, opportunity, and 
examination would permit; but I find one of his objections to be that 
an insuflicient amount has been appropriated to the revenue-cutter 
service. If the President had examined he would have seen that the 
reduction there was very moderate if any. And, sir, if we had taken 
into consideration the misuse of that revenue-cutter service im the 
use of revenue cutters in junketings and other excursions by officers 
of the Government, we might perhaps have reduced it still more. 

As to the Signal Corps, we have, we believe, in no degree impaired 
the efficiency of that service. Its chief officer in communicating with 
us told us that he could with perfect satisfaction to the public do 
away with quite a number of stations. 

And I might as well say here that that service has grown to be an 
enormous expense to the Government, reaching last year near 
$1,000,000. 

The President, and I say it with respect, exhibits still more his 
lack of information when he comes to talk about insufficient appro- 
priations tothe mints. He ought to have known that a large sum as 
usual is this year appropriated for the mints in the legislative appro- 
priation bill. 

Again he shows his lack of information when he tells us we have 

| not provided sufficiently for the light-house establishment. We 
come entirely up to the estimates. In the revenue service, and as far 
as I know in the light-house service, we met the demands of the 
heads of those departments, and there were no material reductions 
whatever from what were recommended or agreed to by either of 
them. 

At the proper time I will show more in detail the utter insufficiency 
of the reasons given by the President of the United States, 

He complains in a measure of our action toward the District of Co- 
lumbia. Now what have we done in reference to the District of Colum- 

| bia? We have advanced to the people of this District $1,060,000 to 
pay the interest on its entire debt. 

Mr. FOSTER. Who did that? 

Mr. RANDALL. And there are various other matters in which we 
have taken the interest of this District into consideration. 

Mr. FOSTER. Was that done by this House ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. And in addition we have given to vari; 
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ous objects in this District public property and money to the amount 
of $250,000, We have given the District power enabling it to antic- 
ipate the revenues, so that the government may continue without in- 
terruption in all its necessary functions. 

Mr. Speaker, while I do not at all object to this rather unusual mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, while I am perhaps sur- 
prised under the circumstances, yet not much dissatistied with the 
attitude the President takes in reference to excessive and extrava- 
gant appropriations from the public Treasury, while he opposes in 
this way reduction of expenditures, still I must say, so far as this mes- 
sage is concerned, he finds fault without any suflicient reason what- 
ever, 

I am surprised especially, in reference to this sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, that he should take such a course as he has, when I have 
only to look back into the history ef legislation to discover that not 
very long ago the sundry civil appropriation bill embraced but 
$6,000,000, sometimes but $11,000,000, at last reaching, under a repub- 
lican administration, the enormous appropriation of $32,000,000. The 
House will appreciate what I say when I recall to its attention the 
fact that it is upon this sundry civil appropriation bill all schemes, I 
will not say all jobs, but all unnecessary expenditures are fastened. 
Every scheme, every effort to take money out of the Treasury, rap- 
ping at the doors of Congress continually, which cannot be trusted 
to pass in separate bills by themselves, are thrust fosward and em- 
braced in this sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The amount appropriated last year under the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill was about $26,644,350.09. We recommend $14,626,951.74 
this year. We recommended a decrease of $12,017,368 under appropri- 
ations of last year, and $17,933,493.55 under estimates. 

As I have already said, this bill formerly amounted to but $6,000,- 
000, sometimes coming up to $11,000,000, Then it grew to $18,000,- 
000, and finally it reached the enormous figure of $32,000,000. Appro- 
yriations became so extravagant and so oppressive, requiring either 
increased debt or increased taxation, that reduction was universally 
demanded, And we are acting, Mr. Speaker, in entire accord with 
public sentiment when we cut off as far as we could all discretionary 
and unnecessary appropriations. 

I accept therefore, Mr. Speaker, for one at least, the issue presented 
by the President of the United States, and Iam willing that the peo- 
ple shall have the opportunity of judging between his dictum and 
the close examination into appropriations by the two branches of 
Congress, and determine who is right and who is wrong. 

I have moved that the message be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and propose to call the previous question, 
but as I see the gentleman from Maine rising, I will yield to him, not 
desiring to cut off discussion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me in all fairness, the Presi- 
dent in this matter has taken a very moderate course. No fault that 
I can see should be found with him. This is a large appropriation 
bill. It contains appropriations essential to running certain branches 
of the Government. The President who sits so far as appropriations 
go in what I may call a serene atmosphere, who is not identified in 
this struggle between the House and Senate with either side, and who 
presumably looks upon all these questions in a fair light, has seen 
fit, not to veto the bill, thereby obstructing any of the wReels of the 
Government which should roll on from year to year, but to present 
his reasons why he believes that the appropriations made by both 
branches of Congress are not sufficient. 

He has simply, Mr. Speaker, exercised a power given to him by the 
Constitution. My friends on the other side in years past always have 
been sticklers for maintaining the proper balance in the co-ordinate 
branches of the Government. It does not come well or with good 
grace from them now to find any fault or to talk about accepting an 
issue with him in a defiant manner, because the, President has pre- 
sented no issue here. He has made no issue. He has put no obstruc- 
tion in the way of the appropriation bills. He believes, looking at the 
question, as I have said, not from the side of the House, not from the 
side of the Senate, but from a calm point of view, that these appro- 
priations are not sufficient. But he says what under the circum- 
stances I believe any Chief Magistrate should do, that, as Congress 
has decided that these sums shall be sufficient, he, while notifying us 
that he does not believe there will be enough, signs the bill and lets 
it become a law. 

Now the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has found 
fault because this bill has increased so in years past. Undoubtedly 
it has. Because, to begin with, certain things which formerly were 
not upon this bill have been put upon it in late years; and it has be- 
come now more than formerly what may be called the omnibus bill 
of the expenditures of the Government. When all the other dis- 
tinctive bills have passed nearly everything else goes into this bill. 
The light-house bill was formerly a bill by itself. It now helps to 
swell the amount of the sundry civil appropriation bill. And by the 
way as regards these light-honses, the gentleman should remember 
that the country has not yet got up to the point upon the light-house 
appropriation of making good the destruction during the war, of 
yuarding and lighting harbors that lead into almost every Gulf, At- 
antic, and lake State in the Union. 

So upon other matters that during the war were overlooked when 
all attention was, given to arms, and not the arts and developments 
of peace. We are obliged to appropriate more now than in the days 


| when the bill reached but $6,000,000. Take for instance the question 

|of public buildings. Congress and the President as a co-ordinate 

| branch of the Government are not confronted this year with the ques- 

| tion of what new public buildings shall be erected or provided for. 
Those have all been struck out. But we have been confronted with 
the fact that certain buildings have been begun heretofore, that they 
are now in progress of construction, and that appropriations should 
be made, not extravagant, but such asin the interests of fair econ- 
omy should keep the work going on and give protection to what has 
already been done. 

All of these things, Mr. Speaker, are a proper subject for the Pres- 
ident. They are a proper subject for his monition. But he has not 
here put himself in the way of Congress. The two branches have 
come together, and, all things considered, as I had occasion to say 
the other day, have passed a pretty fair bill; not enough, as I then 
said, to prevent deficiencies, but a fair bill in many regards. And 
the President recognizing that still notifies the House that he has 
objections to some features of it. When he does so, I do not think 
there is any occasion for dissatisfaction or affront on the part of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] moves to refer the message to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and upon that motion calls the previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to state a single fact ? 

Several MEMBERS. Vote! vote! 

Mr. KASSON. Will he just permit me to state a single fact in re- 
spect to the Signal Service? It is this: That in two States, at New 
Haven and at Springfield, where they will have to cut down the Sig- 
nal Service by reason of deficient appropriations in this bill, private 
individuals have come forward and volunteered to make up the 
amount necessary to keep the service at those points for the public 
benetit. 

Mr. RANDALL. Fifty men and what they cost, and $100,000 is all 
the reduction. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof Mr. RANDALL’s motion was agreed to, 
and the message was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 


GOLD COIN AND BULLION, ETC., IN THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair also desires te lay before 
the Honse the following executive communication. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 29, 1876. 


Sie: I am in receipt of the resolution of the House of Representatives, dated the 
24th instant, requesting me to report to the House within one week from the pas- 
sage of the resolution the amount of gold coin and gold bullion, respectively, in the 
Treasury and actually owned by the Government, with a full detailed statement 
of the amount of gold certificates outstanding, gold interest due and unpaid, called 
bonds, and all other obligations payable in onl on demand on that date, and in re- 
ply I have the honor to state that the available coin balance at the close of business 
on the 24th instant was $61, 158, 223 45 

Made up as follows: 
et ee ee ened meas $41, 627, 450 56 
Gold bullion 11, 030, 095 87 
Silver coin and bullion 8, 500, 677 02 

— 61, 158,223 45 

Against which there were matured obligations, pay- 

able on demand, as follows: 

Coin interest 

Bonds called or matured and interest thereon 
Coin certificates 

Old demand notes 


10, 456, 386 29 
3, 026, 627 51 
30, 230, 100 00 


43, 780, 021 30 


Leaving a balance in excess of all such obligations of 17, 378, 202 15 
Very respectfully, 
LOT M. MORRILL, Secretary. 
Hon. MILTON SAYLER, 
Speaker pro tempore, House of Representatives. 


Mr. RICE. I move that the report be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent that the roll of States be 
now called. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


I hope that by unanimous consent bills not per- 
mitted to come in for reference during the morning hour may now 
be presented. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
unanimous consent that gentlemen who had no opportunity under 
the call of States this morning to present bills and joint resolutions 


The gentleman from Indiana asks 


for reference way now have that opportunity. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to suspend the rules that that order may 
be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be considered as made. 

Mr. GLOVER. I ask the House to listen to me fora moment. I 
desire to present a report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot recognize the gen- 
tleman for any purpose just now, except to present a bill for refer- 
ence. 


Is there objection ? 


If there be no objection the order will 
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JOHN KELLY. 


Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4056) for the relief of 
John Kelly, of Alleghany County, in the State of Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RELATIVE VALUE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a | 
bill (H. R. No, 4057) to authorize a commission to inquire into the | 
change in the relative value of gold and silver; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Are these bills being introduced by unanimous 
consent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I objected as distinctly as I could to the introduc- 
tion of bills by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late for the gentleman to ob- 
ject now. 






MONETARY SYSTEM. 


Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 159) for the appointment of a commission to consider the 
monetary system; which was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read in full, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX. I have a similar resolution which I ask to have referred 
to the same committee, and I hope that to-morrow the committee 
will be able to report, as we have leave to report at any time. 

Mr. COX then, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 160) providing for the appointment of a joint committee 
to consider the silver and other financial questions, &c.; which was 
read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. KASSON. I call for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read in full, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
consideration at the present time. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I object. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That cannot be done at this time. 


FORT JONES MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4058) declaring the lands constituting the Fort Jones military 
reservation in Siskiyou Gounty, California, subject to pre-emption 
and homestead entry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Aflairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN E. TAYLOR. 


Mr. KIDDER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4059) granting a pension to John E. Taylor, of Yankton, Dakota; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays Were not ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. VANCE, of Ohio, was granted leave of absence for four days. 

Mr. DE BOLT was granted leave of absence indefinitely. 

Mr. HILL was granted leave of abence for ten days. 

Mr. SPARKS was granted an extension of the leave of absence here- 
tofore granted to him, for ten days. 

Mr. SEELYE was granted leave of absence for ten days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CUTLER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
nted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the claim of Mrs. Powers; no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. HENKLE, by unanimous consent, leave was 

ranted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Mrs. M. Linz; no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Major Foster H. Hixon, the bill having passed the 
House and the Senate and become a law. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a joint resolution of the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 154) prohibiting supply of special me- 
tallic cartridges to hostile Indians. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and on a di- 
vision there were—ayes 79, noes 59. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HouMAN and Mr. BEEBE were ap- 
pointed. 
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The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 62. 
So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 


| three minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


—~o 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and other papers were presented at the 
Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of citizens of New 
York, for the restoration of the fast-mail train on the Hudson River 
and New York Central Railroad, to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Henry Jones and 100 others, 
citizens of California, for the passage of a bill to enable married 
women to settle upon public lands under the pre-emption laws, not- 
withstanding their coverture, to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Also, the petition of John P. Sutton and other citizens of Califor. 
nia, of similar import, to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. J. Gilman and other citizens of California, 
of similar import, to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of D. H. Epperson and other citizens of Cali. 
fornia, of similar import, to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic of California, 
favoring the payment of the California Hundred and California Cav- 
alry Battalion, who returned after their discharge to California, of 
additional pay on account of expenses incurred in traveling, to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of James Barry and other citizens of California, 
that the right of way through the arsenal at Benicia, California, be 
granted for a narrow-gauge railway, to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Farmington (California) Grange of the order 
of Patrons of Husbandry, favoring the admission of grain and wool 
sacks free of duty, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Sebastopol (California) Grange of the order 
of Patrons of Husbandry, of similar import, to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Petaluma (California) Grange of the order 
of Patrons of Husbandry, of similar import, to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of Little Lake (California) Grange of the order 
of Patrons of Husbandry, of similar import, to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of B. R. Spellman, for the establishment of a 
post-route between Live Oak and North Butte, Sutter County, Cali- 
fornia, to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of California, re- 
questing the establishment of triweekly mail service between Cres- 
cent City, California, and Jacksonville, Oregon, to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of citizens of Ithaca, New York, for 
the re-establishment of the fast-mail trains on the New York Central 
Railway, to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Joseph McKinney, late a private 
in Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Alanson Williams, late a private of Company 
C, Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, of similar import, 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Clara E. Bryan, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, for compensation for the destruction of her property in 
Memphis, Tennessee, by order of General Hurlbut, of the United 
States Army, to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 1, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ByRoN SUNDERLAND, D.D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HAMBURGH RIOTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States : 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of July 20, 1876, calling upon the Presi- 
dent to communicate to the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest, any information in regard to the slaughter of American citizens at 
Hamburgh, South Carolina, I have the honor to submit the following inclosures, to- 
wit: 

No. 1. Letter of the 22d of July, 1876, from Governor D. H. Chamberlain, of South 
Carolina, to me. 

No. 2. My reply thereto. 

No. 3. Report of Hon. Willian Stone, attorney-general of South Carolina. 

No. 4. Report of General H. W. Parvis, adjutant and inspector-general of South 
Carolina. 

No. 5. Copy of evidence taken before a coroner's jury investigating facts relating 
to the Hamburgh massacre. 

No. 6. Printed copy of statement of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 

No. 7. Printed letter from the same to the editors of the Journal of Commerce. 

No, 8. Copy of letter from Governor Chamberlain to Hon, T. J. RonertTson 

No. 9. An address to the American people by the colored citizens of Charleston, 
South Carolina. 

No. 10. An address by a committee appointed at a convention of leading repre- 
sentatives of Columbia, South Carolina. 
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No. 11. Copy of letter of July 15, 1876, from the district attorney of Mississippi 
to the Attorney-General of the United States. 

No. 12. Letter from same to same. 

No. 15. Copy of report of a grand jury lately in session in Oxford on 

sis ures ¢ e information in m ssion touching the late 

nd brutal slaughter of unoffending men at tl town of Hamburgh 

. My letter to Go wor Chamberlain contains all the comments I 

on the subject As TS s made in that letter tothe condition of 

other Stat and particularly to Louisiana and Mississippi, I have added to the 

inclosures letters and testimony in regard to the lawless condition of a portion of 
the people of the latter State 

in regard to Louisiana affairs, murders and massacres of innocent men for opin 
ion's sake, or on account of color, have been of too recent date and of too frequent 
occurrence to require recapitulation or testimony here. All are familiar with 
their horrible details, the only wonder being that so many justify them or apologize 
for them. 

But recently a committee of the Senate of the United States visited the State of 
Mississippi to take testimony on the subject of frauds and violence in elections. 
Their report has net yet been made public; bat I await its forthcoming with a 
feeling of contidence that it will fally sustain all that I have stated relating to 
frand and violence in the State of Mississippi. 


ry mee Posse 


vU. 8. GRANT. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 31, 1876. 
The message was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 24th instant, a statement of the number 
of employés borne upon the civil list of the War Department from 
1250 t» 1875, inclusive, compiled from the Biennial Register; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SARGENT, Mr. Bout- 
WELL, and Mr. Norwoop conferees on the part of the Senate at the 
fourth conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the bill (HL R. No. 1594) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1-77, and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of John Barry, John W. 
Pumphrey, jr., William F. Marr, and others, citizens of the District of 
Columbia, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3435) pro- 
viding for the adjustment of claims against the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes ; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of M. D. Manson, L. A. Foote, 
Charles W. Elmore, and others, officers and soldiers in the late war, 
citizens of Indiana, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 58) 
to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for 
the Union; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DORSEY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Arkansas, in favor of the passage of a law authorizing the adjust- 
ment and settlement of the claim of the widow and heirs of the late 
Peter T. Crutchfield, deceased, for moneys alleged to have been taken 
from him by the State of Arkansas while acting as United States 
marshal; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

HAND-BOOK FOR THE 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred a resolution inquiring into the expediency of preparing a hand- 
book for the use of Congress, giving a brief account of the several 
Executive Departments of the Government, &c., have instructed me 
to report it back and ask to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion. The committee have adopted the suggestion, for which they 
are indebted to the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON, 
in the Congressional Directory, and I believe in a way which wil 
meet his approbation and accomplish the object which he had in of- 
fering the resolution, It is a very desirable addition, and we think it 
will improve the value of the Congressional Directory. 

Speaking of the Directory, | will state that I found yesterday a 
copy of one of the last Directories that had been issued under the old 
régime, before the present so-called “ extravagant and corrupt system 
of public printing” was adopted. I should like to have some of the 
new Senators, some of these boys who have come in since 1865, and 
never have seen the old Directory, to look at it and compare it with 
the new one, It contains scarce a tenth of the useful information and 
it is full of gross inaccuracies. The Directory used to be printed after 
the session was well under way. The last but one, I think, was not 
printed until the latter part of February, that being a short session, 
when we adjourned on the 4th of March; and they cost fifty cents a 
piece, which is about four times the cost of the present Directory. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., Who was chairman of the Committee on 
Printing then? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I had the honor to be its chairman, but the Di- 
rectory was not then printed under the supervision of the Committee 
on Printing. It was a private speculation of one of the officers of 
the House of Representatives; and in consequence of the incorrect 
character of the work, so incorrect as to mislead rather than inform, 
a resolution was passed directing the Committee on Printing to have 
it printed under “the extravagant and corrupt system of the Print- 
ing Office.” 

Mr. WITHERS. 
the Senator refers ? 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC 


USE OF CONGRESS. 


What year was the Directory printed to which 
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Mr. ANTHONY. In 1864. 
The report was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
| whom was referred the petition of employés in the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing praying fora short leave of absence to visit the 
| Centennial, to ask to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. The Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing is in no sense under the supervision of the 
Committee on Printing, but belongs to the province of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. A few days since the Committee on the Judiciary 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real 
estate in the District of Columbia. The committee have since had 
the matter informally under consideration. We reported at that time 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. I am now instructed to 
report a substitute for such substitute, and move that it be printed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. As that is a very important matter to the citizens 
of this District and the real estate here and the practice under it in 
the vourts, I shall if possible endeavor to obtain the floor to-morrow 
morning toask for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (1. R. No. 3503) for the relief of Philip Rohr, of Virginia, for 
tobacco seized for use of the Army, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2-67) to amend section 2958 of the 
Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WADLEIGH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mrs. Anna M. Orne, of New Jersey, widow and 
administratrix of Henry A. Orne, formerly of Memphis, Tennessee, 
praying for indemnity for certain damage, &c., to the property of her 
husband by the United States, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (IL. R. No. 1496) granting a pension to Mary A. Allen, 
submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. , 


DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, 


Mr. HOWE. I am instructed by the Joint Committee on the Li- 

brary of Congress, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. 

| No. 77) providing for the restoration of the original Declaration of 

Independence, to report it back without amendment and recommend 

its passage. As it is a very simple affair and appropriates no money, 

and as this is the centennial year, my friend [Mr. E>DMUNDs] sug- 
gests I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint sesolution. It empowers a commis- 
sion, consisting of the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and the Librarian of Congress, to have re- 
sort to such means as will most effectually restore the writing of the 
original manuscript of the Declaration of Independence, with the 
signatures appended thereto, now in the United States Patent Office; 
and provides that the expense attending the same be defrayed out of 
the contingent fund of the Interior Department. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IDAHO PENITENTIARY. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1972) to 
authorize the construction of an inclosure around the United States 
penitentiary at Boisé City, in the Territory of Idaho, to report it 
favorably. It is only a few lines, and it merely provides for fencing 
in the rascals who are now confined in the penitentiary of Idaho. I 
take it nobody will have any objection to having them fenced in. The 
bill appropriates $1,500 for that purpose. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill, if there is no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $1,500, or so much 
thereof as may be required, to construct a wooden inclosure around 
the United States penitentiary at Boisé City, in the Territory of 
Idaho, to be expended by the United States marshal for the district of 
Idaho, under the direction of the Attorney-General of the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WRECK OF THE MONITOR TECUMSEH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) in 
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reference to the wreck of the United States monitor Tecumseh, to | is an anthority to sell on just terms if the situation will authorize it, 


report it back with an amendment and with a recommendation that 
when amended it pass. 

I will state to the Senate that the question about which the reso- 
lution was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary arose out of some 


supposed legal difficulty concerning the situation of this monitor. | 


The monitor was a part of the United States Navy, and ran against a 
torpedo in Mobile Bay, in the year 1864, and sank in forty feet of 
water, and the place of sinking was marked by a buoy. Afterward 
Congress passed, in 1570, a joint resolution which authorized the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to take such steps as he saw fit for the collec 
tion, sale, &c., of any “ wrecked, abandoned, or derelict property 
which ought to go to the United States,” was the expression deserib- 


it went on to speak also of dues that might be owing to the late gov- 
ernment of the so-called Confederate States. Under the authority, 
as the Secretary of the Treasury supposed, of this resolution, he sold 
this wreck, if it be called a wreck, to a gentleman named Slaughter, 
and also the wreck of one of the vessels of the rebel government, for 
the sum of $50. 

When this vessel went down, all on board went withit. About one 


| 


| 





hundred and fifty officers and sailors were buried in that iron tomb, | 


and there are their remains to this day of course. The assignee of the 


man who claims to be the owner proposes to blow up the vessel in | recollection, the papers there—I am quite sure I am right—agree 
| that all that the Secretary sold was the monitor Tecumseh. 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to prevent that, unless these bodies or | 
remains are carefully removed, “decently and in order,” and if that | that may happen to be on board any more than it includes the bones 


order to get the old iron, The House passed a joint resolution instruct- 


cannot be done, to tender back the money and take possession. 

The committee, or a considerable portion of it, was inclined to the 
opinion that the joint resolution of Congress of 1870 did not author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to do anything about this vessel at 
all, inasmuch as it always was the property of the United States, and 
was in the legal possession of the Navy Department, as much so as if 
it had been at the navy-yard in this city, although it was on the bot- 
tom of the bay, but it was buoyed out. I think a majority of the 
committee are of opinion that this act of Congress did not refer to 
any such property at all, which was in the possession of the United 
States and belonged to us, in charge of the Navy Department, and 
therefore that this gentleman got no title; but, however that may be, 
we are of the opinion that this sacrilege of blowing the bones of these 
poor fellows everywhere over the bottom of the sea ought not to be 


permitted at whatever cost. Therefore we report an amendment, | introduce a bill (S.No. 1010) for the relief of Julius 8. Bohrer, master 
without any recitals or preambles which admit anybody’s title, sim- | 

ly providing that the Secretary of the Treasury shall tender this | 
$50 and interest to the party who paid it to him, and that the Secre- | 


tary of the Navy shall protect this ship and keep it from disturb- 
ance; but he is authorized in bis discretion, if it can be done ina 
suitable and decent way, to let the parties who now claim it have it 
on terms which under his supervision will provide carefully and 
effectually for removing these remains and having them properly 


buried on land. That is the amendment which we propose. I have | 
taken the time to explain it now in the nature of a report, in order 


that everybody may be notified of the grounds we take. 
Mr. WEST. Why not have it considered now? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. As it is a matter which does not involve very 


great responsibility, my friend suggests that I might as well ask for | 


the present consideration of the resolution, and if there is no objec- 
tion I will. Of course if anybody would rather have it lie over, 1 do 
not ask it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, 
subject to objection. 


The CureF CLERK. The Committee on the Judiciary report to 


strike out the preamble of the resolution and all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to return and 
tender to the party claiming to have purchased the United States monitor Tecumseh 
the sum of $50, with interest at 6 per cent. added from Aug~st 7. 1873, to the day 
of tender, said sum of $50 being the sum paid by James E. Sluughter on what pur- 
ported to be the sale of said monitor, then lying in Mobile Bay. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, directed to assume 


same to the party who paid said money, or his assigns, on just terms, providing in 
such disposition for the removal from said monitor and the proper burial of the re- 
mains of the persons carried down when she sank; such removal from the said mon- 
- and burial to be under the protection and supervision of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. WEST. Do you appropriate the money necessary ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 


a question. I understood the second section to authorize the sale to | 


the same party of the vessel after the bodies shall be removed ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to inquire if that contemplates the same | 


price which was paid to the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; it only contemplates the sale at a just price, 
and no sale at all unless decent provision can suitably and properly 
be made for the removal of these remains and their due burial. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. The point I wanted to make is that it seems | 


to me $50 is wholly inadequate even for the iron there, and I wanted 
to inquire whether the sale was authorized at the former price. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; it provides for the sale on just terms. It 





with dne regard to these bodies. 

Mr. WITHERS. I inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary whether [I understood him to say that the Judiciary 
Committee were of opinion that the sale which had been made for 
$50 was not a legal sale? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, as I understand it, the opinion of the 
comunittee. Some of the gentlemen doubt whether that is the strict 
construction of the act. I will say for myself I have no doubt at 
all; it appears clear to me that the act did not authorize the Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury to dispose of that property at all. 


Mr. CRAGIN. This matter was before the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs and by them committed to the Committee on the Judiciary 
ing the class of property to which the resolution referred; and then 


There is one point in the case that has not been brought out. In ad 
dition to the iron that surrounds this vessel,there was a safe on board 
containing a considerable amount of money, somewhere from $5,000 
to $20,000, and these parties who have bought the vessel, I am told, 
may get their remuneration in that money which they will find, and 
therefore it is not to be raised so much for the iron. It will be very 
expensive to raise the vessel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing of that sort appeared in the papers that 
we had; but I will state that a copy of the sale by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the professed sale, was before us, and, according to my 


The sale 
does not include any personal property or money of the United States 


of these poor sailors who went down in it, and if they get it up 
the money in the safe will belong to the United States. 

Mr. SPENCER. Is this joint resolution before the Senate by unani- 
mous consent ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not yet before the Senate. 
The Chair was going to put the question on taking it up. Is there 
objection to its present consideration ? 

Mr. SPENCER. Lobject to its consideration. I should like to look 
at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama objects, 
and the joint resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. L011) to extend the time for the completion 
of the Green Bay and Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal in 
the State of Wisconsin, and to repeal section 5 of chapter 32 of the 
acts of Congress of 1866; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1012) for the relief of Charles Clinton, late 


| assistant treasurer of the United States at New Orleans, Louisiana; 
| which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 


Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


| introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) detining the meaning and in- 


tent of the act of June 11, 1870, entitled “An act in relation to the 
Hot Springs reservation in Arkansas ;” which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. No. 22) allowing the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company to carry the mails in their new iron steamsbips; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to take up the report of the committee of 


| conference on the bill (H. R. No. 810) making appropriations for the 
the control and protection of said monitor, and he is authorized to dispose of the | support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1877. The report has been heretofore submitted and read. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the report explained. 

Mr. ALL3BSON. This bill appropriates $74,675 less than a similar 
bill last year. The bill as it came to the Senate from the House ap- 
propriated $259,231, to which the Senate added $49,610. The confer- 
ence committee reduced the amount $18,776 below the billas it passed 
the Senate. 

I will say that these reductions from the amount appropriated last 
year chiefly arise from the fact that in the bill this year there is no 


| appropriation for the continuation of the hospital building at West 


Point. Last year we appropriated $30,000 for a new hospital there, 
which all the officers at the academy state is very necessary ; but in 


| the spirit of economy of this year this hospital is left in an incom- 
| plete state, having been completed I think to the first story. The 


estimates called tor $42,000 to complete this hospital. The House 
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omitted that item entirely, and the building must remain in an incom- 
plete condition, 

There is also an incomplete system of sewerage at this post. The 
Senate inserted $2,000 for the purpose of completing the sewerage ; 
but the House insisted that in this time of economy they could not 
afford to allow this sewerage to be completed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That it would be a healthful measure to leave 
as it is? 

Mr. ALLISON. That seems to be the impression in the Honse. 
Therefore that item was omitted. I believe these are the principal 
items of omission in the bill of this year compared with the last. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
Are the matters in dispute with reference to the conduct of affairs at 
the Military Academy in the pay of the professors remitted by this 
report to the committee to be appointed by the respective presiding 
oflicers of the two Houses or not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatsubject is not remitted in terms. The fourth 
section of the Army appropriation bill that passed a few days ago 
provides for a commission to take into consideration the propriety of 
re-organizing the line and staff corps of the Army. The officers of 
the Military Academy being a portion of the Army, it was supposed 
that this commission or committee would take charge of that subject 
also. Therefore all matters of pay at the Military Academy at West 
Point remain as provided by the Senate in its amendments to the bill 
of the House. 

I will say with reference to the Military Academy band that the 
Senate conferees made some concessions. 

Mr. WEST. How much did they give up? 

Mr. ALLISON. They reduced the appropriation from $14,800 to 
$11,000, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are there any changes of the law in this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are no changes of the law in this bill. 

The report was concurred in. p 


CONGRESSIONAL 


EXPENSES OF COMMITTEE ON CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 
Mr. SARGENT. I submit the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the disbursing officer of the Senate shall advance such parts of 
the sum appropriated to pay the expenses of the Joint Select Committee on Chinese 
Immigration and paid into the contingent fund of the Senate to the Sergeant-at- 
Ar os of the Senate as the chairman of said committee shall in writing direct for 
tne purposes aforesaid, and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall, as soon as may be, make a 
detailed report of the expenditure thereof with proper vouchers, which, when so 
made, shall be received by said disbursing officer and returned with his accounts to 
the preper oflicer of the Treasury Department. 

I have adopted the form that has been usual in such cases ; and it is 
necessary in order to enable the fund to be drawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nodoubt about that; but the question is whether 
the resolution ought not to be referred to the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses. 

Mr. SARGENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
you are right. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let it be referred to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to, 

W. WHEELER HUBBELL. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (H. R. No. 3192) for the relief of William Wheeler 
Hubbell was indefinitely postponed. The report was based on imper- 
fections of certain papers from the Patent Office, and I ask to have 


the vote reconsidered and the bill referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, 


By unanimous consent, the motion was agreed to. 


I have no objection to its being referred. 
I do not care anything about it, if you are sure 


DEPOSIT OF INLIAN FUNDS, 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 614) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the 
United States Treasury in lieu of investment. 

The amendment was read, being in line 12 to strike out the word 
“five” and insert “ four and a half.” 

Mr. INGALLS. That relates to the amount of interest to be paid 
on the funds. The Committee on Indian Affairs believe that treaty 
stipulations require in certain cases 5 per cent. to be paid, but not 
being certain they desire a committee of conference to ascertain. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore was au- 
thorized to appoint the committee of conference. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HARRISBURGH. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use the 
surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for public build- 
ings at Harrisburgh in the prosecution of the work after the land shall 
have been paid for. 
an appropriation of $160,000 was made by Congress to purchase a 
proper site for a public building in the city of Harrisburgh. For vari- 
ous reasons it was difficult to make the purchase at the time, and the 
reduction in the values has enabled the Government to purchase 
this site for about one-third of the amount appropriated. It is desir- 
able that the additional sum not to be used in the purchase of the 
property shall be used immediately in preparing the ground and 


The facts are about these: At the last session | 
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getting materials for the building. This will afford time enough by 
| the next meeting of Congress to enable a proper appropriation to be 
made for the whole. I ask no appropriation now, but that that part 
of the appropriation that stands over may be used in preparing for 
| the building. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 1006) authorizing 
| the Secretary of the Treasury to use the surplus of certain moneys here- 
tofore appropriated was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported the bill 
with amendments. 

The amendments were to strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words “ post- 
office and Government offices” and insert “ public buildings ;” and in 
line 9, to strike out “ to” and insert “ for;” so as to make the bill read: 

That after purchasing the site and obtaining a valid title to the land anthorized 
to be purchased for public buildings at Herrisburgh, Pennsylvania, by the act of 
March 3, 1875, the Secretary of the Treasury is bereby authorized and directed to 
use any moneys left of the appropriation made by said act of Congress for the im- 
provement of the premises so purchased, with a view to the use of the same as a 
post-office and Government offices, as named in the said act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

| ments were concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore 
appropriated for a site for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania.” 

REUBEN DAVIS. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate proceed tothe consideration 
of Senate bill No. 990. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 990) to remove the 
political disabilities of Reuben Davis, of Mississippi, was read the 
second time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed by a two-thirds vote. 

LAND DISTRICT IN WYOMING. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 1336. It is a local bill reported unanimously. 
By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. No. 1336) to establish a new 
| land district in the Territory of Wyoming was considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. By it all the public lands in the Territory of 
| Wyoming lying west of the thirty-first meridian of longitude west 
| from Washington are to constitute a new land district to be called 
‘the Evanston district. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM 8. ROBINSON. 


I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate 


Mr. WRIGHT. 
bill No. 436. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 436) for the relief 
of William 8. Robinson, of Malden, Massachusetts, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that William 8. Robinson, of the town of 
Malden, and Commonwealth of Massachusetts, was lately the clerk 
of the house of representatives of the Legislature, or “ general court,” 
of that Commonwealth, and it is represented that as said clerk of one 
of the legislative branches of the government he was assessed and 
paid income taxes on his salary for the period of ten years under the 
internal-revenue laws of the United States as then construed and exe- 
cuted; and that by reason of the serious illness of Robinson, and his ab- 
sence from the country and from home considerable periods of time 
consequent thereon, since these assessments and payments, he was 
not informed that they had been held by the peener authorities to be 
illegal, and that the same would be refunded by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in time to prepare and present his claims therefor within the 
— required by section 44 of the act approved June 6, 1872, 

yut were not, as is alleged, presented until the time and limitation in 

that act had expired; the bill therefore directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department to examine the claims of Robinson, pre- 
sented for that purpose in the manner heretofore prescribed by the 
Treasury Department for the presentation of the like claims, and to 
reject the claims or to refund the taxes the same as if the claims had 
been presented within the period fixed by section 44 of the act ap- 
proved June 6, 1872. 

The Committee on Claims proposed to amend the bill in line 8 by 
inserting after the word “taxes” the words “to his legal represent- 
atives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ican state the factsof the case. There is not any 
question as to the facts; there is no question as to the service of this 
| party, and no question that he paid these taxes; nor is there any 
| question but that these taxes would have been refunded if the appli- 
| cation had been made in time. When the matter was originally be- 
| fore the committee there was no sufficient ground shown why this 
| application was not made in time under the law. After that the bill 
was recommitted, and then it appeared by the statement of the widow 
| of this person, as also by the statement of one of the members on this 
| floor from Massachusetts, the junior Senator, [Mr. DAWEs,} that this 
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person had been in such a diseased state of mind that he was unable 
to attend to this business, and for that reason the application was not 
made in time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When did the time of limitation expire ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ido not remember the time exactly now. I only 
state the fact that it was by reason of this condition of his mind that 
he was unable to attend to business. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the time expired about a year ago. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 1 think longer ago than that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very dangerous to remove the statute of 
limitations about any claim against the United States, more so in- 
deed than it is a statute of limitations in respect to interests between 
private parties. At least I think so. Butif the chairman states 
that this man was insane so that he had not the mental power to 
protect his rights and had not any guardian, then I do not know but 
that it is well enough to let the bill go through. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The facts are found as stated in the report. We 
did not set out all the testimony leading to this conclusion, but we 
found the fact that he was unable to attend to his business by reason 
of his mental condition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand that his mental condition was 
such as to make him incapable of attending to business ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not know that I expressed it in that language, 
but I certainly think my language implies all that the Senator states. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator means that now, as I understand? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think the Senator would wish to leave on 
record quite that impression that he was incapable of doing business. 
He was not in one sense incapable of it, but his mental condition was 
very much impaired, and it was a condition approaching that, and 
he went abroad for the purpose of relief, so that the statute expired 
without any knowledge of that fact on his part; but I do not desire 
to have the Senate vote on the impression that he was not in his right 
mind. He had a difficulty about bis mental condition that rendered 
it impossible for him to take care of his own business. That is just 
what it was—an absolute nervous prostration. He was found dead 
in his bed in the morning. It was a sort of nervous paralysis. Pre- 
cisely the same reasons governed both Houses in passing a bill a few 
months since in reference to a judge in Ohio, who from impaired 
health was unable to attend to business, and I think went abroad; 
and on the recommendation of the committee that bill was passed. 
There was an entire absence of any evidence when this committee 
reported the first time; but it being exactly like that case, I took the 
pains to present it to the committee again and they were without 
any doubt on the subject upon the testimony presented. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of William 8. Robinson, of Malden, Massachu- 
setts.” 

REFORM AND RE-ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints as members on 
the part of the Senate on the commission to which was referred the 
subject of the reform and re-organization of the Army provided for in 
the act, fourth section of the act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, and for 
other purposes, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. West] and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL. } 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. 8S. 
GRANT, jr., his Secretary, announced that the following bills having 
been received by the President on July 19, and not having been re- 
turned by him to the Senate within the ten days prescribed by the 
Constitution, have become laws without his signature : 

A bill (S. No. 123) for the relief of Philip 8S. Wales, medical in- 
spector in the United States Navy; and 

A bill (S. No. 627) making an appropriation to pay the claim of 
Butler, Miller & Co. 

LAND DISTRICT IN IDAHO. 


Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, in behalf of the people of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill No. 538. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the bill (S. No. 538) to create an ad- 
ditional land district in the Territory of Idaho was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Lands proposed to amend the bill in line 8 
by inserting the word “ south” before “ boundary,” and in line 9 insert- 
ing the word “north” before the words “of base-line ;” so as to read: 


That all that part of the Territory of Idaho, described and bounded as follows, 
namely: commencing at the southeastern corner of said Territory; thence rnaning 
west on the line between said Territory and the Territory of Utah to the line be- 
tween ranges No. 23 and No. 24 east, Boisé meridian; thence north to the south 
boundary of township No, 10 north of base line; thence east to the eastern bound- 
ary of Idaho Territory ; thence southerly, following the eastern boundary of Idaho 


Territory, to the place of beginning, shall constitute a separate land disirict, to be 
called Oneida land district, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

IMPEACHMENT OF W. W. BELKNAP. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The honr of twelve o’clock having 
arrived, legislative and executive business will be suspended, and the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the articles of impeach- 
ment exhibited by the House of Representatives against William W. 
Belknap, late Secretary of War. 

The Senate then proceeded to the trial of the impeachment of 
William W. Belknap, late Secretary of War. 

The Senate sitting for the trial of the impeachment of William W. 
Belknap having adjourned then resumed its 

LEGISLATIVE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
session. 
ness. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
minutes. 


SESSION. 


The Senate resumes its legislative 
The Chair will lay before the Senate the untinished busi- 


I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

Mr. THURMAN. It will be remembered that in the early part of 
the session a bill was reported by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections respecting the counting of electoral votes for President and 
Vice-President, and after a long discussion was finally passed. I 
voted for it and moved to reconsider the vote by which it was passed, 
and that motion has never yet been taken up. I am now informed 
that if taken up it will lead to a discussion, and that at this late pe- 
riod of the session would be fatal to any measure whatsoever on this 
subject. I therefore suppose that the only way in which the two 
Houses can come to-an arrangement is for the bill to go to the House 
and let the House propose such amendments as it may in its wisdom 
deem to be proper. I therefore ask leave to withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote on the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 1) to provide for and regulate the counting of votes for Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, and the decision of questions arising there- 
on, was reconsidered, as the record shows; and the question is on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not think any vote was taken on the recon- 
sideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen 
minutes and we can look into that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Was the vote reconsidered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so on the record. 

Mr. CONKLING. Therefore another vote is necessary to pass the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the third read- 
ing of the bill. The Senator from Vermont moves to take a recess 
for fifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at two o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess for fifteen minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (at two o’clock and forty minutes 
p.m.) The recess having expired, the Senate resumes its session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ApaMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 36) to restore the name of Captain 
Edward S. Meyer to the active list of the Army. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain indebtedness in- 
curred in the construction of the New York court-house and post-oflice 
building ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution ; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 36) to restore the name of Captain Edward 8. 
Meyer, to the active list of the Army: and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 154) prohibiting supply of special me- 
tallic cartridges to hostile Indians. 


OSAGE LANDS IN KANSAS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, which is the bill (H. R. 
No. 3625) providing for the sale of the Osage ceded lands in Kansas 
to actual settlers. The pending question is on the 

Mr. CONKLING. There is no quorum obviously of the Senate 
present, and I suggest that there should be a call of the Senate or a 
quorum present before business proceeds, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was only stating the 
question. The Secretary will call the roll of Senators. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lhope not. It is not three o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is found to be present, 
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and the Secretary will report the pending question on the unfinished | 


business 


the Cuier CLERK. 
[ Mr. INGALLS 
words 


The amendment of the Senator from Kansas 


] is to strike out in section 5, commencing in line 5, the 


sum of fifteen cents per acre in addition to the im heretofore paid, to cover in 


part the expense incurred in litigating the title to said land set up by said railroads, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


sale or cancellation 


So that if amended the section will read : 
Sec. 5. That all entries heretofore made of any of said lands, and set aside or 
canceled by the Secretary of the Interior, on the ground that the said railroads had 
aprior grant of said lands, be restored by the said Secretary of the Interior subject 
to any valid adverse claims that may have accrued before or since such sale or can- 
oollation 

Mr. INGALLS. The object of the amendment is simply to permit 
any adverse claims that may have accrued before or since the entries 
were set aside by the Secretary of the Lnterior to be adjudicated 
properly, and the change of the section is rendered necessary from 
the fact of the eighth section being stricken out and the price re- 
reduced from $1.40 to $1.25 per acre. The latter part of the section 
from line 4 to line 9 is incongruous with the remainder of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think my friend from Kansas is correct; but 
the section itself ought to be changed a little. It provides: 


Phat all entries heretofore made of any of said lands, and set aside or canceled— 


Without describing the nature of the entry. I think it ought to 
be “all legal or regular entries,” so that if neither party had any 
right, and one man entered under the railroad and another entered 
under the Secretary of the Interior, and they had conflicting claims, 
they should be left on exactly common ground. ' As the man under 
the railroad, it turned out, had no law to support him, if the other 
man had not any law to support him, we ought to leave the first pos- 
Bessor 10 Possession. 

Mr. INGALLS. I agree to that amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to the amendment of the 
Senator. ‘The one I shall propose will be afterward. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator, as I understand, suggests the inser- 
tion of the word “lawful” after the word “all” and before the word 
“entries” in the first line. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by adding a section: 

SK This act shall not take effect until said tribes of Indians shall file their 
assent thereto with the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call attention to a proviso on page 2 
of the bill in the first section stricken out in committee. I wish to 
know what is done with that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to strike out was 
disagreed to. ‘The proviso is in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought not to be disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What proviso is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The first proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the striking out ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to allow that 
amendment to be agreed to. We have no more right to take these 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections from these Indians than we have 
to take any other land belonging to any individual in the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. The joint resolution of April 10, 1669, in express 
terms declares that the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections shall be 
reserved in these lands for the use of the State of Kansas for school 
purposes, The Secretary of the Interior has already decided that the 
right of the State does not attach. The committee agreed that this 
provision should be stricken out, in which I very cheerfully concurred 
with them. When the question came to the Senate, on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHerMan,] the amendment was disa- 
greed to contrary to my judgment and against what I believe to be 
the law in the case. So far as I am concerned personally, I am en- 
tirely willing that the words shall be stricken out, believing as I do 
that neither the law nor the treaty provides for the reservation of 
these sections for school purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move a consideration or ask unanimous 
consent that this amendment reported by the committee but disagreed 
to in Committee of the Whole shall prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we take that question I should like to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands to explain how that 
would leave us? 

Mr. OGLESBY. The sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in these 
Tudian lands belong to the Osage Indians and were ceded under this 
treaty that has now become familiar to the Senate, and were in no 
sense public lands. They were in no sense lands to which the ordi- 
nance for the admission of the States into the Union ever applied. 
They could not be reserved for school purposes in the ordinance of 
admission. They were Indian lands under the control of the Indians 


| pose. 
Upon the payment by each purchaser to the receiver of the proper land office the | 
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with an unextinguished Indian title. It would not be fair to take 


| these lands now and give them to so good a purpose as is provided 


for in the proviso, a purpose that everybody heartily indorses, the 
common schools; but it is wrong to take those sections for that pur- 
They properly belong to the Indians and ought to be exempted 

from reservation for school purposes. 
Mr. ALLISON. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 


| Illinois to the fact that these lands were absolutely donated by the 


| treaty of 1867 to the education and civilization of the Indian tribes, 
yject to any valid adverse claims that may have accrued before or since such 


Mr. OGLESBY. Unquestionably. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now it is proposed to take these sections from the 
Indian tribes and place them under the control of the State of Kan- 
sas. 

Mr. OGLESBY. What the Senator from Kansas says is exactly 
true that it is taking this land from the education of the Indians gen- 
erally in the United States and giving it to the education of white 
children. It belongs to the Indian fund; it belongs to the Indian 
families, and ought in my honest jadgment to be kept there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that the act of admission of Kansas, Jan- 
uary 29, 1861, provides that— 


The following propositions are hereby offered to the said people of Kaneas for 
their freo acceptance or rejection, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on the 
United States and upon the said State of Kansas, to wit: First, that sections Nos 


| 16 and 36 in every township of public lands in said State, and where cithber of svid 


sections or any part thereof has been sold or otherwise been disposed of, other 


lands, eqvivalent thereto and as contiguous as may be, shall be granted to said 
State for the use of schools, 


Of course it is plain under the present state of the law as decided 
by the Supreme Court, that these were not public lands in the judi- 
celal and legislative sense at that time, but a provision was made 
that “lien lands,” as I believe they are called, should be given to the 
State of Kansas for schools to make it up. So I confess I do not sce 
why the Indians should not have the benefit of these sections, and 
in that case the proviso ought to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the proviso will be stricken out. 

Mr. BOOTH. I move to amend section 2 by striking out of lines 3 
and 4 the words “not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres ;” so as 
to read: 


The Chair 


Src. 2. That any person who is a citizen of the United States, or has declared his 
intention to become such, who in good faith had purchased any portion of said land 
from either the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Company or the 


Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad Company. 

As the bill now stands, section 2 allows all persons who have bought 
in good faith from the railroad companies to acquire title from the 
United States by paying the sum specified to the extent of one hun- 
hundred and sixty acres. There are persons, the Senator from Kan- 
sas I believe said there were one bundred, who had bought of the 
railroad companies in good faith tracts of land exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, had paid the full price, and made valuable im- 
provements. I think the same principle of equity that would give 
the purchaser of one hundred and sixty acres the right of pre-emp- 
tion from the United States ought to be extended to those who have 
bought larger tracts. That will be effected by the amendment I pro- 
r08e, 
. Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Kansas will accept the 
amendment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. INGALLS. I cannot accept the amendment. I am entirely 
willing the Senate shall vote upon it without any further discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment wos agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments nade as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. No. 4053) to further authorize the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs to purchase supplies for the Indian Bureau in open mar- 
ket; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4054) to continue the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to continue the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenses of the Government ;’ ” 

A bill (H. R. No. 4055) to continue the public printing; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1972) to authorize the construction of an inclosure 
around the United States penitentiary at Boisé City, in the Territory 
of Idaho; and 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 77) providing for the restoration of 
the original Declaration of Independence. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to take up House bill No. 3022, known as 
the river and harbor bill. é 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, preservation, and comple- 
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tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- Mr. HOWE. I ask the Senator from Iowa if it is not his purpose 
joxes, Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. to have the amendments acted on as they are reached in the reading 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read. of the bill? 
Mr. DAVIS. Before we proceed to the consideration of the bill I | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont has in- 


desire to give notice that on Thursday morning after the morning | sisted on the formal reading of the bill through before action is taken 
hour, if I do not interfere with some appropriation bill or conference | on the amendments. 

report, I shall ask the Senate to permit me to make some remarks Mr. ALLISON. If my friend from Wisconsin can persuade my 
upon the report of the Committee on Finance in regard to Treasury | friend from Vermont that one reading of the bill is enough for us all 
discrepancies. 


to understand it, Il think we may act on the amendments as we go on. 


Mr. KELLY. At the conclusion of this bill I shall ask as a favor Mr. HOWE. [think the Chair could persuade him of that. 
of the Senate to dispose of what is known as the Klamath land bill, Mr. EDMUNDS. Weare acting according to rules now. 
which my friend from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has so ably argued Mr. HOWE. Lask if it is the right of a Senator to have this bill 
on the other side. read through at length, it being the same bill which has once before 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg to say as to the Klamath Indian bill that I | been before the Senate and has been read at length, recommitted, 
have not begun to argue the other side on that question yet. The | and reported back again? 
case has hardly been opened. I wish to give notice, as I have done The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the same as a fresh bill, which 
about twenty times before, that when this bill is over I shall try to | requires to be read. It has been recommitted and reported on a dif- 
have the Senate dispose of the Pacific Railroad question, which is | ferent basis; substantially a fresh bill. 
still on the President’s table. Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that we consider the 
Mr. PADDOCK. I also desire, in a modest way, to give notice to | amendments of the committee as the bill is read. I think there will 
the Senate that after this bill is finished, whatever the result may be, | be no objection. 


I shall ask that the bill for a partial restoration of the franking priv- | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
ilege be eonsidered—— Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Impartial you mean. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Very partial, and very impartial, too; I accept Mr. HOWE. I acquiesce in the decision of the Chair. 
the amendment of my friend from Vermont. . The Chief Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (H. R. No. 3022) making Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the Clerk reading the original House bill ? 
appropriations for the construction, repair, preservation, and com- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 
pletion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not mean to insist upon that, but to ask 
purposes, is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. that the amended bill as reported be read. 
Mr. ALLISON. This bill has been read so often and is so familiar to The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘This is the bill, the Chair under- 
the Senate that I trust Senators will waive any special reading. stands, The amendments constituting the changes will be read sub- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. This particular bill has never been before the Sen- | sequently. 
ate heretofore, becanse it 1s reduced about two-sevenths and where the Mr. EDMUNDS. Now lI do not understand what page the Secre- 


reductions come in we do not know. It will not take long to read it, | tary is on. 
and in order to get a general run of the bill so that we can tell where The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Page 6. 


the amendments come in, I insist that the bill be read. Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought the committee had reported an entire 
Mr. SARGENT. Then let us act on the amendments in order as we | fresh substitute, but I see they have not. 

go through the reading of the bill. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator insist on reading 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No. Let it be read through in order to provide | it through? 

the great security to each State so much insisted on hitherto. Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, as it is altogether new. I thought the bill 


Mr. ALLISON. Would it not satisfy the Senator from Vermont if | reported by the committee was a substitute for the Honse bill, and I 
the Clerk should read the amendments proposed by the Committee on | did not ask in that case that the old bill should be read. 
Appropriations? I think we can gather practically all there isin the | Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Vermont now 
bill from reading the amendments, to suggest that we read the bill with the amendments and act upon 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps we shall, as it is mostly a bill of amend- | the amendments as they are reached ? 
ments, but we cannot understand the effect of the amendments with- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asked the Senator from 
out seeing what the amendments leave. Therefore I beg in the most | Vermont the question, and the Chair understood him to say he wished 
modest way to ask the indulgence of the Senate tu have this bill read | the bill read through. 
ounce that we may see what it is. Mr. EDMUNDS. My objection is that I wish to see for one the gen- 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (at three o’clock and five minutes | eral effect of this bill and its general character, and that we shall see 
p-m.) I believe it is always in order to move an adjournment of the | asthe reading goesalong. I do not ask for the reading for the purpose 


Senate. Therefore I move that the Senate do now adjourn. of taking up time, but in order that I may understand the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the motion of my honorable friend will not The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read to the 
be agreed to, end of the first section, at line 519, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion is not debatable. Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not ask for the reading of the second section. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania | It is all stricken out by the committee. 

moves that the Senate do now adjourn. , The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Uf there be no objection, the read- 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 12, noes | ing of the second section will be omitted. 

18; no quorum voting. Mr. ALLISON. I find on looking over the bill what is a typograph- 
Mr. LOGAN. I think we ought to have a short executive session. | ical error, I suppose. On page 20, line 464, where $285,000 are to be 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no quorum. expended on Muscle Shoals the committee recommend striking out 
Mr. WITHERS and others. Let us have the yeas nays on the mo- | “eighty-five” and inserting “ fifty-two;” so as to make it $255,000, 

tion to adjourn. Having changed the amount in the beginning of the paragraph, we 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas | must change the amount at the close and must insert “ fifty-five” in- 


6, nays 38; as follows: stead of “ eighty-five.” 
YEAS—Messrs. Cameron of Pennsylvania, Hitchcock, Jones of Florida, Me- Mr. EDMUNDS. That is one of the advantages of having the bill 
Creery, Robertson, and Stevenson—6. read. pen 2 ‘ i 
NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Christiancy, Conk- Mr. ALLISON. I observe that the House on page 20, line 476, 


ling, Cooper, Davis, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Gordon, Harvey, Howe, Ingalls, Kernan, ’ 


me MeDenala’ Mt Stern aiitehell Morrill Mor Senn spell “jetty” “jettee.” The Senator from Vermont suggests that we 
ey, gan, cVonaid, axcy, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morr Norwood, Ogieaby, he Ts Sel Shar - i . - : = 
Paddock, Randolph, Ransom, Sargent, Saulsbury, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, strike out nina and insert " y- 1 om not sure but that that - right. 
Whyte, Windom, Withers, and Wright—38. Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not make any such suggestion, if the Sena- 
ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bogy, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wis- | tor will pardon me, in any public sense. Far be it from me to at- 
consin, Clayton, Cockrell, Conover, Cragin, Dennis, Dorsey, Edmunds, Frelinghuy- > ; ne CO 2 riati : sart spell- 
sen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, McMillan, i to instruct the Committee on Appropriations in the art of spell 
Morton, Patterson, Sharou, Sherman, Spencer, and Thurman—27. . 





Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon of the Senator. I will look into that 

So the motion was not agreed to. matter and see what is the proper spelling. I think it is spelled cor- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the | rectly in the bill now. 

reading of the bill. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will observe to the Sena- 


Mr. ALLISON. I rise to a question of order. This bill has once | tor from Iowa that any amendment is out of order until the amend- 
been read thoroughly, and Ido not know whether it must be read | ments of the Committee on Appropriations have been considered. 
again or not under the rules. Mr. ALLISON. These are amendments of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Since this bill was reported it has been recom- I desire to say a word or two with reference to this bill. It will 
mitted, and is now reported as if for the first time fresh, and it must | be remembered that the bill came to us with an appropriation of 
be read through. Ido not ask its reading as a matter of form, but | $5,872,000 in round numbers from the House of Representatives. The 
in order that every Senator may see what its general scope and | Committee on Appropriations, after a careful examination and con- 
etlect is. : | sideration of the bill, with the aid of the examinations previously 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. made by the Committee on Commerce, struck out a large number of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. | the appropriations proposed by the House, regarding them as local 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. Having read to line 12, | in their character and not national, and inserted in lieu of these ap- 
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propriations thus stricken out an increase of appropriations upon 
great national works that have been prosecuted for years and the 
necessity for the continuous prosecution of which still exists. That 
bill came into the Senate and all the amendments which were pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations striking out appropria- 
tions were non-concurred in by the Senate, while all the amendments 
inserting appropriations upon these great national works were con- 
curred in by the Senate, thus placing the Senate in the position of 


having increased this appropriation bill about $900,000, The bill | 


standing in this position was recommitted to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations with instructions to re-examine the bill and report it 
again, the Senate limiting the total aggregate of the bill to $5,000,000, 
The Committee on Appropriations have carefully gone over every 
item of this bill in committee, reading the report of the engineers 
having charge of these works and making such examination in de- 
tail of each particular work as they could make within the two or 
three days allotted to this business. They now bring this bill back 
ayain to the Senate with amendments in exact accordance with the 
instructions of the Senate providing for an aggregate appropriation 
of $5,000,000, not one cent more nor one cent less. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that include the last amendment? 


Mr. ALLISON. That includes every amendment and every pro- | 


vision in the bill. We have carried out as faithfally as we could carry 
out the instructions of the Senate inthisregard. We have been com- 


pelled, in thus endeavoring to carry out the instructions of the Sen- | 
aie, tostrike out many works of a local character, to reduce appro- 


priations of a national character largely, and in wany respects per- 
haps we have done injustice to what are called the local interests in 
particular States; but I desire now to say that this bill, having thus 
received the careful consideration and attention of the Committee on 
Appropriations for the second time, if it shall be amended in any par- 
ticular with reference to the amounts involved, in my judgment can- 
not pass at the present session 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Increasing the amounts f 

Mr. ALLISON. Increasing, or reducing, perhaps I might add; I, 
however, will not say that; but I mean by interfering with the ar- 
rangement. Inspeaking of an arrangement I do notm an an arrange- 
ment with reference to States, but an arrangement by which all the 
various public works that are now in process of construction shall be 
continued without detriment to those works. I say if any material 
change is made in this respect, in my judgment the bill cannot pass 
at the present session. 

Therefore I submit now to the Senate the proposition that these 
amendments shall be taken as a whole as proposed by the committee 
and concurred in or non-concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the first twenty-two lines of the 
bill now reported contain amendments striking out altogether ap- 
propriations for four works, general and national in their character, 
interesting to general commerce, in respect of which I chance to 
know something, because they are located in the State of New York. 
The first of these amendments proposes to strike out everything for 
the harbor of Dunkirk, on Lake Erie. Dunkirk is the terminus of 
the Erie Railway, and but one fact known to me diminishes the im- 
portance which used to attach to the harbor of Dunkirk. In re- 
cent years the Erie Railroad has built a branch to Buffalo, and as 
that branch sends cars to the elevators in Buffalo, which as we all 
know are very superior elevators, where those cars can be loaded in 
bulk with corn and wheat cheaply and with surprising quickness, 
many propellers running to carry cargoes in bulk of wheat and corn 
that formerly plied to Dunkirk go now to Buffalo. The withdrawal 
of a part of that single branch or item of the carrying-trade is the 
only fact known to me rendering Dunkirk now less important as a 
harbor than Dunkirk ever was or might have promised in the past to 
be. Notwithstanding this diversion, Dunkirk remains a very im- 
portant harbor; and between Buffalo and Dunkirk there is no harbor 
on Lake Erie. In respect therefore of the safety of vessels, in re- 
spect of its trade, in respect of all that makes a harbor valuable and 
necessary, Dunkirk is an important harbor. The first amendment, I 
repeat, withholds from Dunkirk all appropriation whatever. It ap- 
ae nothing either to continue the work or to preserve the har- 
yor, or to shield from the action of the elements the work already 
done and incomplete. , 

I do not state these facts, as Senators might suppose, for the pur- 
pose of opposing this amendment. Considering the strait of this bill, 
considering the condition of the country and of the Treasury, I do 
not feel warranted, because of an amendment which I regret so much 
as this, in attempting to overset or aid in overthrowing the work of 
the committee; but I call attention to it thus early for two or three 
reasons, one of which will suffice. If concurring now in this amend- 
ment the Senate shall hereafter go back and refuse to concur in other 
reauctions or in other instances in which appropriations are stricken 
out, I do not wish to be held inconsistent when I maintain, as I shall, 
that if the Senate refuses to concur with the committee and begins 
to add to this bill, in the case of local improvements or even of gen- 
eral improvements, this improvement is conspicuously one in which 
the Senate, should it adopt that line of action, ought to revise the 
recommendation of the committee. 

The same remark | wish to make, so as not to vex the ear of the 
Senate again, touching the amendment striking out everything for 
the harbor at Olcott, everything for the harbor at Pultneyville, every- 
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thing for the harbor at Great Sodus Bay, and other recommendations 
striking out altogether appropriations for harbors on Lake On- 
tario, a coast so little indented thet harbors are rare and important. 
I believe there was not, before the committee saw the bill, one single 
appropriation for a work located in the State of New York in any 
sense local. The chairman of the committee will bear me ont when 
I say that there was not in any version of this bill an appropriation 
for any stream lying within the State of New York, and in any sense 
local. The appropriations were for improvements of arms of the sea, 


| and of the Hudson River which for this pur;ose I might almost 


call an arm of the sea, and which certainly is a great national high- 
way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is tide-water. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is part of a highway extending from the 
western extremity of the lakes to tide-water, and a river in which 
the Senator from Vermont reminds me the tide ebbs and flows to the 
head of navigation. There may have been one appropriation in the 


| bill not falling strictly within the description I have given, a single 
| one relating to the improvement of Harlem River so as to connect, 





by means of the Spuyten Duyvil and the Harlem River, the North 
River with Long Island Sound. I should not describe that as a work 
applying to an arm of the sea, because in some sense and to some ex- 


| tent it was an attempt to create a channel by excavation and by other 


means. Omitting that, unless I have forgotten some appropriation, 
the bill contained none for a work located in the State of New York, 
except the harbors on the great lakes of Ontario and Erie, and im- 
provement of the arms of the sea, and of this one great channel of 
national commerce. 

Therefore I shall not be called in the after stages of this bill to in- 
sist, whatever may be the ne of policy adopted by the Senate, that 
any local improvement shall be provided for in the bill, which im- 
provement is located in the State which it is my privilege in part to 
represent. I wish, however, to file this general caveat, that if the com- 
mittee shall be overthrown by the Senate, so that we are to revise 
their work touching national improvements which they have dis- 
carded, and more especially touching local improvements, then I shall 
hold myself convicted of no inconsistency, having agreed with the 
committee in the beginning, if I adopt what shall turn out to be 
the judgment and the action of the Senate as the rule to govern me 
touching appropriations which it may be considered more especially 
my business to understand and to regard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Iowa, [ Mr. ALLISON. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the amendments reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations be agreed to in gross. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not if objected to. 

Mr. CONKi- ING. It is only in order by nnanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know I run some risk of being thought captions, 
but one who thinks he is doing his duty can bear that; and 1 may be 
allowed to say that that would be just like the previous question in 
the House of Representatives, and by and by, when we get to a con- 
ference, we shall be told by the House, whose appropriations we have 
reduced, “You have never considered this thing; a committee has 
fixed it up; and you behave just as we do.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not press the motion. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Do I understand the Senator in charge of the 
bill to consent to take the items separately? 

Mr. ALLISON. One objection compels me to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects, 
and it could not be done without unanimous consent. The first 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations will be reported. 

The tirst amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 9 and 10, in the following words : 


For the improvement of the harbor at Dunkirk, New York, $18,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in line 12, to increase the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Buffalo, New York,” from 
75,000 to $85,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 15 and 16, in the fol- 
lowing words: 
For the improvement of the harbor at Olcott, New York, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 18, to increase the appropriation 
“fer the improvement of the harbor at Oak Orchard, New York,” 
from $2,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 19 and 20, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of the harborat Pultneyville, New York, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 21 and 22, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ee 
The next amendment was in line 24, to increase the appropriation 
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“for removing obstructions in the East River and Hell Gate, New 
York,” from $200,000 to $290,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 35, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of Eagle Harbor, Michigan,” from $15,000 to 
$12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 38, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Marquette, Michigan,” from 
$5,000 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 40, to reduce the appropriation 
‘for the improvement of the harbor at Frankfort, Michigan,” from 
$5,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 42, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Manistee, Michigan,” from 
$15,000 to $14,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 45 and 46, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Pent Water, Michigan, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 47 and 48, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at White River, Michigan, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 56, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Menomonee, Wisconsin,” from 
$10,000 to $8,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 58, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Ahnepee, Wisconsin,” from 
$10,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 60, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Two Rivers, Wisconsin,” from 
$15,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 62, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Falls of Saint Anthony, Minnesota,” 
from $125,000 to $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 66, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Toledo, Ohio,” from $75,000 
to $60,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it would be ineffective to make any op- 
position to this amendment, but I think I must complain, not only 
geographically but upon the ground of merit, of harbors like Toledo 
and Cleveland being reduced insignificantly to a sum barely suflicient 
to maintain the works there where the commerce is very great, and 
while $275,000 is given for the improvement of the Kanawha River, 
a mere branch of a branch of a branch of a branch. I do not feel dis- 
posed myself to stand here and submit to a discriniination which I 
think is geographical in character throughout the bill. There is the 
breakwater at Cleveland, a work that has been undertaken by the 
Government of the United States, which is now in progress, an im- 
pediment to navigation, with a customs business of $197,000,000 at 
that harbor. There is the harbor of Toledo which is a great entre- 
pot, the great out-going place for all the produce of Indiana and 


Western Ohio. The town contains 35,000 or 40,000 inhabitants, and 
the commerce is very large; I have not the statistics before me. The 
House appropriated the very lowest sum the engineers supposed they 
could get on with, and it does seem to me that for the committee after 
appropriating for slack-water navigation on the Great Kanawha River 
$275,000, and appropriating money for the mountain streams in some 
of the southern and western States, to refuse to make an appropri- 
ation for these great harbors is not making a bill which onght to be 
sustained by the Senate. It is wrong, wrong geographically, for this 
reason: The Kanawha is a stream that I am somewhat familiar with ; 
at least with its geographical position. Just on the other side of the 
Ohio River, above it, is the Muskingum River which the State of Ohio 
has improved and spent all the money necessary to be spent on it, 
two or three million dollars. On the opposite side of the Ohio River 
there is another tributary of the Ohio, the Kanawha, and it is pro- 
posed that we shall make slack-water navigation there and spend I 
do not know how many millions of dollars in carrying out a system 
of improvement. One of the members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations told me that this was part of a great line of improvements 
which if the Government undertakes will cost from thirty-five to 
seventy millions of dollars; that is, to carry the slack-water naviga- 
tion over the Alleghany Mountains on the summit between West 
Virginia and Virginia. It seems to me that that class of work ought 
to be cut out of this bill if we are to bear reductions in all the great 


harbors of the country. I feel that now I cannot sit here and see the 


improvements on these harbors known to be of the very highest im- 


portance, like Toledo and Cleveland, ent down to a sum barely suf 


licient to make a show of work while there are other improvements 
through this bill that I supposed would be dropped out, such as the 
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improvement of the French Broad River, and especially the improve- 
ment of tho Great Kanawha River, and the removal of snags out of 
the Little Kanawha, comparatively a very small stream. I do think 
that this ought not to be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio that more 
money could be judiciously expended at the harbors of Toledo, Cleve- 
land, and Sandusky City. I perhaps might agree with him in what 
he says about the Kanawha, but I am not quite ready to do so. The 
Kanawha improvement is one that has been sanctioned by the Sen- 
ate. Large appropriations have hitherto been made for this improve- 
ment, and the Committee on Appropriations were only carrying out 
what they believed to be the judgment of the Senate in regard to 
this work. The State of Ohio is chiefly to be benetited by this Ka- 
nawha improvement, the Kanawha itself emptying into the Ohio 
River, which river washes the shore of that State on its entire east- 
ern and southern border, and if the voice of the Senator from Ohio 
comes up against the Kanawha improvement I do not know that I, 
located as I am upon the Mississippi, incidentally benefited by this 
improvement, should complain; but we supposed, an appropriation 
for the Kanawha River being in this bill, and the improvement hay- 
ing been sanctioned by an appropriation of Congress last year of 
$300,000, that it was an improvement national in its character and not 
local. Therefore the committee did not feel at liberty to reduce the 
Kanawha appropriation more than $30,000, 

Mr. CONKLING. May I make an inquiry? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Upon the theory now suggested by the Senator, 
that finding in the House bill a work for which appropriation had 
been made before, they did not feel at liberty to strike it out, how 
comes it that when the committee find in the House bill the harbor 
of Dunkirk, for example, which they know to be an important har- 
bor, which has a work incomplete and which will suffer for the lack 
of preservation, they not only reduce but strike out altogether an 
improvement of that sort which in everybody’s view involves in its 
completion only a very limited sum, comparatively, and retain an 
appropriation for a work which, 1s the Senator from Ohio well says, 
and we all know him to be right, involves an immense expenditure 
with a very doubtful result? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the entire system involves from thirty- 
five to seventy-millions of dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. In answer to the statement of the Senator from 
New York, I reply simply that the harbor at Dunkirk, New York, ean- 
not be made with $18,000 as appropriated in the House bill. Eighteen 
thousand dollars will make no progress toward the improvement of 
the harbor at Dunkirk. If we had felt at liberty to enlarge all the 
appropriations in the State of New York, as we did increase the 
appropriations at Buffalo, at Oswego, at New York City, and on the 
Hudson River, we might have been able and willing to have given the 
harbor at Dunkirk such an appropriation 1s would make an econom- 
ical expenditure of the public money justifiable; but because we 
could not increase the appropriation for the harbor at Dunkirk we 
struck it out entirely, trusting to next year for a more ample appro- 
priation. The harbor at Dunkirk is in as good a condition as any 
harbor in the United States, and is so reported by the Engineer Bu- 
reau. 

Mr. CONKLING. What about the breakwater? 

Mr. ALLISON. The breakwater is a large improvement, as a mat- 
ter of course, and it ought to be extended ; but $18,000 will not ex- 
tend it. We could not increase that appropriation and do justice to 
Buffalo, Oswego, and Hell Gate, and at the same time limit our total 
appropriations to $5,600,000. I would be exceedingly glad to stand 
by the Senator from Ohio with his appropriations for the harbors on, 
Lake Erie; but when you put the Committee on Appropriations in a 
vise and said “ You must bring this bill doavn to a particular sum,” 
we were compelled to cut off somewhere. The Senator from Ohio 
says we did not cut off the Kanawha appropriation. If he thinks 
that is an unjustifiable expenditure of public money, he is at liberty 
to move to strike out that appropriation entirely. The State of Ohio 
is more largely interested in that appropriation than any other Stato 
in this Union, not excepting even the State of Virginia or the State 
of West Virginia. It is a work especially calculated to improve and 
enlarge the commercial facilities of the State of Ohio. If a Senator 
from that State comes and says that this Kanawha appropriation is 
an absolute waste of the public money, it is time for us to consider 
whether it is important or not. But making the reductions which 
we deem advisable in all these States and with reference to all these 
appropriations we could not keep the harbor of Toledo, Ohio, at $75,- 
000, and therefore we reduced it $15,000 so as to bring the general 
scope of the bill within the $5,000,000. It is for the Senate to take 
this bill and either vote it up or vote it down. If the Senator from 
Ohio or any other Senator can stand the defeat of this bill, let him 
move to lay iton the table. I have no interest in the bill other than 
a general interest. I have endeavored, as has the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to make the bill the best possible for every section and 
every interest, looking neither to the West, nor to the North, nor to 
the South, and having no regard whatever to personal interests, sec- 
tional interests, or political interests; and therefore if this bill is not 
satisfactory, vote it down. If yon amend it so far as the amounts 
are concerned by enlarging the appropriations suggested by the com- 
mittee, it will have the same effect. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say only a few words now in regard to 
this matter, 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator from Ohio to let me say a word in 
reply to what he has said and then he can reply to me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio apparently has 
selected the Kanawha River to wake an attack upon it. That Sena- 
tor perhaps has forgotten that he himself recommended that the 
Kanawha should be improved. I think the committee of which he 
was a distinguished member was unanimous, after making a personal 
examination of the Ohio River,that the Kanawha should be improved 
to its falls,no matter what became of the through water-line be- 
tween the two Virginias, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What connty are the falls in? 

Mr. DAVIS. In Kanawha County. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Above Charleston. 

Mr. DAVIS. Above Charleston, thirty or forty miles. The "Ka- 
nawha River, which the Senator from Ohio calls “the branch of a 
branch of a branch,” is as we all know probably fully as large as the 
Ohio River is above its junction with the Kanawha. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Above the junction of the Ohio with the Monon- 
gahela? 

Mr. DAVIS. I say the Kanawha River is as navigable now for as 
large capacity of boats, except some shoals, and floats perhaps as 
much water as the Ohio does above its junction with the Kanawha. 
Further than that, the Kanawha River has been examined within 
the last twelve months by a board of engineers consisting of the en- 
gineer-in-chief, General Wright, and anotker whose name I do not 
recollect, and their report was unanimous that the river ought to be 
improved and would if improved be of great general benefit. Again 
the commerce on that river is greater perhaps than on any river in 
the West, other than the Ohio itself. It is a well-known fact that in 
the Book of Estimates for the present year the engineers estimate 
that $1,000,000 should be expended for this year upon the Kanawha 
River. Not only that but I say now that in proportion to the recom- 
mendations of the Engineer Departinent there is less appropriated for 
it than for any other improvement of a general character. 

Ido not want to take up time in talking of the Kanawha River. 
Of course there is a great deal that can be said. The Sevator from 
Ohio as well as my friend from New York concurred in a report which 
Was unanimous that that river should be improved, no matter whether 
the canal was built or not. 

Mr. CONKLING, Has the Senator the report here ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I have just sent for it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would read where we said 
that improvement ought to be made. 

Mr. DAVIS. IJ will do so, if Ican lay my hand on it. 
in a moment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly do not want to interfere with the local 
interests of the State of West Virginia and the river Kanawha, but I 
feel bound to say to Senators that if they will look at a map of the 
river Kanawha they will find that it is a mountain stream until it 
reaches what are called the falls above Charleston. I do not know 
the distance exactly from the falls to the Ohio River. 

Mr. DAVIS. About a hundred miles; not beyond that distance. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It runs in a northern direction until it strikes the 
Ohio River and is one of the tributaries of the Ohio. Asa partof a great 
system of internal communication my impression is that the Senator 
from New York and myself did sign a report to the effect that if this 
whole system of internal navigation was to be adopted it would be 
necessary toimprovethe Kanawha. We signeda general report giving 
the statistics and the facts. But let me state to the Senate that a short 
distance above the mouth of the Kanawha there is another river 
which enters into the Ohie which is about the same size as the Ka- 
nawha, that is the Muskingum. It is probably as large as the Ka- 
nawha, and yet the Muskingum is improved entirely by the State of 
Ohio and has never been improved at all by the General Government. 
The navigation of the Kanawha is simply local in itscharacter. The 
products of that region of country are nearly all coal and timber, and 
the like, valuable, of course, and they no doubt contribute to the 
commerce of the Ohio River; but to compare the Kanawha River, 
which is to get $275,000 of money by this bill, with the harbor at 
Cleveland or the harbor at Toledo is comparing a mole-hill to a 
n 
ti 


I will do so 


iountain. I do not want to say that the Kanawha is not au impor- 

int river. There is appropriated by this bill about $200,000 for the 
Ohio River, which is a thousand miles long from the city of Pitts- 
burgh to the mouth of the Ohio. It carries through a devious course 
a vast internal commerce, estimated at $700,000,000 per annum, The 
Kanawha is but a branch of the Ohio, and the Ohio itself is but a 
branch of the Mississippi River. 

It seems to me that to make these large appropriations for interior 
rivers, Which are only the commencement of great works of internal 
improvement which the Government of the United States will never 
probably make to the prejudice of harbors of daily service and daily 
use, is not deing the best that can be done with a limited sum of 
noney. Iam disposed myself to stand by the Committee on Appro- 
priations for $5,000,000; and yet I see two of the harbors of my State 
siruck out entirely which are strongly recommended by the engineers. 
My colleague now brings me evidence that appropriations for two of 
the harbors proposed to be stricken out were recommended even since 
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the proposed reduction by the Engineer Corps. The great harbors 
at Toledo, Cleveland, and Sandusky, which command not only the 
commerce of Ohio, but the commerce of many States, are reduced to a 
paltry sum, one from $75,000 to $60,000, another from $75,000 to $60,000, 
and the other from $30,000 to $25,000. The harbor of Toledo is ent 
down now for the first time. In the last bill it was not reduced. It 
seems to me that this creates a clear case of geographical injustice as 
well as of commercial injustice. Therefore I cannot, for one, submit 
to see this done without making an explanation to the Senate and 
showing that while the committee have no doubt done the best they 
could under all the circumstances, they have allowed local interests to 
control to a greater or less degree their decision in this matter. They 
probably have not fixed the relative importance of these different 
improvements. I happen to know something about the Kanawha 
River. As the Senator from West Virginia says, it flows into the 
river Ohio. I have been along the river Ohio many times, not much 
to the Kanawha, though once. It seems to me the committee have 
discriminated, against the great harbors of the country, where the 
commerce of the country is being conducted, in favor of local im- 
provements. They have given to the river Kanawha more money 
than they have given to the river Ohio, a thousand miles long, and 
more money than they have given to all those great harbors that [ 
speak of at Cleveland, Toledo, Sandusky, and other points. It seems 
to me therefore that they have discriminated in favor of local and 
State improvements against the improvements of the nation which 
affect the interests of many States. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. 1 have no doubt of the importance of the 
harbors at Toledo, Sandusky, and Cleveland, and all the other har- 
bors along the lake. I agree with much that the Senator from Ohio 
has said. Those harbors are on navigable water, and stand upon the 
same footing as appropriations for harbors along the sea-coast. But 
when I say that of Ohio it applies equally to all the harbors of Michi- 
gan. They are all upon navigable waters, all upon inland seas, none 
of them being rivers away up in the interior. They are all ports 
along the border of those inland seas; and yet for a coast of nearly 
eighteen hundred miles this bill, including the appropriation for the 
Saint Mary’s Canal and the harbor of refuge, appropriates $357,000 
only. It is my belief that a proper disposition of the $5,000,000 would 
apply more of it along those lakes; but I take into consideration the 
fact that here are a great multitude of local interests. Ido not speak 
of them in an offensive sense as mere local improvements, although 
some of those provided in this bill may be such, but every Senator is 
expected to look to those appropriations which fall within his own 
State, not that he would or should vote for one in his own State which 
he would not vote for in anotherif it were equally deserving, but there is 
a clashing of separate interests. The whole sum to be appropriated is 
to be brought down by the determination of the Senate to $5,000,000. 
The committee have taken this matter in charge. They have looked 
over it with the best lights before them, and more than any one Sen- 
ator possesses outside of the committee, and they have, I have no 
doubt, conscientiously and carefully done the best they possibly could 
to distribute this $5,000,000 among the works which are deserving of 
improvement. I foresee unless we stand by the committee and sup- 
port the amendments generally which they have recommended, that 
we shall find ourselves where we found ourselves at first on the same 
bill. We shall find ourselves utterly at sea, and get a bill which can- 
not either pass this Senate or the House of Representatives, and the 
entire appropriation for rivers and harbors at this time must fail. 
For one, therefore, although I do not think that justice has been done 
to the harbors in the State of Michigan, and perhaps not in Ohio, per- 
haps not in any of the States, and that such appropriations are pro- 
posed as ought to be made, yet as we are to be limited within the 
$5,000,000, and the committee are better qualified for distributing 
that than the Senate as an entire body when all the local interests 
come to clash with each other, I think it is munch better for us to 
support the committee than to undertake individually to change the 
different appropriations. 

It seems to me there is but one result, if we begin to cut up this 
bill as it is now recommended by the committee, and that result will 
be similar to the result the other day of the bill when it came from 
the House. I hope therefore the committee will be sustained through- 
out. 


Mr. HOWE. When the Sen- 


I want to say a word on this subject. 
ator from Ohio complains of this appropriation, I sympathize with 
him, because undoubtedly the importance of that harbor demands a 
larger appropriation and the true interests of the Government require 


a larger appropriation. The engineers say it will take $200,000, in 
addition to former appropriations, to finish the work, and that that 
ought to be appropriated in one bill and expended in one season. 

It seems to me if any business man in Christendom was doing that 
work on private account and had the means, he would make the ex- 
penditure in one season and finish the work; and Ihave no sort of 
doubt that that is what good sense requires of Congress; but we 
have deliberately refused to do it. It does not make any difference 
practically to the people of the United States whether we expend 
that $200,000 this year, or part this year and part next and part the 
year after next. But we have arbitrarily said to the committee “You 
must limit this appropriation to the sum of $5,000,000.” That is the 
duty we assigned them. I suspect they have done the best they 
could. That they conld be absolutely just in the distribution of a 
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given sum of money is not easy to suppose. It would be more than | 
human if they were so. I think the great mistake was made by us 
the other day when we instructed them to cut these appropriations | 
down to an arbitrary sum. I think it was unnecessary, and yet the 
committee was bound by that vote and I think we had better abide 
bv that vote and abide by the consequences of that vote. The com- 
mittee which has exeeuted that trust was as fair a one as we could 
select, and I have ne doubt it has discharged that most difficult trust 
on the whole as well as any other committee would. Andso, although | 
there are some features of this bill which are extremely unwelcome 
toa representative from Wisconsin, I think we had better “accept the 
situation” and take the bill as it stands. 

Mr.MAXEY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on the amend- 
ment now pending I desire to say something in reference to the gen- 
eral frame-work of this bill. 

It seems to be conceded that the committee should have reported 
appropriations for great national works, and that it ought to be the | 
policy to appropriate the main portion of the $5,000,000 which they 
were instructed to report to these works of great national importance. 
Now I find, when I come to look at the report of this committee on the | 
appropriations for the State of Texas, that for continuing the work 
ou the outer bar at Galveston Harbor they have given us $150,000 in- 
stead of $200,000 as in the House bill. The Senator in charge of this 
Lill will see that the appropriation recommended by the Chief En- 
gineer was $350,000, and he urged the entire appropriation for one 
year. As I explained the other day, that harbor is a necessity for a 
people now of a million and a half in the State of ‘Texas, besides the | 
commerce that goes out of that bay from the Indian Territory, and I 
will appeal to the Senators from Kansas who have had their commis- | 
sioners down at Galveston, time after time, negotiating in regard to | 
getting their shipments through that harbor, because it is about one- | 
half nearer to salt water for them than the route by New York orany | 
other route. It is hoped by the people of Kansas that the improve- | 
went of that harbor will be of such a character as to justify them in 
getting to salt water through that harbor, because it will be their | 
cheapest route. The same is true of Nebraska. When we come to | 
such a work of undonbted national importance, because if is the un- | 
doubted policy of thisGovernment to get the vast shipments of cotton | 
that go through that harbor as well as the vast amount of wheat that | 
can go out from that harbor either in the shape of wheat or flour, it is 
unreasonable tocut down this appropriation of $350,000 recommended } 
by the Chief of Engineers for the most important harbor, in my judg- 
ment, on the Gulf coast save and except that of New Orleans, a har- 
bor that sends out now 600,000 bales of cotton, besides the immense | 
outilow of wheat and of cattle; a harbor which is seeking to obtain 
the business of Kansas and Nebraska by making it cheaper for them 
to ge out in that way than in any other way because it is about one- | 
half nearer salt water than any other route. I ask if it is reason- 
able thatthisappropriation should be cut down, not only to the amount 
given by the House, $200,000, but to only $150,000, as against $350,000 
which the Chief of Engineers says is a necessity to the improvement 
of the outer bar so as to save the vast amount of lighterage, which I | 
explained the other day the people have to pay by reason of that bar 
being there, 

Then when I come to the appropriation for Galveston Bay above 
the city of Galveston, carrying all the vast trade that accumulates 
at the city of Houston, I find that they have reduced that from 
$100,000 down to $75,000. It would be useless to talk about a com- 
parison between the vast trade that goes through Galveston Bay and 
over the outer bar at Galveston and the trade of rivers for which they 
give double the amount which is given here. Upon what theory this | 
bill is based, as it is now presented, I must confess I am totally una- 
ble to understand. 

I make these remarks now because I fully appreciate the statement | 
made by the Senator from Ohio, and I for one shall vote to non-con- 
cur in the amendment made here. I will, in other words, vote for all 
those works which are unquestionably of national importance, such 
as those that I represent and which have already received the 1n- 
dorsement not only of the House but the indorsement of the Senate, | 
and on a test vote of three to one were decided in my favor; and yet 
the committee have utterly disregarded in this bill the action of the 
House and the action of the Senate on a test vote. I do not think 
that is right, and I for one shall not vote in favor of this bill of the 
Senate committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the five-minute rule be applied to 
this bill. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the five-minute rule be applied to this bill. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SPENCER. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On agreeing to the amendment 
pertaining to the harbor of Toledo, Ohio. 

———— If in order I wish to make an amendment on 
page 9. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order until the amend- 
nents of the committee have been acted upon. 

Mr. SPENCER. It is an amendment which the committee will 
accept, I think. 

Mr. SARGENT. It can be offered afterward. 

Mr. THURMAN. This bill comes back after having been recom- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| say “ Why did you cut off here 


| year more than it requires the sum of $60,000 or $150,000, 
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mitted with instructions to report 2 bill so that the aggregate amount 
of appropriation should not be over $5,000,000. I am of course op- 
posed to increasing the aggregate amount of this bill beyond five 
millions. I said in the debate before that if there were more meri- 
torious cases than those in Ohio I for one was willing that the Ohio 
appropriations might be cut down, although they were very small in- 
deed. Well, the committee have cut them down, I see, without a 
single exception, and I do not complain of that if the appropriations 


| they have made ave more meritorious than those that are contained in 


the bill for Ohio; but I for one do not quite understand that they are ; 
it may be for want of information. There are some things that I 
really do not think are at all as meritorious asthe provisions of the 
bill in respect to the ports in Ohio. : 

For the improvement of the harbor at Toledo, Ohio, the House ap- 
propriated $75,000. The committee cut it down to $50,000, a redue- 
tion of $15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Sandusky City the House 


——- $30,000. The committee have cut it down to $25,000, 


‘or the improvement of the breakwater at Cleveland Harbor the 
House appropriated $75,000, and the committee have cut it down to 
$50,000, and I believe they have stricken out the appropriations for 
Ashtabula and Fairport, and perhaps one other. At the same time 
that they have stricken out those they have increased the House ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, New York, 
from $70,000 to $90,000, being an increase of $20,000; for the improve- 


| ment of the Hudson River from $25,000 to $66,000, being an increase 


of $41,000. 
Mr. CONKLING. But the Senator must remember there that an- 
other appropriation for the Hudson River is stricken out altogether. 


| It is all put together in that one appropriation. 


Mr. ALLISON. There were two twenty-five thonsand dollar appro- 
priations in the House bill for the Hudson River. We put both in one 
appropriation. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then the increase is $16,000 for the Hudson. 
Then for the improvement of the Missouri River above the mouth of 


| the Yellowstone the committee put in of their own motion $20,000, 


Mr. WITHERS. That is to facilitate military operations. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN, If lam to be interrupted, my five minutes will 
soon be out. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then, for the improvement of the Rush Chute, 
in the harbor of Burlington, Iowa, $10,000 is appropriated. That is 
new matter; for the improvement of the harbor at Fort Madison, 
Iowa, $10,000; and so on. 

Now let me say one word about the specific amendment before the 
Senate as to Toledo. There are but two ports in all the United States 
whose business in grain equals that of Toledo. They are Chicago 
and Milwaukee. Toledo is the third port in the United States for the 
shipment of grain. 

Mr. CONKLING. Where is Buffalo? 

Mr. THURMAN. I speak of the shipments. Toledo is the third 
port as shown by the reports of the boards of trade of the various 
cities. In addition to that it has an immense business in iron from 
Lake Superior and in lumber from Michigan. It is one of th» most 
important ports on Lake Eric, and there is no city on the lake that 
is growing much more rapidly than the city of Toledo, and there is 
no harbor on the lake that needs improvement much more than that. 
The only trouble in my mind is whether there is any difference really 


| between $60,000 in a year and $75,000, the difference is so small. The 


truth is, if the situation of the Treasury permitted it, the appropria- 


| tion ought to be large enough to go on with the work necessary there 


to complete it, but it is not. But I do think really that while I will 
not vote to increase the aggregate of this bill one dollar, there are ay- 
propriations that might much better be left off than to strike down 
Toledo from $75,000 to $50,000, 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, the committee have done their best 
to obey the instructions of the Senate. I doubt if the committee sup- 
posed that as the result of their work Senators would be satisfied 
where reductions were made in the appropriations for works in their 
States; and yet, by the vote of the Senate almost unanimous, not 
quite, it was determined in effect that these reductions should be 
made. Now, it is very well perhaps to criticise item by item, and 
and why there, and why not cut off 
more in another place The committee can only reply generally 
that we did the best we could. Thereis one rule, however, to be ob 


e” 


| served when Senators from States like Ohio and New York rise to 


criticise the changes which have been made in the items referring to 
their States. All those harbors to which special reference has been 
made have had heretofore the fostering care of the Government, and 
immense amounts of money have been expended upon them, tpon 
some of them reaching to millions. This very harbor of Toledo has 
had appropriated and expended by the Government for it heretofore 
$437,700. That ought to leave a harbor somewhere in a decent con 
dition to receive the commerce which enters it, and Toledo, as the 
committee understand, is in very good condition. Of course there is 
some new work, but the position of that work at the present time is 
not of such a character that ought to require the sum of $75,000 this 
That is to 
say, the amount of money which the committee report for Toledo can 
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be judicionsly and economically expended and will advance the work 
so much. If this were an entirely new harbor, with this commerce 
pressing to enter it, with this business to be done, there would be 
some force in the objection which is made that we make but a small 
appropriation. Bat, on the contrary, as I have said, this and some 
others have received from time to time, year after year, before any of 
us Senators had seats on this floor, appropriations at the hands of 
Congress for the purpose of accommodating their commerce, which 
has been growing up gradually year by year, and the improvements 
have kept pace with it. 

I do not know but that the criticism might be just of some of the 
matters which are retained in the bill. Itis barely possible that the 
committee should have disregarded the fact that the Great Kanawha 
River received last year $300,000 from the Government in accordance 
with the recommendationsof the engineers and the apparent support of 
the Committee on Transportation makingsome recommendation on the 
matter; that the House had considered this still of great importance, 
and had made an appropriation of that amount to continue the works 
which were begun upon a considerable scale last year. We did not 
feel authorized to say, “This is a useless work.” The Committee on 
Transportation were entirely mistaken so far as they sanctioned it; 
the previous Congress were throwing away $300,000 appropriated for 
it. I donot remember in the debates on the bill of last year that 
these objections were made when the pretty blunt edge of a wedge 
was about to be inserted in the Treasury for the benefit of this ap- 
propriation, that we were then told by the Senator from Ohio or any- 
body else that it was throwing away $300,000, and that the Muskin- 
gum, which had been improved by the State of Ohio at its own ex- 
pense, was of equal importance, and this ought to be improved at 
the expense of the State of West Virginia. We got none of that in- 
formation at that time when we might have paused. But now that 
$300,000 have been expended by the silence of these gentlemen who 
seem so well informed, we are told that this committee errs greatly 
because it comes in and recommends another appropriation less in 
amount but for the objects then sanctioned. 

I do not know that I am entirely satisfied with this bill myself. I 
think I could do a little growling so far as my State is concerned, 
Nearly one-half in amount and one-third in number of objects there 
are cut down. Still | may vote for the bill because I think there are 
some objects in this bill, one of them in my own State and many in 
other States, where to omit all appropriation whatever would lead to 
an injury to the public service, there would be a deterioration of 
work; there are some which are in such a condition that they ought 
still to be carried on; and therefore I am disposed to vote for the bill 
although there may be items in the bill both of reduction and of ad- 
dition, which if we could do exactly what is right would be changed; 
but L defy any committee to use more care than the Committee on 
Appropriations did use in this matter or to exercise a greater desire 
of impartiality or to labor more earnestly than we did to carry out 
the instructions of the Senate in the reduction of this bill. 

If the line is broken in any particular, if the recommendation of 
the committee is not stuck to by the Senate and you increase Toledo, 
then I ask why shall we not increase Dunkirk; why shall we not re- 
store some items which have been struck out and which are consid- 
ered to be something more than of local importance? We were un- 
der the necessity of reporting the bill back in the shape in which it 
now is, if we wish to follow the instructions of the Senate, and any 
further changes made would simply have increased the dissatisfac- 
tion of some Senators while they might have gone alittle way to re- 
lieve the dissatisfaction of others, but the general result would have 
been about the same. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Before the vote is taken on this question, I wish to 
say one word. Thus far this session,and at previous sessions for that 
matter, in all appropriation bills my habit has been to follow the 
committee. It is utterly impossible that [or any other member of 
the Senate should undertake to follow the work of these appropria- 
tion bills and see what just should be done. In following the com- 
mittee when the bill was before us heretofore, it was not because I 
approved in every respect their recommendation either increasing or 
decreasing amounts or changing in any way the House bill, but be- 
cause I felt that they understood the question very much better than 
I did, and that it was safer for me to follow them. 

Mr. President, my happiness is only extreme and unmixed during 
a session of the Senate when we come to an appropriation bill for 
rivers and harbors, for while I know that upon other appropriation 
bills and other bills that are brought in here personal considerations 
intluence, local considerations influence, partisan considerations in- 
iluence, when we come to an appropriation bill for rivers and har- 
bors every person is disinterested and no member of the Senate is 
influenced in the least by personal and local considerations, and we 
come to its consideration entirely divested of anything of this kind. 
It has been so heretofore; itis sonow. I know that sometimes when 
the questions have been before us I have occasionally heard my friend 
from North Carolina talk about the French Broad Creek. 

Several SENATORS. River. 

Mr. WRIGHT. River; I beg his pardon for calling it a creek. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a creek fast year. It has grown to bea 
river now, 


Mr. WRIGHT. 
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I hear something from other Senators about Mus- 
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cleshell Shoals. I am always certain to see my friend from West 
Virginia on hand taking care of the Great Kanawha as he ought to, 
my two friends from North Carolina ever diligent in taking care of 
the interests there, while my friend from New York, if it becomes 
necessary, has something to say about Hell Gate, and my friend from 
New Jersey, not unmindful of the interests of New Jersey, but of 
course entirely disinterested and not influenced by any local consid- 
eration, also takes care of the interests of that State. I have never 
failed to observe that our excellent President is watchful of that 
seventeen, not thousand, but hundred miles of coast that Michigan 
has. We have heard year after year about the seventeen hundred 
miles of coast of Michigan, and his good Christian friend and assist- 
ant here is always ready to back him in that. Occasionally my col- 
league also has something to say about Iowa, taking care of the in- 
terests of that State. We have not very much this year. I am sure 
we could get more, not from any interested or selfish consideration, 
but because we are looking to the interests of that great State washed 
by those great rivers which flow, as has been said, like the affections 
of a people to an inseparable union. We ask a very little thing for 
the Mississippi so far as Iowa is concerned. I confess that I have 
regretted somewhat that my colleague who has the bill in charge 
has neglected entirely the interests of the place where I reside. I 
reside, sir, at the capital of that great State. There, sir, is a great 
river running entirely through that State; its two main branches 
come together at that town; and saying nothing of the coal that is 
floated upon it, nothing of the wood, nothing of the immense com- 
merce that there is there in every other respect, I feel warranted in 
saying from actual statistics that there are from nine hundred and 
sixty-five tonine hundred and seventy pounds of maple-sugar coming 
down there every year. [Laughter.] Yet that is neglected entirely 
in this bill. 

I say, therefore, that Iam always extremely happy when this bill 
gets before us, because I feel that we can legislate entirely disinter- 
estedly about it and are not influenced at all by local considerations. 
I followed the committee before and I propose to do it again, and I 
humbly submit that the best thing we can do in this, the almost 
closing hour, I hope, of this session, is to take this bill as it is re- 
ported and dispose of it. It w'll be utterly impossible that any one 
of us can have this bill just as he would like to have it. I was more 
than pleased that the Senator from New York opened by saying that 
while there were important interests to be consulted in connection 
with the ports to which he referred, he surrendered them all. Others 
have done the same thing; and now I propose that we shall vote this 
bill through as it stands; and if others can surrender so far as Hell 
Gate and Toledo and these other places are concerned, I shall not in- 
sist upon an appropriation so faras my own town is concerned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 68, to reduce the appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Sandusky, Ohio, from $30,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 72, to decrease the appropriation 
for a breakwater at Cleveland Harbor, Ohio, from $75,000 to $50,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my friend from Iowa and the whole Sen- 
ate will be generous. There is a work that ought to be continued in 
the manner in which it has been commenced. will not make a bar- 
gain with the Senator, but I shall probably behave myself very well 
if he will allow this item to stand as the House left it, because I know 
there is a great city where this work is going on and I knowit is im- 
portant. I hope he will therefore not insist on the amendment, but 
let the appropriation stand as it came from the House. 

Mr. WITHERS. We give you $8,000 for the pier. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if you do not mend the pier you will have 
to pay $150,000 next year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust my friend from Ohio will waive the ques- 
tion of this $25,000 this year. I think the harbor of Cleveland can get 
along with the amount we reported, especially so as the engineer says 
that is an ample sum to carry on the work. 

Mr. SHERMAN. O, no; he does not say that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, as lines 73 and 74, the follow- 
ing: 

For repair of east pier at Cleveland, Ohio, $8,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I shouldbe glad to have the Senator in charge of 
this bill read tous the recommendation of the engineer for that per- 
formance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am rather taken by surprise at the request of 
the Senator from Vermont. I read it here when this question was 
under discussion before. This is an old pier and it is important that 
it should be repaired, and the amount required is $8,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But is there any estimate or recommendation for 
it from the Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a letter from the Chief of Engineers. I 
have in my hand a letter of the Secretary of War relating to this 
subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Let us hear it read, Mr. President. 
I will send it to the desk. 
I am in pursuit of information. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
War DsrParRTMENT, 
Washington Oity, June 19, 1876. 
Str: I have the honor to transmit letter of the Chief of Baginewe and plan of 
Cleveland Harbor, illustrating the encroachments of railroad companies on the 
United States east pier, and the condition of the inner end of said pier, in reply to 
vour letter of the 2d instant, and beg to say that these papers exhibit the state of 
the case. As the question of title to the property and the right of the Pittsburgh 
and Cleveland Railroad Company to occupy it is now being investigated by the De- 
yartment of Justice, this Department feels unable to make any specific recom- 
mendation in regard to the improvement of the pier. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
F J.D. CAMERON, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. H. B. PAYNg, 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is also a letter from the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, D. C., June 3, 1876 

Sir: I submit herewith copy of a communication of the 2d instant from Hon. 
Il. B. Payns, and have to state that the condition of the inner end of the east pier 
of Cleveland Harbor is such as to require immediate repair to prevent its destrac- 


tion and material injury to the harbor of Cleveland, and that the needed repairs 
may cost some $8,000, 


Respecting this pier, built by the United States, it is to be remarked that as far 
back as 1853 it was taken possession of and occupied by certain railroad compa- 
nies for their epee use and benefit, and has been retained in their possession 
to the present day, they having refused to vacate it even for repair, the necessity 
for some of which has grown out of their abuse of the structure. As the Engi- 
neer Department has been unable to get possession of the pier, no part of any ap- 
propriation by Congress has been expended upon it for repair. he subject was 
submitted to the attention of Congress in the report of the Chief of Engineers 
January 26, 1867, but no remedy has been peovider. 

For these reasons I have not felt authorized to recommend that any money 
should be expended upon the repair of the pier by the United States, but have sug- 
gested to the honorable Secretary of War to require the Pittsburgh and Cleveland 
Railroad Company to make the needed repairs, and to take steps preliminary to a 
suit to eject the oa from its occupancy and use. Whether it is probable 
that these efforts will effect the object sought, I am unable to surmise even. 

It is further submitted whether the circumstances would not justify the grant- 
ing of authority to the Secretary of War to yield the free occupancy and use to the 
Pittsburgh and Cleveland Railroad Company of such portion of the east pier as he 
might deem advisable upon the condition that the company immediately repair the 
pier oy keep it in repair in future, the United States reserving aright of way over 
it at all times. 


1 would suggest that this letter be transmitted to the Committee on Commerce 
of the Senate, which bas the river and harbor bill before it. 
A sketch of the harbor piers is inclosed. 
Very respectfully, your obedicnt servant, 
A. A. HUMPHREYS, 


Brigadier-General and Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. J. D. CAMERON, 


Secretary of War. 


Mr. ALLISON. As the Senate will observe, here is a pier built by 
the United States many years ago, taken possession of by a railway 
company in part and a dispute arising between the railway company 
and the proper engineer officers at this port. Having these letters 
before us, the committee believed the true way to test the right of 
the United States to this property was to make a specific appropria- 
tion for the repair of this pier, and in that manner have the proper 
officers of the United States take possession of it. Until some spe- 
cific arrangement of this sort is made, as a matter of course this rail- 
way company will continue to encroach upon the rights of commerce 
at this harbor and to occupy a portion of this great work belonging 
to the United States. With this view, the committee inserted this 
small item of $8,000. 

Mr. WEST. The condition of the pier impairs the harbor. 

Mr.ALLISON. Undoubtedly. That is clearly shown in the letters. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, this illustrates this river and har- 
bor bill very well. Many years ago the United States built what is 
called the east pier on the eastern side of the Cuyahoga River, which 
empties into Lake Erie, a little tributary that falls in there, which 
makes a handy harbor forthe town undoubtedly. The State of Ohio 
granted to the Cleveland and Pittsburgh Railroad Company—as I as- 
sume, because I have not the books before me but I take it it must be 
so—the right to build a railway to the navigable waters of Lake 
Erie, on the shores of the Cuyahoga Creek. They built down along- 
side of this east pier, as isshown in the diagram which my friend 
has handed me, from the Engineer Department, and so building down 
they took possession of this east pier, being within the jurisdiction 
and on the soil of the sovereign State of Ohio under that grant, and 
have occupied it for their warehouses and tracks and for lading ves- 
sels alongside their tracks, and so on. Now, after many years of un- 
interrupted and adverse occupation, the railway company denying 
and defying the authority of the United States to interfere with 
their rights under the State of Ohio, it is proposed to test their title 
to that property by appropriating $8,000 to repair it. That is rather 
the most extraordinary proposition that I have ever heard set forth 
lately since we have dissolved the mob and got into regular coustitu- 
tional jurisdiction again. 

If the object of the Committee on Appropriations is to test the right 
that this railway company has exercised for many years in occupying 


this pier under a grant from the State of Ohio, the best way to do it | 


is to direct the Attorney-General of the United States to institute 
proceedings, and eject them from that property of the United States; 
and if the Senate wishes to appropriate $38,000, if that be necessary, 
to put the wheels of the law in motion to ascertain whether the 
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United States has a right to the pier, or whether this railway com- 
pany has, which it now occupies, and has for many years under the 
State of Ohio, I should not much oppose it; but this proceeds on the 
idea that you are going to trouble this railway company and disturb 
its claim, and test it by repairing the wharf, which it will be very 
glad indeed to have usdo. If that be so Ido not understand the 
best methods of testing a disputed title. 

You will perceive in the report of the Secretary of War, and in the 
report of the engineer in charge, coming through General Humphreys 
as I suppose it does, that the War Department has thought it im- 
proper to recommend any money to repair the pier until the right of 
the United States to have the pier at all shall first be tested. Here 
is a corporation under the laws of the State of Ohio occupying this 
property as a wharf and for store-houses and things of that sort, and 
now we are blandly called upon in this time of public distress to give 
$8,000 to repair that property in order to show that we have gota 
right to it. 

Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on adopting this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont assumes a fact that is 
not true in order tu base his argument against the Government re- 
pairing its own pier. Take these papers together, and this is the 
fact: The State of Ohio has never granted to this railroad company 
a single thing that belongs to the United States of America. The 
pier was built by the United States on its own ground. It is a double 
line of piers running into the lake at the mouth of the Cuyahoga 
River just as the piers do at the mouth of Buffalo Creek. - The river 
itself ts not a very large river, but forms a very fine harbor, which 
does a business of about $200,000,000 a year. It is not a very large 
stream, but the piers are the property of the United States. The 
State of Ohio has given to a railroad company a grant of a right of 
way along certain lands. The railroad property lies alongside this 
pier. They own the land, they own the riparian rights, and like all 
other riparian owners they have extended gradually their property 
ont, out, out into the lake to get wharfage and ground on which to 
do a very large railroad business. Still the right of the United States 
to its pier is intact; so far as I know no one questions that right, no 
one disputes that right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The engineer says the contrary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; there is no dispute as to the right of the 
United States to this pier; but there is a controversy between the 
United States and the railroad company as to the encroachments on 
the outer bank of the pier and as to the right of the railroad com- 
pany to fill in its ground towerd the lake. The railroad company 
may be a trespasser. If so, the United States ought at least to assert 
its rights in its own courts and maintain its rights. 

Now, what is the question presented by this amendment? In the 
march of time there is a wear and tear and gradual encroachment on 
the east pier of this great harbor. The map drawn by the engineers 
shows the exact condition of affairs. A part of the wall is criimbling 
into decay on the east pier. Remember that crumbling is in the har- 
bor, as is shown here. The wall is crumbling away and it is almost 
broken, until it now threatens to endanger the whole of the pier. The 
railroal company owning property on the outside of the pier have 
filled it up and are using it for their railroad operations in loading 
chiefly iron and coal in the great business between Lake Superior and 
the coal regions. They have filled in and are oceupying this, but this 
breach is in the Government pier and in the harbor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, may I ask a question? Is it not true that 
the business brought that pier by the railroad has caused, or assisted 
in, this injury ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know that; but suppose it tobe so, then 
ought not the United States to assert its power to prevent this? Will 
it in the mean time allow this pier to be broken down in the contro- 
versy between the United States engineers and this railroad com- 
pany? As to the effect of the building of these works, which they 
built under their riparian rights, would you allow this great pier and 
this great harbor to be obstructed for the want of $3,000? That is 
the whole case. 

DEATH OF HON. EDWARD Y. PARSONS, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, communicated to the Senate a copy of the proceedings this 
day had in the House in reference to the death of Hon. Epwarp Y. 
Parsons, late a member from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREERY called for the reading of the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Auguat 1, 1876. 

Resolocd, That this House has heard with deep regret of the death of Hon. Ev- 
WARD Y. Parsons, late a member of this House from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That as a testimony of respect to his memory the officers and members 
of this body will wear the usual badge of mourning for the space of thirty days. 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the family of the deceased. 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed. to communicate a copy of these page 


ings to the Senate, and thatas a further mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased this House do now adjourn. 


Mr. McCREERY. My friend and colleague of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, lon. EDWARD YOUNG. PARSONS, is no more. He has been 
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cut off in the flower of his youth and in the strength of his manhood. 
He entered political life at the opening of this session of Congress, 
and before its close his mortal remains have been consigned to the 
grave. He inherited the stalwart form, the easy grace, and the com- 
manding talents of his father, whose fame as an actor and as a pulpit 
orator is still fresh and green in the memories of the American people. 
If the son had been spared, his gentleness, his culture, and his genius 
would have placed the name on a foundation more solid and endur- 
ing. In person, in acquirement, and in mental endowment he stood 
far above ordinary men, amd, take him all in all, we are not likely 
soon to “look upon his like again.” But he is gone! The devoted 
husband, the fond father, the steadfast friend, and the able and in- 
corruptible public servant sleeps with his fathers. We will forget 
his faults and remember his many virtues. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, the sad event announced so feel- 
ingly to the Senate by my colleague admouishes us that death comes 
to the young as to the old. EpWwarp YouNG PARSONS was among 
the youngest members of the House. He took his seat for the first 
time at the beginning of the present session. Gifted in intellect, of 
high culture, and possessed of varied information, he gave promise 
and great hope of brilliant distinction; but death has set its seal 
upon all these bright hopes. Young as he is, he sleeps in a new- 
made grave. 

I beg leave, sir, to offer the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with sincere sorrow the announcement of 
the death of Hon. Enwarp YounG Parsons, late a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Kentucky 


Resolved, That from a sincere respect for the memory of the deceased the mem- 
bers of the Senate will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 


Resolved, That as a further wark of respect for the memory of the deceased the 
Senate do now adjourn 


The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and (at five oclock 
and five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 1, 1876. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
I. L.. TOWNSEND. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


FROM TJIE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4053) to further authorize the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs to purchase supplies for the Indian Bureau in open 
market; 

A bill (H. R. No, 4054) to continue the provisions of an,act erfitled 
“An act to continue the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government ;’” and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4055) to continue the public printing. 

The message further announced that the Senate having proceeded, 
in pursuance of the Constitution, to consider the bill entitled “An 
act for the relief of Nelson Tiffany,” returned to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the President of the United States with his objections, 
and sent by the House of Representatives to the Senate with the 
message of the President returning the same, the Senate had passed 
the bill, two-thirds agreeing to the same. 

The message further announced that the Senate was ready to pro- 
ceed with the trial of the impeachment of William W. Belknap and 
to receive the managers on the part of the House, and that the Senate 
Chamber was prepared with accommodations for the reception of the 
House of Representatives, 

IN MEMORY OF HON. EDWARD Y. 


Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be regarded as the order of this House that this day at four o’clock p. 
m. the Honse will proceed to pay the last honors to the memory of 
our late colleague from Kentucky, Hon. Epwarp Y. Parsons. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


PARSONS, 


CAPTAIN EDWARD 8. MEYER. 

Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimons consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table House bill No. 36, which has been returned by the’ Senate 
with aslight amendment. It is a bill restoring to the active list of 
the Army Captain Edward 8. Meyer. The General of the Army wishes 
to assign him to the Seventh Cavalry, which is now in great need of 
officers. I ask that the bill be taken up and the Senate amendments 
concurred in at this time, 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BANNING. I hope the gentleman will not do that now. The 
unfortunate Seventh Cavalry is very much in need of officers, and 
the General of the Army desires to assign Captain Meyer to that regi- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. IT have this to say; there is a bill now pending in 
the morning honr—— 

Mr. BANNING. Thre will be no debate. 
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Mr. BLAND. Very well. I give notice that I will call the regular 

order after this bill has been disposed of. 
| There was no objection, and the bill (H. R. No. 36) to restore the 
| name of Captain Edward S. Meyer to the active list of the Army was 
| taken from the Speaker's table with the Senate amendment thereto, 

The amendment of the Senate was to add to the bill the following: 

Provided, That the time he has been on the retired list shall not be counted in his 
service in getting promotion. 

Mr. BANNING. 
curred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPENDITURES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BEEBE. The Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Do- 
partment have instructed me to submit their report to the House at 
this time. There are two reports, one by the majority, and one by 
the minority prepared by my colleague, [Mr. BAKER,] and they ask 
that the reports be printed and recommitted to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Navy Department, with leave to report at any 
time. 

Mr. HALE. I object to reporting at any time. 

Mr. BEEBE. Will the gentleman object to making the report a 
special order at some particular time ? 

Mr. HALE. I must object to that now. 


Mr. BEEBE. Then I ask that tho reports be printed and recom- 
initted. 


Mr. HALE. 


I move that the amendment of the Senate be con- 


I have no objection to the testimony being printed — 
Mr. BEEBE. The testimony is already printed. 

Mr. HALE. And to the reports being printed, in order that both 
sides may be represented. 

Mr. BEEBE. Does the gentleman object to the reports being made 
a special order? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, for I do not know what time we may want to 
adjourn or what other business of greater importance may come 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving the 
report of the majority of the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department, together with the views of the minority, and having 
them printed and recommitted? 

Mr. HURLBUT. Not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be understood. 

There was no objection, and the order to print and recommit was 
made. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. BLAND. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of privilege. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. In a remark which I made yesterday 
during the speech of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs (Mr. Wuirrnorne] I referred to a contract made by the Navy 
Department with Messrs. Seyfert, McManus & Co., of Philadelphia, 
and I characterized that contract as improvident, wasteful, and ex- 
travagant. I have received within a few minutes a telegram from 
Seyfert, McManus & Co. which I deem it my duty to place before the 
House. It is as follows: 


The gentleman will state his question 


Our contract with Navy Department embraced considerable quantities of iron, 
for which we paid ten cents per pound, and for the beam we paid six cents, leas 2} 
per cent. Will you please correct your statement in reference to price of latter, 
as an act of justice to the Department and ourselves ! 


I desire to have this telegram entered upon the Recorp in justice 
to the Secretary of the Navy and in justice to Messrs. Seyfert, Mc- 


Manus & Co. But at the same time I desire to repeat the statement 
which I made yesterday, that if the Secretary of the Navy had adver- 
tised this contract —— 

Mr. BANKS. Irise to a question of order. If the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. HEwitTr] wishes to re-open this question in regard to 
the Secretary of the Navy there are others who desire to reply to him. 
The reading of the telegram is a proper thing; but I do not think it 
is the gentleman’s right to go into an argument upon that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that any extended 
discussion of this matter could hardly be regarded as a question of 
privilege; but he has great confidence in the discretion of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The question of privilege which I 
wish to bring before the House—— 

Mr. BANKS. This is no question of privilege at all. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. When the correctness of my state- 
ment is called in question, I certainly have the right to re-affirm it as 
a mmtter of fact. 

Mr. BANKS. I make the point that this is no question of privilege 
atall. It is altogether by the grace of the House that the gentle- 
man speaks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


: It certainly is not a question of priv- 
ilege. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then, Mr. Speaker, bowing of 
course to the decision of the Chair, I have only to say that this tele- 
eram in justice to these parties should be put upon the record. 
©'Mr. HOLMAN, (to Mr. Hewrrt, of New York.) Finish your re- 
marks. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 
finish my remarks. 

Mr. RANDALL. The objection came afterthe gentleman had taken 
the tloor without objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
to have concluded his remarks; but the question may be raised 
whether this is a matter of personal privilege. The Chair is inclined 
to think that it clearly is not; but the question may be submitted 
to the House. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I understand that there was no objection to the 
gentleman rising to a question of privilege and making an explana- 
tion of this telegram. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 


ment I made? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has made that state- 
ment and the telegram has been presented. 


COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, the 
morning hour begins at twenty-three minutes after twelve o’clock. 
The pending business in the morning hour is the consideration of a 
bill reported from the Committee on Mines and Mining, being the bill 
(H. R. No. 3635) to utilize the product of gold and silver mines, and 
for other purposes. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. As this is a question of very great importance to the 
people of this country, and as the friends of the bill desire debate 
upon it, I ask consent of the House that the debate continue to-day 
until four o’clock, the time already assigned for other business, and 
that to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal I shall have the right to demand the previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish toask the gentleman from Missouri whether 
he intends to allow debate on this bill and an opportunity for amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. BLAND. 
debate. 

Mr. KASSON. 
allow for debate ? 

Mr. BLAND. Until four o’clock this evening. 

Mr. KASSON. But I understand this bill to be in the morning 
hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition 
of the gentleman from Missouri. It is that by unanimous consent the 
order be made that the debate on this bill shall continue to-day until 
four o'clock, the time set apart for the announcement of the death of 
the late Representative from Kentucky, Mr. Parsons. 

Mr. KASSON. I must object to the bill going ont of the morning 
honr. Other business should have its chance outside the morning 
hour. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish it understood that the friends of this bill 
have no objection to debate; they desire to offer every fair oppor- 
tunity for it; but the opponents of the bill filibustered the first morn- 
ing hour, and now 

Mr. KASSON. That is not quite correct. 
an honest one and honestly urged. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was to gain time. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to discusss this ques- 
tion, but to ask the Clerk to read certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes in reference to it showing by what means the silver in this 
country has been demonetized, and showing that by the act of 1869 
it was recognized as coin in full effect with all men for all debts, 
public as well as private. I now ask the Clerk to read from page 700 
of the Revised Statutes, section 3511. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I bave not said anything about amendments, simply 


How much time does the gentleman propose to 


The point of order was 


Sec. 3511. The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, which, 
at the standard weight of twenty-five and eight-tenths grains, shall be the unit of 
value; a quarter-eagle or two-and-a-half-dollar piece; a three-dollar piece ; a half- 
eagle, or five-dollar piece ; an eagle, or ten-dollar piece ; anda double-eagle, or twenty- 
dollar piece. And the standard weight of the gold dollar shall be twenty-five and 
cight-tenths grains; of the quarter-eagle, or two-and-a-half-dollar piece, sixty-four 
and a half grains; of the three-dollar piece, seventy-seven and four-tenths grains ; 
of the half-eagle or five-dollar piece, one hundred and twenty-nine grains ; of the 
cagle, or ten-dollar piece, two hundred and fifty-eight grains; of the double-eagle, 
or twenty dollar piece, five hundred and sixteen grains. 


Mr. BLAND. I now ask the Clerk to read from page 712 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, section 3586. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3586. The silver coins of the United States shall be a legal tender at their 
nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. 


Mr. BLAND. That will do. I call the attention of the House to 
these sections of the Revised Statutes for the purpose of showing that 
by section 3511 the gold dollar was made the unit of value and by sec- 
tion 3586 the silver coins of the United States are made a legal tender 


I understand that I have no right to | 


Do I understand that I have not the 
right to say on this floor that I re-aflirm the correctness of the state- 
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at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5, thus showing 
| the demonetization of silver by the act of February 12, 1873. 

I now desire the Clerk to read on page 735 of the Revised Statutes 
sections 3693 and 3694. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 3693. The faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in 
coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bering inter- 
est, known as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the 
United States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such 
obligation has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful money or 
other currency than gold and silver. But none of the interest-bearing obligations 
not already due shall be redeemed or paid before maturity, unless at such time 
United States notes are convertible into coin at the option of the holder, or unless 
at such time Donds of the United States bearing a lower rate of interest than the 
bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par in coin. The faith of the United States is 


also solemnly pledged to make provisions at the earliest practicable period for the 
redemption of the United States notes in coin. 

| Sec. 3694. The coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a spe- 
cial fund, and shall be applied as follows: 


First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the United 
States. 

Second. To the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be made within cach fiscal year, which isto be set apart as asink 
| ing fund, and the interest of which shall in like manner be applied to the purchase 

or payment of the public debt, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to 
time direct. 

Third. The residue to be paid into the Treasury. 


Mr. BLAND. That is the act of the 13th of March, 1869. By that 
act silver was specially recognized as coin competent to be applied 
to the payment of the public debt, and the statute provides a fund 
out of moneys received from duties on imports and mentions the 
word “ coin” without regard to whether it is silver or gold coin, but 
simply the word “ coin,” showing under that act silver at that time 
being a coin of full legal-tender was receivable by law for duties on 
imports, and is by law a legal tender for all public debts. But, Mr. 
Speaker, Ido not desire further to discuss this question, knowing 
that every etfort will be made to defeat its consideration in the morn- 
ing hour, and I therefore now demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman demands the previous ques- 
tion I ask him to yield to me for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BLAND. 





I am willing to let the amendment be read. 

Mr. LYNCH. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to having the amendment read 
for information, but I decline to yield to any amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask this may be pending when the previous 
question is called, as an additional section to the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield simply to have it read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much of the act entitled “‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie 
payments.” approved January 14, 1875, as reads as follows, to wit: “And on and 
after the Ist day of January, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem in 
coin the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding on their presentation for 
redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city 
of New York, in sums of not less than $50, be, and the same is-hereby, repealed.” 


Mr. BLAND. While I am in favor of that amendment, I must de- 
cline to have this bill embarrassed by it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is but one remedy, and that is, 
if gentlemen do not desire the previous question sustained, to vote it 
down. 

Mr. KASSON rose. 

Mr. BLAND. I decline to yield to this or any other amendment. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from Missouri whether he will 
not allow me the same time to say a word as he has taken up himself 
in stating the question? 

Mr. BLAND. I insist on my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. Then, if the gentleman will allow no debate, I move 
that the House do now adjourn; and upon that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
of order. 

Mr. BLAND. 
an amendment which the committee agreed might be voted on. 

Mr. LYNCH. As amember of the committee that reported this 
bill I desire to call the attention of the Chair 

Mr. BLAND. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. Kasson } 
that I am willing he shall be heard after the previous question is sec- 
onded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. LyNcH] on a point of order, and will hear 
him on the pointof order. A point of order is not the introduction of 
an amendment. 

Mr. LYNCH. Asa member of the committee which reported this 
bill, the chairman of the committee will remember that it was dis- 
tinctly understood that the minority of the committee should be al- 
lowed to propose two amendments and have a separate vote taken 
thereon. 

Mr. BLAND. I have yielded to the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. Lyncu] for that purpose. 

Mr. LYNCH. It was agreed that that should be done before the 
previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I have yielded for that purpose, 


As a member of the committee I rise to a question 


The gentleman from mene yer (Mr. Lyncr] has 
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One of the amendments was to be proposed by my 


colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Wisconsin, [ Mr. Cas- | 


WELL, ] and, if I understand it correctly, his amendment is as fol- 
lows - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendments to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iam stating them because I have not got them here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must, protect the rights of 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLanp.] That gentleman has not 
yielded for discussion. 

Mr. LYNCH. I simply desire to state what are the amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will submit his amend- 
ments in writing and send them to the Clerk’s desk. The Chair must 
insist on the observance of the rules. 

Mr. LYNCH. I will prepare the amendments and send them to the 
desk. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. BLAND] to yield to me for a moment while I present the protest 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwill yield to the gentleman after the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. BLAND] allow the amendments of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Lynci] to be considered as pending ? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ trust the gentleman from Missouri will allow my 
amendment to be offered. 


Mr. BLAND. I have stated that I do not yield for that amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the demand of the gentleman 
from Missouri for the previous question on the bill and amendments, 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] moves that the House ad- 
journ, 

Mr. KASSON. And on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAND. Let it be understood that I have offered to yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa after the previous question is seconded. 

Mr. KASSON. Let it be understood, also, that if the previous ques- 
tion is seconded there is ne opportunity for amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. KASSON made remarks which were inaudible 
from the rappings of the Speaker's gavel. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Pending the motion to ad- 
journ, I move that when the House adjourns it be to meet on Friday 
next; and on that motion I call for the yeas and nay 4. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, there were—ayes 35, noes 84. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry: whether the time 
consumed in this filibustering comes out of the morning hour? 

Mr. KASSON. Unquestionably. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly it does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. O,I hope not. [Laughter.]} 

The question was taken on the motion that when the House ad- 
journs it be to meet on Friday next, and there were—yeas 2, nays 183, 
not voting 100; as follows: 


The gentleman must forward his 


YEAS—Meaars. Hoge, and Nash—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, John H. Bagley, jr.. 
William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Boone, Brad- 
ford, Bright, John Young Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Bur- 
chard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Cannon, Cason, Cate, Caulfield, 
Chittenden, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Clymer, Cochrane, Collins, Conger, Cook, 
Cox, Crapo, Crounse, Cutler, Danford, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Dobbins, Dunnell, 
Durham, Eames, Eden, Evans, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Free- 
man, Frye, Garticld, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Ham- 
ilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hartridge, 
Hartzell, Haymond, Henkle, Hereford, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Holman, Hopkins, 
House, Hubbell, Hunton, Hurlbut, Jenks, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, 
Kelley, Kimball, Knott, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lawrence, Le Moyne, Lewis, 
Luttrell, Lynch, Mackey, Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, McFarland, Meade, Met- 
calfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Neal, New, Nor- 
ton, O'Brien, O'Neill, Page, Payne, John F. Philips, Pierce, Poppleton, Potter, 
Powell, Pratt, Rainey, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reitly. James B. Reilly, Rice, 
Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Miles Ross, Rusk, 
Sampson, Savage, Scales, Schleicher, Seelye, Sheakley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Sle- 
mons, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, Terry, 
Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Tur- 
ney, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Eras- 
tus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, White, Whiting, Whitthorne, Wizginton, Wike, Wil- 
lard, Alpheus 8. Williams, James Williams, James D. Williains, Jeromiah N. 
ees Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, Woodburn, Yeates, and 

young—183 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, George A. Bagley, John H. 
Iiaker, Basa, Blair, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, William R. Brown, Burleigh, 
Campbell, Candler, Caswell, Chapin, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cowan, Cul- 
berson, Darrall, DeBolt, Denison, Douglas, Durand, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Fauikner, 
Fuller, Goodin, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, 
Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henderson, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hooker, 
Hoskins, Hunter, Hurd, Hyman, Frank Jones, King, Lamar, George M. Landers, 
Lapham, Leavenworth, Levy, Lord, Lynde, Magoon, McDill, McMahon, Money, 
Odell, Oliver, Packer, Phelps, William A. Phillips, Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Purman, 
Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schumaker, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Springer, 
Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Washington Townsend, John L. Vance, 
Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. 
Wallace, Walling, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, 
William B. Williams, Willis, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—100. 


So the motion of Mr.TowNsEND, of Pennsylvania, was not agreed to. 
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During the roll-call, | ; ' 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, said: I am paired upon this question with 

| Mr. Evy. If he were present I think he would vote “ay,” and I 
would vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question then recurred upon the motion of Mr. Kasson, that 
the House adjourn, upon which the yeas and nays were called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 186, not vot- 
ing 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Hoge and Hurd—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bagley, John 
H. Bagley, jr., William 11. Baker, Ballon, Banks, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, 
Blair, Bland, Boone, Bradferd, Bright, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, 
Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, 
William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cannon, Cason, Caswell, Caulfield, Chittenden, 
John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, Crapo, Crounse, 
Cutler, Danford, Davis, Dibrell, Dobbins, Dannell, Durand. Durham, Eames, Eden, 
Evans, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Frye, Gartield, 
Gibson, Glover, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Ben- 
jamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Hays, Hender- 
son, Hereford, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Holman, Hooker, Bophins. House, Hubbell, Hun- 
ton, Hurlbut, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Kelley, Kimball, Kuott, 
Franklin Landers, Lane, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Luttrell, 
Lynch, Mackey, Maish, MacDougall, MeCrary, McDill, McFarland, Metcalfe, 
Miller, Milliken, Mills, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Neal, New, Norton, 
O'Brien, O'Neill, Page, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips, Pierce, Piper, Plaisted, 
Poppleton, Potter, Powell, Pratt, Rainey, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, 
James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Savage, Scales, Seelye, Singleton, Sinuickson, 
Slemons, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, Terry, 
Thomp-on, Throckmorton, Martin I. Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tucker, 
Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, 
Warren, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells. White, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Wike, 
Willard, ee §. Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, James D. 
Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, 
Yeates, and Young—186. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, John H, Baker, Bass, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, Burleigh, Candler, Cate, Chapin, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Collins, Cowan, Cox, Culberson, Darrall, Davy. De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Egbert, 
Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Fuller, Gause, Goode, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, 
Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hendee, Henkle, Goldsmith W. 
Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoskins, Hunter, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, King, Lamar, 
George M. Landers, Lapham, Levy, Lord, Lynde, Magoon, McMahon, Meade, 
Money, Nash, Odell, Oliver, Packer, William A. Phillips, Platt, Purman, Sobieski 
Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Sheakley, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, 
Springer, Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Thornburgh, John L. Vance, 
Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexender S. Wallace, John W. 
Wallace, Walling, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Andrew Williams, William B. 
Williams, Willis, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and Woodworth—97. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, said: Upon this question I am paired with 
Mr. Ey. If present, I do not know how he would vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMpson, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by 
the House to the bill (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriation for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, on which a new conference 
was asked, and the Senate had appointed Mr. SARGENT, Mr. Bout- 
WELL, and Mr. NORWOOD as mauagers of said conference on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 810) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1877. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a House 
bill and a joint resolution of the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1972) to authorize the construction of an inclos- 
ure around the United States penitentiary at Boisé City, in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 77) providing for the restoration of the 
original Declaration of Independence. 

REAL ESTATE POOL. 

Mr. GLOVER. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on the Real Estate Pool of the District of Columbia to be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I wish the resolution 
which accompanies the report be read and adopted by the House. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Is there a minority report : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the mi- 
nority report will be presented. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I must object, if it gives rise to any 
debate. 

Mr. GLOVER. It will cause no debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
GLOVER] asks that the resolutions be read, and that the report be 
printed and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GLOVER. I also ask that the resolution be adopted. 


Mr. HALE. I reserve my point of order until after the resolution 
has been read. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That this report and accompanying testimony, together with the letters 
of George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, addressed to the committee, be print- 
ed and referred to the Judiciary Committee, and that said committce be instructed 
to inquire into said alleged violations of law, and to ascertain the liability of George 
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M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, for such alleged acts, and make such report to 
the House aa the facts and law may justify, and in compliance with these instruc- 
tions said committee shall have authority to take and hear additional testimony. 


The report was signed by Mr. GLovER, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. CuL- 
BERSON. 

Mr. CONGER. I reserve my right to object until the resolution of 
the minority of the committee is read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. PRATT] to submit the views of the minority 
of the committee. 

Mr. PRATT. In submitting the views of the minority I desire to 
say that it was my hope that this report would now be considered by 
the House. I consent, however, to the reference to the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the report of the majority and the views of the 
minority only for the reason that on yesterday the House referred to 
that committee the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, which 
refers to exactly the same subject-matter as is embraced in this re- 
port. Lask the Clerk to read the resolution appended to the report 
of the minority of this committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Honse finds no cause of complaint or censure attaching to 
George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, growing out of his official relations and 
transactions with the firm of Jay Cooke, McCulloch & Co., of London, as the tem- 
porary special agents of the Navy Department. 

The report of the minority was signed by Mr. Pratt, and Mr. SmiTu 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HALE. I now rise to a point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose that the right to object will come before 
the point of order. I desire to state that I shall object to these re- 
ports being received and printed, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, unless there is added to the majority resolution an in- 
struction to the Committee on the Judiciary to report at this session 
of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] on his point of order. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to present a point of order, and I would not 


present it unlessI believed it tobe unanswerable. My point of order | 


is this: The Committee on Naval Affairs by authority of the House 
early in the winter entered upon the investigation of all matters re- 
lating to the conduct of the Navy Department. The Committee on 
the Real Estate Pool, as it is called, of which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. GLOVER] is chairman, received its first authority to act 
on the 24th day of January. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Is not this proceeding by unanimous 
consent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Notat all; the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] reserved his right to raise a point of order, and the Chair 
will hear him. 

Mr. HALE. The committee seeking to report this morning received 
its first authority on the 24th day of January, 1876. Lask the careful 
attention of the Chair to the resolution of that date, because this isa 
special committee, limited in its powers to the jurisdiction conferred 
upon it by the authority of the House setting it on foot. This is the 
preamble and resolution adopted by the House on the 24th of January 
last: 

Whereas the Government of the United States is a creditor of the firm of Jay 
Cooke & Co., now in bankruptcy by order and decree of the district court of the 
United States in and for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, resulting from the 
improvident deposits made by the Secretary of the Navy of the United States with 
the London branch of said house of Jay Cooke & Co. of the public moneys; and 
whereas the matter known as the “real-estate pool" was only partially inquired 
into by the late Joint Select Committee to Inquire into the A ffairs of the District of 
Columbia, in which Jay Cooke & Co. had a large and valuable interest ; and whereas 
Edwin M. Lewis, trustee of the estate and effects of the said firm of Jay Cooke & 
Co., has recently made a settlement of the interest of the estate of Jay Cooke & 
Co. with the associates of said firm of Jay Cooke & Co., to the disadvantage and 
loss, as it is alleged, of the numerous creditors of said estate, including the Govern 
ment of the United States ; and whereas the courts are now powerless, by reason 
of said settlement, to afford adequate redress to said creditors : 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members of this House, to be selected 





by the Speaker, be appointed to inquire into the nature and history of said ‘real. | 


estate pool,” and the character of said settlement, with the amount of property in- 
volved, in which Jay Cooke & Co. were interested, and the amount paid or to be 
paid in said settlement, with power to send for persons and papers, and report to 
this House. 

The Chair will see that that authority, so late even as the 24th of 
January, related only to the real-estate pool which gives the name 
to this committee; it is confined to that. But the gentleman from 
Missonri, [Mr. GLOVER,] seeking to extend the jurisdiction of his 
committee, on the 3d of April last introduced and the House passed 
the following preamble and resolution : 


_ Whereas on the 24th day of January, A. D. 1876, the House adopted the follow- 
ing resolution : 


“ Resolved, That a special committee of five members of this House, to be selected 


by the Speaker, be ee to oe into the nature and history of said real- | 


estate pool, and the character of said settlement, with the amount of property in- 


volved, in which Jay Cooke & Co. were interested, and the amount paid or to be | 


wid in settlement, with power to send for persons and papers, and report to this 

louse :"’ Therefore, 

_ Beit resolved, That said committee be further authorized and directed to likewise 
investigate any and all matters touching the official misconduct of any officer of 
the Government of the United States or of any member of the present Congress of 
the United States which may come to the knowledge of said committee: Provided, 
That this resolution shall not affect any such matter now being investigated by any 
other committee under authority of either House of Congress; and for this pur- 
pose said committee shall have the same powers to send for persons and papers as 
conferred by said original resolution. 
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The limitation is distinct, is undoubted. It was not intended to 
give to this committee any power to investigate subject-matters then 
being investigated by any other committee. 

I make the point of order that it is already within the knowl- 
edge of the House and of the Speaker that before the 3d of April this 
identical subject-matter was considered by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs ; their report, a part of our proceedings, shows that fact ; the 
discussion, which is a part of our proceedings, showsit. If any doubt 
exists as to the time of the inception of this investigation in the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read a letter to the Secretary of the Navy from the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Hovst OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. O., February 1, 1876. 
Sir: The Committee on Naval Affairs, acting under the orders of the House of 
Representatives, to make certain inquiries, &c., have instructed me to inquire of 
you, whether at any time any deposit of funds of the Government appropriated 
by Congress for the use of the Navy was made with the house of McCulloch, 
Cooke & Co, (or Jay Cooke & Co., or other firm composed of said parties) doing 
business in London, and if so, it is desired to know the date of the making of such 
deposit or deposits, the amounts thereof ; what security, if any, was exacted at the 
| time the same was done, or agreed to be done; the reasons for making it and upon 
| whose recommendation the same was ordered ; to what extent said deposit or « 
posits have been accounted for; if any deficit remains, the amount thereof and its 
present condition, and what security, if any, the Government now holds for its re- 
turn, and the nature and value of the security so held; and under what orders and 
for what reason the Paymaster-General United States Navy is absent from this city 
and in Europe, and for what length of time he has been absent. Hes his absence 
any connection with the deposit so made with McCulloch, Cooke & Co.? Further, 
whether prior to the making of this deposit the agents of the Department had not 
been the Messrs. Baring Brothers, who had discharged their duties as such agents 
with great fidelity and but little cost te the Government; and what reason, if any, 
existed for their discharge as such agents ? 
Respectfully, 





W. C. WHITTHORNE 
Chairman. 
To Hon. GeorGe M. Roneson, 


Secretary of Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, it will be noticed that this letter bears 
date more than two months before any authority was given to this 
special committee to enlarge the scope of action originally provided 
for late in January. 

I will not occupy further the time of the House or the Chair, but 
will only ask, is not this pointimpregnable? Isit not clear that this 
is a special committee and that it has no iota of power outside of the 
power given it in the resolutions constituting it? Is it not clear that 
in the resolution of April 3 the limitation is distinct that this commit- 
tee should go into no fields already plowed by other committees? Is 
it not clear that before this, long before, another committee having 
general jurisdiction over the subject-matters of the Navy Department 
took up this special point and was considering it, and that therefore 
this committee is ousted of jurisdiction from the beginning ? 

Mr. GLOVER. I would like to have the attention of the House for 
a moment to reply to the gentleman’s point of order, I hold that if 
the committee of which I am chairman has any authority at all to 

investigate the matters specifically set forth in the first resolution, it 
has authority to pursue that investigation to the extent to which it 
has gone. The resolution empowers the committee to investigate the 
subject of the indebtedness of Jay Cooke & Co. to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Now, how is that tobe ascertained? It turns ont that the 
house of Jay Cooke, McCulloch & Co., of London, had an established 
claim against Jay Cooke & Co. in this country. Jay Cooke, McCul- 
loch & Co., of London, were indebted to the Navy Department and as- 
signed their claim to the Secretary of the Navy as part of the indem- 
nity to secure their indebtedness. 

Now, the committee, in pursuing the matter of establishing this 
indebtedness, was compelled to investigate the matters out of which 
this indebtedness arose ; and it would be and was impossible for the 
committee to make this investigation thorough without investigat- 
| ing the transactions of the Secretary of the Navy and the affairs of 
Jay Cooke, McCulloch & Co., of London. 

Of course these two committees might, under their respective reso- 
lutions, have concurrent jurisdiction ; but to deny that the commit- 
tee of which I am chairman has authority to investigate the accounts 
of Jay Cooke, McCulloch & Co, and their indebtedness to the Navy 
Department is to deny us the right to investigate the accounts of Jay 
Cooke & Co. and the indebtedness of that banking firm to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

I think the House will certainly see the distinction involved in this 
statement, which the gentleman from Maine has overlooked; and I 
hope he will withdraw his point of order, P 

Mr. HALE. If I understand the point of the gentleman from Mis- 
| souri [Mr. GLOVER] it is that originally by the first resolution there 
was some measure of power that gave this committee anthority to go 
outside or that it developed certain mattefs which required them to 
go outside. My very point is that if they had authority by the orig- 
inal resolution to go into this matter there could have been no need 
| of extending it. But they found, upon examination it may be, that 
there were other matters whieh they desired to go into, but which 
they did not get authority to examine until the 3d day of April, 1276, 
long before which the other committee had been investigating. If 
they did not need more power on the 3d of April, when this supple- 
mentary resolution was adopted, why did they ask the House to in- 
| crease their powers by that resolution ? 
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I desire to say one word. I think the point of order 
the gentleman from Mainve is certainly well taken, and the 
have in their report set out all the facts in reference to the | 
jurisdiction of the Committee on the Real Estate Pool, the time when 
they commenced this investigation, the time when the House by res- 
olution specifically directed the Committee on Naval Affairs to inves- 
tigate the affairs of the Navy Department, and the time when that 
committee commenced its investigation. The report of the minority 
shows that at the time this resolution of April 3 was adopted the 
subject of naval affairs—the whole subject of administration of the 
afiairs of the Navy—was then being investigated; the investigation 
had actually been commenced by the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
by the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman whether it was ever claimed 
in the committee before this supplementary resolution of April 3 that 
the committee had authority to go into this deposit of the Secretary 
of the Navy with Jay Cooke, McCulloch & Co.? 

Mr. PRATT. No such claim was ever made. 

Mr. MORRISON, I submit that that is not a proper inquiry. No 
genileman has the right to state what occurred in committee; and 
no one knows this better than the gentleman from Maine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The proceedings in committee are not 
a proper subject of discussion in the House. 

Mr. PRATT. I can say further 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman need say nothing as 
to the proceedings in committee, 

Mr. PRATT, ldo not propose to say what was done in committee; 
T propose to state what was not done in committee, if the Chair will 
allow me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rely on the gentle- 
man’s own discretion; but he will bear in mind that the point of or- 
der has been made. 

Mr. PRATT. It was never formally proposed in the committee at 
all to investigate the official conduct of Secretary Robeson; and all 
the investigation that has ever been had touching the affairs of the 
Navy Department has been under the pretense that it was neces- 
sary to inqnire into the source and origin of the indebtedness of Jay 
Cooke, McCulloch & Co, to the United States that the committee 
might ascertain whether the firm of Jay Cooke & Co. in this country 
had any property or assets covered up in the “ real-estate pool” which 
could be made available for the payment of that indebtedness. 

But I desire to say this on this point of order: While I think the 
point of order is well taken, and have always thought so, I hope the 
gentleman from Maine will not insist on it. I think it would be best 
to allow these reports to be made, to allow the testimony taken by 
the Real Estate Pool Committee to be printed, and allow it all to go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Not because I think there is any- 
thing shown either in the testimony or in the report to the discredit 
of Secretary Robeson, but because I think a fair and careful exami- | 
nation of the testimony taken by the committee will in any candid | 
mind completely vindicate the Secretary in all his transactions and | 
dealings with the firm of Jay Cooke,McCulloch & Co., of London, in 
reference to their indebtedness to the United States. And the mi- 
nority have thought best to co-operate with the majority to get these 
reports and this testimony before the House, in order that they might 
be printed as an act of justice to Secretary Robeson, believing that 
course will best tend to vindicate him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine in- 
sist on his point of order? 

Mr. HALE. It is so important not only now, but as settling the 
rights of committees under special orders that I must insist on it in 
order to obtain the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regards the matter quite as 
much, or more, a question of fact than a question of parliamentary 
law. It is very clear a committee may not report to the House that 
which has not been committed to it by the House, but whether ex- 
actly the matter referred to in this report has been committed to this 
Seleet Committee on the Real-Estate Pool and Jay Cooke & Co. Indebt- 
edness is, as the Chair suggests, rather a question of fact than a ques- 
tion of parliamentary law. Under the circumstances, therefore, the 
Chair is not inclined to sustain the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. Does the gentleman from Michigan insist on his 
point of order f 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, the report | 
of the majority and the views of the minority, together with the tes- 
timony, Wiljebe ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. GLOVER. I ask the resolution containing the proposition | 
which I have submitted to, the House be voted upon. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. An agreement was made a moment since 
that the reports were not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. GLOVER. I wish to ask one more request of the House, and | 
that is, that I shall be permitted to print in the Recorp as part of | 
the debates some remarks in reference to the subject of the report | 
just ordered to be printed, and also that the gentleman from Iowa, | 
{ Mr. Pratt, ] representing the minority of the committee, shall have 
the same privilege. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr 


PRATT. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That there may be no misapprehen- 
sion, the Chair will now direct the resolution moved by the gentle- 
man from Missouri be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this report and accompanying testimony, together with the letters 
of George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, addressed to the committee, be 
printed wnd referred to the Judiciary Committee ; and that said committee be in- 
structed to inquire into said violation of law, and ascertain the liability of George 
M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, for such alleged acts, and make such report to 
the House as the facts and law may justify; and in compliance with these instruc- 
tions said committee shall have authority to take and hear additional testimony, 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GLOVER moved to recousider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the recom- 
mendation accompanying the minority report, which also has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary under the previous order 
of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House finds no cause of complaint or censure attaching to 
George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, growing out of his official relations and 
transactions with the firm of Jay Cooke, McCulloch & Co., London, as special tem- 
porary agents of the Navy Department. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. I rise toa personal explanation. Yesterday 
morning, as an act of courtesy, I yielded to the gentleman from Phil- 
adelphia (Mr. FREEMAN] to ask the printing in the Recorp of a 
communication which was not read. That request was granted by 
the House. On noticing the RecornD this morning I find it not only 
reflects upon the committee but upon myself. That communication 
from Captain Wells is false so far as it refers to me. Besides, it is 
unjust to the House, as it publishes in the record of our debates the 
merely personal record of Captain Wells. If I had known what it 
contained I certainly would not have consented to its publication, 
nor do I think the House would. It certainly has nothing to do with 
our proceedings. I understand my friend from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
FREEMAN, ] which I believe to be the fact, did not know what was in 
that communication when he asked it to be inserted in the REcorp, 
and I now move it be stricken from the Recorp. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will 
indicate what portion he desires to have read. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I simply move that it be stricken from the 
ReEcorD. If it be read now it will gointo the Recorp in the morning 
as part of our debates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not necessarily. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I simply ask that the communication be ex- 
punged from the Recorp. It was inserted without anybody’s know- 
ing what it was. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The House cannot agree to anything of 
that kind without knowing what it is. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I do not want it to go into the permanent 
REecorD. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
it out. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

I have no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 1 know nothing at all about it; but to ask 
me to strike something from the RecorpD without knowing what it 
is, I certainly object to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is well taken. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa is right, and the communication will be read. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I think I can save the time of the House. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FREEMAN] did not intend 
any reflection on myself or upon the majority of the committee, for 
in the communication referred to the only reflection that was justi- 
fied—I am authorized by the gentleman from Pennsylvania (am I 
not ?) tostate it—was upon the action of the minority of the committee, 
and not of the majority of the committee, for the majority of the 
committee did not make any reflection upon Captain Wells of the 
Philadelphia navy-yard. It was only the minority of the committee 
who did so. And yet it would appear from that communication that 
it was the majority of the committee, or myself, that had made that 
reflection. Now, sir, I beg to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Sfeaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE } withdraws his motion, and there is nothing before the 
House. 

Mr. FREEMAN. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. FREEMAN. I desire to say, as otherwise I might be misunder- 
stood by the House—— 

Mr. CONGER. Unless the subject-matter may be read, I object to 
any further discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. FREEMAN] rises to a question of personal privilege. The Chair 
is not presumed to know what is the question to which he rises. The 
Chair will hear the gentleman. 


But we must have it read before we strike 


If the gentleman is desirous to hear it read, 
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Mr. FREEMAN. I desire to say that in presenting that communi- 
cation to this House I did only what I was requested to do by the 
gentleman commanding the navy-yard in my district. I did so with- 
out reading it and in a great hurry, not desiring to take any advan- 
tage of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs or to force 
upon this House anything that was improper. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—SECOND DISTRICT NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rise to make a privileged report. On 
behalf of the Committee of Elections I make the unanimous report 
which I send to the desk, and move the adoption of the accompany- 
ing resolution, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John A. Hyman, the sitting member, was duly elected a Repre- 


sentative in the Forty-fourth Congress from the second congressional district of 
North Carolina, and be is entitled to retain his seat as such. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask the adoption of that resolution. 
It seats Mr. Hyman, and is a unanimous report. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—FIFTH DISTRICT OF GEORGIA, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am also instructed by the Committee 
of Elections to report the following resolution : 

Resolved, That Milton A. Candler, the sitting member, was duly elected as a Rep- 
resentative in the Forty-fourth Congress from the fifth congressional district of 
Georgia, and he is entitled to retain his seat as such. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—SIXTH DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am also instructed by the Committee 
of Elections to present the following report: 

Resolved, That John R. Lynch, the sitting member, was daly elected as a Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-fourth Congress from the sixth congressional district of Mis- 
sissippi, and he is entitled to retain his seat as such. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—THIRTY-THIRD DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am also instructed by the Committee 
of Elections to report the following resolution : 

Resolved, That Nelson I. Norton, the sitting member, was duly elected as a Rep- 
resentative in the Forty-fourth Congress from the thirty-third congressional district 
of New York, and he is entitled to retain his seat as such. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FIRST DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am also instructed by the Committee 
of Elections to report the following resolution : 

Resolved, That Chapman Freeman, the sitting member, was duly elected as a 
Representative in the Forty-fourth Congress from the first congressional district 
of Pennsylvania, and he is entitled to retain his seat as such. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I rise to a privileged question. I call up the re- 
ort of the Committee for the District of Columbia on affairs in the 
district of Columbia. I send to the desk two resolutions unanimously 

recommended by the committee, and ask the Clerk to read them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved, (1.) That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
certify to the Attorney-General of the United States a copy of this report, with the 
accompanying evidence, for such action in the premises as he may deem proper 
under the law and the facts as developed in said testimony. 

_(2.) That the Clerk of this House be, and ho is hereby, further instructed to cer- 
tify a copy of the evidence accompanying this report to the grand jury of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, with directions to investigate the criminal charges against par- | 


ties referred to in said evidence as having been guilty of a violation of the criminal 
laws of the United States; and the Attorney-General is also directed, by the aid of 
such special counsel as he may appoint, to institute such proceedings as he may 
deem proper under the evidence to recover any and all sums of money due the Dis- 
trict of Columbia which have been obtained illegally or improperly by any parties 
mentioned in said evidence. 


Mr. KASSON. May I ask the gentleman from Missouri whether 
that is a joint or a House resolution ? 


Mr. BUCKNER. It is a House resolution. 
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Mr. KASSON. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that one House 
| has not the right to direct a public officer or a grand jury, and that 
| he had better, therefore, change the word “ directions” to “ request ;” 

which is as far as the House has power to go. There is no power in 
a single House to direct the grand jury. 

Mr. BUCKNER. We did not suppose there was any doubt as to 
the power of the House to direct or request as it saw fit. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The House has not power to direct. 
“ request.” 

Mr. BUCKNER. 
tion. 

Mr. KASSON. It is only a question of propriety. 
quest ” will answer the same purpose. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will move that the words “the request” be sub- 
stituted in place of “directions” in the third line of the second res- 
olution. I move further that instead of the words “ this report” to 
insert the words “the report of this committee,” and at the end of 
the second resolution add the words “ and that the Attorney-General 
make a report to the President of the United States, to be transmit- 
ted to this House at the next session of Congress, as to his action 
under these resolutions, as well as his reasons therefor.” 

The resolutions, as modified, were read ; as follows: 

Be it resolved, 1. That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, directed to 
certify to the Attorney-General of the United States a copy of the report of this 
committee, with the accompanying evidence, for such action in the premises as he 
may deem proper under the law and the facts as developed in said testimony. 

2. That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, further directed to certify 
a copy of the evidence accompanying this report to the grand jury of the District 
of Columbia, with the request to investigate the criminal charges against parties 
referred to in said evidence ac having been guilty of a violation of the criminal 
laws of the United States; ard the Attorney-General is also directed, by the aid 
of such special counsel as he riay appoint, to institute such proceedings as he may 
deem proper under the evidence to recover any and all sums of money due the 
District of Columbia which have been obtained illegally or improperly by any par- 
ties mentioned in said evidence, and that the Attorney-General make report to the 
President of the United States, to be transmitted to this House at the next session 
of Congress, as to his action under these resolutions, as well as his reasons there- 
for. 

The question was taken on the amendments, and they were agreed 
to. 

The resolutions, as modified, were then agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tions were adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Better say 
I have no objection to making it a joint resolu- 


The word “ re- 


POST-OFFICE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Irise to a privileged question. 
a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask leave to make a report from the Committce 
on Appropriations. I desire to report a bill and ask its consideration 
at this time. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is it a report from the committee ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is a privileged report. g 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain indebted- 
ness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house and 
post-office building; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the indebtedness incurred in the construction of a building for 
the court-house and post-office in New York City, in addition to the 
amount appropriated for said purpose for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877, the sum of $227,563.78 be appropriated in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Committee on Expenditures on Public 
Buildings in their report to the House of July 17, 1876. 

Mr. RANDALL. This report is made by the Committee on Appro- 
priations in consequence of the report of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures on Public Buildings. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to reserve points of order upon this 
bill until I hear the explanation of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to raise points of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to cal! the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the wording of that bill. Appropriations for public 

| buildings are not appropriations for any fiscal year. 
| Mr. RANDALL. They do not under the law lapse until two years 
have expired. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a provision of law that these appropria- 
tions shall not lapse. 

| Mr,RANDALL. They are exempted from lapsing under a gen- 
| eral law, just as are appropriations for light-houses and for rivers and 
| harbors. 

| Mr. CONGER. So that this is not really an appropriation for any 
fiscal year. It is a special appropriation, unlimited as to time. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. This was 
an expenditure in excess of the appropriation. It is an indebtedness 
which the Government has to iether in violation of law, which re 
quires those who administer the Government to keep the expendi- 
| tures within the appropriations provided by law. 
| Mr. CONGER. But as I understand the bill the gentleman nnder- 

takes to say that this is a deficiency for the last fiscal year, which is 
_ the fact, and therefore the bill misleads the House and the pub- 
ic. 


I desire to call up 
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Mr. RANDALL. This indebtedness was incurred during the last of the appropriation with which he was dealing, and that he found 


year and has nothing to do with this year. 

Mr. CONGER. But the gentleman must see that is not an appro- 
priation for any fiscal year. 

Mr. RANDALL. There was an appropriation for the court-house 
and post-oftice at New York of a certain amount of money, and not 
only was that amount of money so appropriated expended, but the 
Government was involved in an additional expenditure of the amount 
provided for in this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That expenditure, then, was in violation of law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know it was. 

Mr. CONGER. Then why say that it is a deficiency for last year ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Weare in this condition to-day; you must either 
punish innocent parties who deliver supplies to the Government in 
good faith, or else you must make this appropriation. 

I propose, so far as I can, not todo any injustice to those people 
who are upon the edge of bankruptcy in consequence of this delay 
in payment; I propose to pay them, and then to look after the officers 
who have violated the law, and see if we cannot punish them. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman claim that his sympathy for 
those men should lead him to make the statement in regard to this 
lack of money as if it was a deficiency ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not make any statement. It was an indebt- 
edness, a deficiency in the amount of money not supplied by the ap- 
propriation for that year. 

Mr. CONGER. But there was no appropriation for that fiscal year 
ever made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have great sympathy for all people who in hon- 
esty and in good faith have supplied this Government with materials, 
and who supposed they were acting with men who understood the 
law, and who, as they ought to have done, confined themselves to 
their authority conferred by law in their dealings with others; I have 
great sympathy with them. But I have no sympathy with officers 
who knowingly violated not only the spirit but the letter of the law; 
they ought to be punished. 
ject very properly characterized the conduct of these officers when 
they said, as they say in their report— 

That it was clearly the duty of the Supervising Architect and superintendent of 
said building to have fully understood the exact condition of the appropriations 


a single obligation incurred by either of them after they might have reasonably 


ascertained that the money for said building was exhausted, is a clear proposition | 


about which there can be no doubt; and your committee are satistied that the per- 
sons having in charge said work have been guilty of gross negligence and careless- 


ness in the discharge of their oflicial duties, if not totally reckless of the eer j 


terest in their disregard of law ; but your committee are satistied from all the evi- 
dence that all the persons holding claims against the Government embraced in the 
foregoing schedule are innocent parties, that they acted in good faith in the prem- 
isea, and that in equity they are entitled to have their claims paid. 

Upon that ground the Committee on Appropriations recommend 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to say to the gentleman that there are many 
cases of this kind among the smaller buildings all over the West and 
Northwest. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know that the violation of law extends all over 
the length and breadth of this land. 

Mr. CONGER. No; not a violation of law, but alack of appropria- 
tion. The gentleman has said repeatedly here that he could not 
allow his sympathies to avail in such cases as those. But in the city 
of New York, and I might perhaps say in the city of Philadelphia, 
the gentleman’s sympathies are much more potent. 

Mr. RANDALL. What do you mean? Be more definite in your 
insinuations. 

Mr. CONGER. I generally mean just what I say. 

Mr. RANDALL. If you mean to say or to imply in the least de- 
gree that in the direction of New York claims I have gone one hair’s 
breadth from the line of duty, you state that which you know to be 
not founded in fact. 

Mr. CONGER. I think in regard to the other buildings the gen- 
tleman’s duty was in the same direction. 

Mr. RANDALL. When they come up it will be time enough to 
judge in regard to other buildings. I have presented no deficiency 
for Philadelphia at all. I have no doubt that, as I have said before, 
all over this land there are deficiencies incurred in utter disregard of 
the law in the expenditure of the public money. And we have seen 
in the evidence which has been presented enough to convince us that 
it struck at those even ia high places. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. PRATT. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] has read from the report of the majority of the Committee 
on Expenditures on Public Buildings certain portions characterizing 
the conduct of certain public officers, I desire to call attention to a 
few facts that do not appear in that report. When the present Su- 
pervising Architect, Mr. Potter, took possession of his Office he nec- 
essarily inherited the mode of transacting business, the manner of 


keeping the accounts, and the machinery by which the business of | 


his Office was transacted. He explained to the committee, but no 
reference is made in the report to that explanation, that that mode 
of doing business, that manner of keeping the accounts, which he 
found prevailing in the Office when he took possession of it, was not 
reliable; that itdid not inform him at all times of the true condition 


The committee who examined this sub- | 


| appropriations to sustain it. 
for said work, and to have seen to it that not one dollar of money was expended or | 


| construction or furnishing of that building. 
| deemed it proper to state, as it is fairly apparent froma candid read- 
| ing of the testimony. 


himself misled by that system of keeping the accounts. 

Another fact which ought to be stated in justice to Mr. Potter is 
that the superintendent of the building in New York was often be- 
hind, sometimes months and months, in his monthly reports of the 
progress of the work and of the expenditures made upon that building. 
And then again the Supervising Architect found it impossible to as- 
certain at any given time the exact state of the appropriation for that 
building. 

It No appears in the testimony that in the spring of 1875 there was 
an enormous pressure brought to bear upon the Supervising Architect 
and the superintendent of the building in New York to press forward 
the building to an early completion, and the public necessities seemed 
imperatively to demand that that should be done. 

In the first place, the Federal courts in the city of New York had 
for a number of years rented quarters in Chambers street. They were 
small and inconvenient; and, as the district attorney, Mr. Bliss, 
testified before the committee, the transaction of the business of the 
courts in those rooms was attended with great inconvenience and 
oftentimes with great loss to the Government. He states that the 
early completion of that building so that it might be occupied by the 
Federal courts for the fall business of 1875 saved the Government in 
rents not less than $60,000, and has been of immeasurable advantage 
to the Government by furnishing improved facilities for the transac- 
tion of business. The postmaster of New York City, a gentleman 
whose integrity and truthfulness I believe will not be questioned in 
this House, testifies that the early removal of the New York post- 
office to this new building enabled him to transact the postal business 
at an annual saving of about $50,000; that by reason of the improved 
facilities for transacting the business of that office he was enabled to 
discharge clerks and other employés that would have cost from $45,- 
000 to $50,000 annually. He further states that had the Government 
continued to occupy the old post-office building the fast mail would 
have been an utter impossibility, because the accommodations at that 
office would not have allowed the necessary work in order to dispatch 
that mail. The Government has been saved large sums of money in 
that direction, the public service has been immeasurably improved, 
until now that particular branch of it is taken away by the failure of 
All these considerations operated upon 
the minds of the superintendent of the building in New York and the 
Supervising Architect in Washington to induce them to press forward 
the work as rapidly as possible, so that the building might be promptly 
occupied by the Federal authorities. : 

It is proper also in this connection to call attention to the fact that 
if this indebtedness had not been incurred and the building finished 
it could not have been occupied to-day. No appropriation has since 
been made by which the building could have been completed. It is 
further shown that all the work done, all the material furnished, all 
the furniture purchased, everything on account of which this indebt- 
edness was incurred was absolutely essential to the finishing of that 
building in order that it might be occupied by the Government; that 
nothing has been done beyond what the necessities of the public serv- 
ice demanded. 

I wish to state further that it must be perfectly apparent to any 
man who reads the testimony that neither the superintendent in New 
York nor the Supervising Architect in Washington ever intended or 
designed to exceed the appropriations, but that in the press and hurry 
of finishing the building the Supervising Architect was misled by 
the way in which the public accounts of that appropriation were 
kept; he was not correctly informed as to the condition of those ac- 
counts. Thus the appropriation was exceeded before the officers 
had any idea that the limit had been reached; and when they ascer- 
tained the true state of things they were in such a position that they 
were either obliged to go forward and finish up what they had com- 
menced, or to stop and let the building in its incomplete state be in- 
jured by exposure to the weather to an extent beyond the sum for 
which this indebtedness has been incurred. 

Under that state of things, I hold that while there was perhaps 
carelessness, While there may have been some degree of negligence 
on the part of these officers, there is no intentional or conscious guilt 
attaching to any officer of the Government in connection with the 
This much I have 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman does not deny that to exceed the 
appropriations authorized by law is an offense, a violation of law 
which is made penal; but he makes the plea of necessity. I do not 
believe from the examination I have made that any sach plea would 
hold good. I believe that it was the duty both of the Supervising Ar- 
chitect and of the superintendent at New York to make themselves 
acquainted with the amount of money under their control to be ex- 
pended for these purposes. 

I do not intend to reflect severely upon the present,Architect in 
connection with this matter. Perhaps what the gentleman states as 
to his endeavor to correct the abuses of his predecessor is true; but 
there is a remarkable fact now extant that this very gentleman who 
has sought to correct in many particulars the abuses of his predeces- 
sor has been invited to resign; and it would be a remarkable coinci- 
dence if his predecessor should be called upon to take his place. 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman will excuse me, [ doubt whether he 
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is borne out by the facts in the statement that the Architect has been 
invited to resign. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isee it stated in the Republican newspaper of 
this morning, which is generally good authority in matters of this kind. 

Mr. HALE. Iam sorry to say that there are now and then items of | 
news in republican papers that are not exactly correct. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the fact? Perhaps the gentleman will | 
tellus. Itmay be that he makes “a distinction without a difference.” 
Has the Supervising Architect been invited to resign; or has he re- 
signed ; or is he going to resign; and if so, why? 

Mr. HALE. It is not for me to say; only I doubt whether the gen- 
tleman is borne out in his statement by the facts. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not intend to say exactly that his resigna- 
tion had been requested because he had done his duty in this respect ; 
but when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pratt] commended him for 
doing his duty it occurred to me that he ought to be retained, and 
that the man whose errors he has been correcting ought not to be re- 
instated. 

Mr. HALE. Isuppose that he has resigned of his own motion with- 
out any invitation; and that there is nothing in his going out of the 
Department that involves his character at all or implies any censure 
upon him. 

Mr. RANDALL I understand how people get out of office. Secre- 
tary Bristow got out; Solicitor Wilson got out; Yaryan got out; 
Dyer got out; Henderson got out. I do not know whether they were 
invited out or not. 

Mr. HALE. Now and then, although the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania does not seem to understand it, men do actually resign of their 
own motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman knows the old rule in regard to 
oflice-holders, “ Few die and none resign.” 

The bill was read a first and second time, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION ACT. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the President’s message in relation to the sundry civil appro- 
priation act was referred yesterday to the Committee on Appropria- 
tious. 

Mr.RANDALL. There is no objection to that motion being entered. 
It will open the question to debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 


EDWARD PAINTER. 

Mr. FOSTER, by unanimous consent, moved that the Committee on 
Appropriations be discharged from the further consideration of the 
papers in the case of Edward Painter, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCHRANE, I hope that the title of these papers will be 
reported so that we may understand what they are. 

Mr. FOSTER. This is simply a change of reference of papers 
erroneously referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCHRANE. My reason for asking that the title of the pa- 
pers might be reported was that some time ago a matter was referred 
to this same committee and reported back for reference to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, when in my judgment the Committee on Appropri- 
ations should have taken the responsibility of acting on the ques- 
vm as it belonged more appropriately to that committee than any 
other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reference has been made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (S. No. 436) for the relief of William S. Robinson, of Mal- 
den, Massachusetts; 

A bill (S. No. 538) to create an additional land district in the Terri- 
tory of Idaho; 

A bill (8S. No. 990) to remove the political disabilities of Reuben 
Davis, of Mississippi; and 

A bill (8. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use 
the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, a bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1336) to establish a new land district in the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill of the following title: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of the Osage ceded 
lands in Kansas to actual settlers. 


INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 


Mr.SAMPSON. I desire to call up the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill ( H. R. No, 3370) to amend the statutes in relation 
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to damages for infringement of patents and for other purposes was 
ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. I will state further 
that I desire to discuss the motion. 

Mr. RICE, I raise the question of consideration upon this motion ; 
and I desire to announce that the bill upon which I wish action by 
the House at this time is the bill (H. R. No. 2830) to provjde for arrears 
of pension on account of wounds received in the late war. This is a 
matter of great importance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House now 
proceed to consider the motion to reconsider indicated by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, [Mr. SAMPSON? ] 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 39, noes 56; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sampson and Mr. Rice were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill upon which the gentleman from 
Iowa desires action be read. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BANNING. As I understand, Mr. Speaker, the question of con- 
sideration is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is; but it is not debatable. 

Mr. BANNING. I would like to have read the title of the bill which 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rick] desires to bring up, so that 
we may vote understandingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That may be done by unanimous con- 
sent, not otherwise. Under the rules all questions as to the priority 
of business must be settled without debate. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I object. 

The House divided; the tellers reported—ayes 60, noes 88. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the yeas and nays upon this question. This 
is a bill to protect manufacturers against extortions in connection 
with patent rights. 

Mr. RICE. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in order. 

Mr. WADDELL. Is a motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. WADDELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would remind the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. WADDELL] that the hour of four 
o’clock to-day has been assigned for the proceedings relative to the 
death of the late member from Kentucky, Hon. Mr. PARSONS. 

Mr. WADDELL. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and move 
that the House take a recess until four o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Before the yeas and nays are called I desire to ask 
unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot ask unanimous 
consent for any purpose while the House is dividing. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it in order to ask a question for information? If 
this motion is voted down will it not be in order to take up the bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rick] concerning ar- 
rearages of pension ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly it will if the House chooses 
to do so. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I hope it will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
72, nays 104, not voting 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, John H. Baker, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Cabell, 
William P. Caldwell, Cannon, Cason, Cate, Caultield, Collins, Crounse, Danford, 
Darrall, Davis, Durham, Forney, Fort, Frye, Glover, Andrew H. Hamilton, Han- 
cock, Hardenbergh, Harrison, Hartzell, Haymond, Henderson, Holman, Hunton, 
Hurlbut, Kasson, Franklin Landers, Lawrence, Le Moyne, Levy, Lewis, Luttrell, 
Lynde, McCrary, McDill, Meade, Milliken, New, Norton, O'Neill, Payne, John F. 
Philips, Piper, Potter, Pratt, Randall, Rea, Reagan, Riddle, John Robbins, William 
M. Robbins, Sampson, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, 
Terry, Throckmorton, Charles C. B. Walker, Erastus Wells, Whiting, Willard, 
Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bagley, John H. 
Bagley, jr., Ballou, Banks, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Brad- 
ford, Bright, John H. Caldwell, Caswell, Chittenden, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, 
Crapo, Cutler, Davy, Dibrell, Dobbins, Dunnell, Durand, Eames, Eden, Evans, 
Felton, Finley, Foster, Franklin, Gartield, Gause, Gibson, Goode, Goodin, Ben- 
jamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hartridge, Hays, Abram S. Hewitt, Hooker, 
Hopkins, House, Hubbell, Jenks, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kelley, Kimball, Lap- 
ham, Leavenworth, Lynch, Mackey, Maish, MacDougall, McMahon, Metcalfe, 
Miller, Mills, Monroe, Morgan, Mutchler, Nash, Neal, O'Brien, Phelps, William A. 
Phillips, Pierce, Poppleton, Rainey, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Roberts, 
Robinson, Rusk, Savage, Scales, Seelye, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, 
Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Martin I. Townsend, Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, 
Wait, Gilbert C.Walker, Walsh, Warren, White, James Williams, Benjamin Wil- 
son, and Yeates—104. 

NOT VOTING—Messars. Adams, Ashe, William H. Baker, Bass, Blair, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Samuel D. Burchard, 
Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Chapin, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, 
{r- of Missouri, Clymer, Cowan, sox, Culberson, De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Eg- 

vert, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Freeman, Fuller, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Har- 
alson, Henry R. Harris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hendee, Henkle, Hereford, Goldsmith 
W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, Hoskins, Hunter, Hurd, Hyman, Frank Jones, Kehr, 
King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landors, Lane, Lord, Magoon, McFarland, Money, 
Morrison, Odell, Oliver, Packer, Page, Plaisted, Platt, Powell, Purman, Miles Ross, 
Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Sheakley, Southard, Sparks, Spen- 
cer, Springer, Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Tucker, John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Waldron, Alexander 8S. Wallace, 
John W. Wallace, Walling, Ward, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whit- 
thorne, Wigginton, Wike, Andrew Williams, Alpheus S. Williams, Jeremiah N. 


Williams, William B. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, 
| Woodworth, and Young—109. 
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So the Honse refused to proceed to the consideration of Mr. Samp- 
BON’S notion to reconsider, 

During the vote 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, said: Not considering this a political 
qnestion, 1 will vote in the aftirmative. 

Mr. MILLS.. In order to save time I move that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has refused to take up for 
consideration the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. No. 3370) to amend the statutes in relation to damages for infringe- 
ment of patents, and for other purposes, was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Rice. ] 

ARREARAGES OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. RICE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of taking up 
and considering the bill (H. R. No. 2803) to provide for arrears of 
pensions on account of death or wounds received or disease contracted 
in the service of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1861, 
anid for the payment of the same. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to have a report printed and 
recommitted, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
floor. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Ohio yields to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio cannot yield. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I understand the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio is that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering a 
special bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is so. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Can that bedone? Must not all bills be taken up 
in their order when the House resolves itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The parliamentary motion is to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. That mo- 
tion is in order, and the rales may be suspended for that purpose by 
a majority vote. The Chair is informed it has been the custom to go 
into CommiXtee of the Whole on the state of the Union for a certain 
purpose and to antagonize against that other purposes, and to settle 
the question prior to going into Committee of the Whole. On that 
question the Chair would be glad to be advised by members who have 
been here for some time. The Chair will be glad to hear from the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. That custom extends only to appropriation bills. A 
special motion to go into Committee of the Whole on a particular ap- 
pene ion billisinorder. My friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] knows 
otter than I do in reference to that. But, sir, all other bills in Com- 
mittee of the Whole must be taken up in their order on the Calendar 
and laid aside one by one. The Chair will pardon me for referring to 
a noted instance. In order to take up the celebrated Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill, every bill on the Calendar was laid aside one by one. 

A Memvprr. That is too old a precedent. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If we go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, we must take up the Calendar in order, just as on 
Friday. 

Mr. HALE. That has been the invariable practice. 

Mr. RICE. it has been the practice so far as I have observed dur- 
ing this session to go into Committee of the Whole on bills specially 
indicated. I wish to say the usage has been during this session at least 
in accordance with the motion I have made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the jour- 
nal clerk, however, that when this has been done it has always been 
journalized as by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Unanimous consent can always do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But that does not affect the question, 
and the Chair must hold the rule to be that the House may at any 
time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, suspend the 
rules and orders for the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and that when in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union the bills must be taken up and dis- 
posed of in their order on the Calendar. If objection is made there- 
fore to going into Committee of the Whole on the special bill indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Ohio the House can only resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the Calendar generally. 

Mr. RICE. Then I insist on my motion that the rules be suspended 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

KITTERY NAVY-YARD, 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to present a report from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on charges made by Hon. Jonn H. 
BURLEIGH relative to the conduct of the Kittery navy-yard, and to 
move that it be printed and recommitted. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, Not to be brought back on a mo- 
tion to reconsider. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The gentleman from Ohio has the 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I present the views of the mi- 
nority on the same subject, and move that they be printed and re- 
conunitted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MUTCHLER. I have a similar request to make. I ask unan- 
imous consent to present the report of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department relative to the management of the 
Hospital for the Insane, and move that it be printed and recommitted. 
I also present a report from the same committee relative to surveys 
of the public lands, and in regard to that make the same request. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is there a minority report on the subject of the 
Insane Asylum investigation ? 

Mr.MUTCHLER. I think not; but my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr.Turts, ] can respond to that question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. My object is to know if any one desires to pre- 
sent a minority report on that subject. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rice] will not 
yield the floor for all these matters, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has not 
yielded the floor. The Chair is giving the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RUSK. Then I object to everything but the regular order. 
We have been here for three months trying to get this pension bill 
before the House, and I object to any more time being lost. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House is, Will 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 81, noes 46; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SAMPSON and Mr. RICE were ap- 
pointed. 

: The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 45. 

Mr. DURAND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 24, noes 107. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays are refused, the 
motion is agreed to, and the House resolves itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I ask for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MONROE. Too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
O'BRIEN, ] in the judgment of the Chair, rose in sufficient time to de- 
mand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were ayes 14; 
not one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were refused, the yeas and nays were refused, and the 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the House goes into Committee of 
the Whole, I ask that Rule 114, which shows the order of proceed- 
ings in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute 114. In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the bills shall 
be taken up and disposed of in their order on the Calendar; but when objection is 
made to the consideration of a bill, a majority of the committee shall decide, with- 
out debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed of, er laid aside: Provided, 
That general appropriation bills, and, in time of war, bills for raising men or 
money, and bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to all other bills, 


at the discretion of the committee ; and when demanded by any member, the ques- 
tion shall first be put in regard to them. 


SURVEYS AND RECONNAISSANCES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consert, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Chief of Engineers, asking for legislation to provide 
for surveys and reconnaissances; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was given as follows: 

To Mr. KELLEY, indefinitely from Friday next; and 

To Mr. Crapo, for ten days. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a joint resolution and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker 
pro tempore signed the same: ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 77) providing for the restoration of 
the original Declaration of Independence ; 

An act (H. R. No. 36) to restore the name of Captain Edward S. 
Meyer to the active list of the Army; 

An act (H. R. No. 1972) to authorize the construction of an inclo- 
sure around the United States penitentiary at Boisé City, in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho; 

An act (H. R. No. 4053) to further authorize the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs to purchase supplies for the Indian Bureau in open 
market; , 

An act (H. R. No. 4054) to continue the provisions of an act enti- 
tled “ An act to continue the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to 
provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government ;’” and 

An act (H. R. No. 4055) to continue the publie printing. 
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COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE ON THE STATE OF THE UNION. 


The House, pursuant to order, resolved itself into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. CLYMER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of bills on the Public 
Calendar. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 53) to amend the third section of the act of Congress approved 
March 12, 1863, entitled “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned _prop- 
erty and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts withia the United 
States.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that that bill be laid aside. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Before that question is decided, I desire that the 
bill may be read that we may know what we are voting upon. 

Mr. BANKS. It is not necessary that the bill should be read before 
deciding the question of laying aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that if the demand 
is made by any member for the reading of the bill he has a right to 
have it read. 2 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to know whether the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] fails by a siugle objection or 
whether it requires a majority of the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unquestionably a majority of the committee is 
required. 

‘The bill was read. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill; and on a division 
there were—ayes 73, noes 11; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Rice and Mr. PERCE were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 25; no 
quorum voting. 

The roll was accordingly called; when the following members failed 
to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, George A. Bagley, Bass, Bliss, 
Biount. Bradley, Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Caulfield, Chapin, Cochrane, Cowan, 
Culberson, De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Felton, Free- 
wan, Faller, Gunter, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, Hatcher, 
Hatcorn, Hendee, Henderson, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoskins, Hunter, Jenks, 
Frank Jones, King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Lord, Magoon, Meade, 
Mills, Money, Odell, Oliver, Packer, William A. Philips, Piper, Pls sted, Platt, 
Purman, Randall, Sobieski Ross, Schumaker, Sheakley, Singleton, Southard, Sparks, 
spencer, Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Turney, 
Jobn L. Vanee, Robert B. Vance, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexan- 
der S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Ward, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitehouse, Whitthorne, Andrew Williams, William B. Williams, Willis, Wil- 
shire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and Young. 





The committee then rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CLYMER reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the State of the Union having found itself without a quorum he bad 
caused the roll to be called and reported the names of the absentees 
to the House. 

DEATH OF HON. EDWARD Y. PARSONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum have answered to their 
names, but the Chair will state that the hour of four o’clock has 
arrived and under the arrangement made for to-day the time has 
arrived for proceedings in memory of Hon. Epwarp Y. Parsons, late 
a Representative from the State of Kentucky; and the gentleman 
irom Kentucky [Mr. Boonr] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. BOONE. Mr. Speaker, I arise to perform a melancholy duty: to 
announce the death and pay a humble tribute of respect to the 
memory of my late colleague, Hon. Epwarp Y. Parsons, who departed 
this life at his residence in this city on the 8th day of July at about 


two o'clock p.m. Mr. Parsons was born in Jefferson County, Ken- | 
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| Congress, by a very large majority, from a district where resided 


many able and distinguished men, which is an indication to us of the 
estimate placed upon him by the people among whom he had been 
reared and lived from childhood. 

Although a cfizen of the same State, it was not my good fortune 
to enjoy an intimate acquaintance with him previous to the begin- 
ning of this session of Congress. It is true, I knew of him as one 
of the rising young men of my State; but I had no opportunity to 
observe those peculiar traits of disposition and character which dis- 
tinguished him as a man of rare social qualities and marked him as 
a man of more than common ability. But upon a more intimate ac- 
quaintance with him I found him to be all that his most intimate 
friends claimed for him—brave, generous, open-hearted, noble, a man 
of rare cultivation and retined sensibilities. He was a man of exten- 
sive realing and remarkable memory. He seemed to be as familiar 
with the poets and the polite literature of the age as most men are 
with the rudiments of a common education. He was a good lawyer 
and a vigorous and accurate thinker; in a word, Mr. Speaker, he was 
an accomplished gentleman. 

He entered this Hall at the dDeginning of this session of Congress 
full of life and hope, with far better prospects of long life than most 
ofus. Young, buoyant, of powerful frame and commanding presence, 
there seemed to be before him a long life of usefulness to his State and 
country; and who that saw him then would have supposed that so 
soon we should be called upon to mourn his death? How well I re- 
member the look of astonishment and almost of consternation that set- 
tled upon the countenances of the members of this body when the news 
reached us that he wasdead. Hew anxiously the inquiry passed from 
one to another if it were not possible that there was some mistake. 
How unwilling we were to believe it true, and how sadly we all felt 
when we were forced to realize the truth of the solemn announce- 
ment. 

His death was sudden and unexpected. Almost without a note of 
warning he was stricken down, his large, generons heart ceased to 
beat, and his spirit ushered into the presence of that almighty and 
all-wise Being who hath the issues of life and death in Hisown hands. 
Almost in the twinkling of an eye the strong man was brought low, 
furnishing us another instance of the truth of the saying, “In the 
inidst of life we are in death.” 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps silence would become me best in the presence of 
so solemn an event, for nothing we can say can at all affect the con- 
dition of the dead ; but may I be permitted to say that these notes of 
warning as they fall, ever and anon, upon our ears should not pass un- 
heeded by us? They are the palpable evidences of our own mortality ; 
they should remind us that we too must soover or later pass the por- 
| tals of the grave; that we too are pressing rapidly in the footsteps 
of him whose memory we this day honor; and that ere the circle of 
another moon, you, sir, or I, or some other member of this body may 
be called to pass the same solemn and dreadful ordeal through which 
two of our brother-members have been called to pass since we assem- 
bled here. 

Sir, in the presence of such realities how empty are all earthly 
honors, how hollow all earthly enjoyments, and how utterly insignifi- 
cant all earthly ambitions; for, at a time when we least expect it, 
the dark-winged messenger of death hovers over us, and all our 
earthly hopes vanish as chaff before a driving wind. Truly hath it 
been said, “As for man, his days are as grass; as a flower of the field 
so he flourisheth. For the wind passeth over it and it is gone, and 
the place thereof shall know it no more.” 

Although Mr. Parsons died away from his home and among com- 
| parative strangers, everything that medical skill, the promptings of 
friendship, and the ties of a noble brotherhood could suggest were 





tucky, on the 12th day of December, 1842, and was therefore in his 
thirty-fourth year when he died. He was the son of Rev. C. B. Par- 
sous, Who was widely known as one of the most eloquent pulpit speak- 
ers in the West. His father having moved to the city of Louisville 
while he was yet very young, Edward at an early age entered the 
os schools of that city and manifested a peculiar fonduess for 
woks, and generally stood at the head of his class. 

He afterward entered the male high school of the city, where he 


resorted to in order to arrest the arm of death and save him from the 
| fatal blow. But, sir, the grim messenger would listen to no parley, 
would take no denial. The grief, the woe, the bruised heart, the 
crushed hopes of a stricken wife, the helplessness, the innocence, the 
unconscious grief of children could not appease him. But amid them 
all the silver cord was loosed, the golden bowl was broken, the pitcher 
was broken at the fountain, the wheel was broken at the cistern, and 
the dust returned to the earth as it was; and the spirit returned 
unto God who gave it. 





prosecuted his studies with diligence, and at the early age of nine- 
teen graduated with the highest honors. Shortly thereafter he be- 
came a professor in the school, which position he filled with great 
credit for about three years; during which time he studied law, and 
in 1864 resigned his position in order to enter the law school of that 
city, which was one of the best in the country, having for its pro- 
fessors such men as Judges Pirtle, Muir, and Bullock. The regular 
course in this school was of two years’ duration, but the deceased 
mastered it in one year, graduating with distinction. 

Tie entered the profession as a practicing attorney in 1865, and by 
his energy, talents, and superior attainments soon won for himself 
honorable distinction at the bar and drew around himself a large 


number of admirers and warm personal friends, who felt proud, and | 


justly so, of the success of their young townsman ; and permit me to 
say, Mr. Speaker, that it was no small matter for a young man in so 
short a time to rise to distinction at the Louisville bar, composed as 
was then and is now of men of marked ability and profound legal 
earning. 

Jn 1874 Mr. Parsons was elected a member of the Fourty-fourth 


He leaves behind him a tender and affectionate wife and two small 
| children, for whom our sympathies go out this day, and with them 
we mingle our tears of sorrow over the sad event which has deprived 
them of a husband and father and us of a friend and brother. 

It would be wiser and better for us all, Mr. Speaker, to think more 
seriously than we do of the uncertainty of this life, and contemplate 
more frequently the grandeur, the glory, and durability of that bet- 
ter and brighter existence which has been made possible to us through 
the mercy of Him who ruleth both in heaven and in earth. 

I offer the following resolutions : 

Resolved, That this House has heard with deep regret of the death of Hon. Ep- 
warp Y. Parsons, a member of this House from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That as a testimony of respect to his memory, the officers and mem- 


bers of this House will wear the usual badge of mourning for the space of thirty 
| days. 
| Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the family of the deceased 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceed. 
ings to the Senate; and that as a further mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased this House do now adjourn. 
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Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 


Pallida mors @ yuo pulsat pede pauperum tabernas 
Regumque turres 


Death is so common in the land that we can but seldom if ever truly 


apply the lesson he would teach or give a passing thought how soon | 


he may knock at our own door. He may in an instant blight the 
beauteous rosebud, wither the fairest flower of the garden, shiver the 
giant oak of the forest, tear away the venerable forms of our house- 
holds, snatch from our embrace the tender idols of our hearts, or strike 
down at our very side splendid young manhood, the highest image of 
God himself, and although we feel the shock, bow our heads, and look 
with awe and wonder, yet soon again, O! how soon, does the world 
with its duties, its pleasures, and its cares absorb and lead us on in 
the same accustomed way! But this inevitable and dread visitor 
heeds not our ways nor respects our condition; in his quiver he has 
an arrow for all; he strikes the low and the high, the bad and the 
pai, the poor and the rich; he calls at every habitation, from the 
owly hovel in its poverty to the majestic Capitol in its grandeur, and 
thus with impartial step and unerring aim marches on forever. In the 
hour of our grief and in the weakness of our nature, unmindful of 
the divine economy, which respects neither person nor condition, we 
ery out, O! why, why could not the great God, the Giver of life and 
death, have spared my loved one as a merciful exception? 

Man is ever taught the truth, but heeds it not, that life is death, 
creation is dissolution, and none can tell how soon the latter may fol- 
low the former. How little do we remember that as we begin to live 
we begin to die. In the structure and economy of life, every blow 
we strike, every thought we think, is accompanied by the death and 
disintegration of a certain amount of muscular and nervous tissue 
as its necessary condition, and thus every action of our corporeal life 
from its beginning to its close takes place at the expense of the vi- 
tality of a certain amount of organized matter; and yet from the 
beginning of the life of man to this day of how little importance to 
his fellows is his death! 

Epictetus, the Phrygian philosopher, went forth one day and saw 
a woman weeping for her pitcher of earth that was broken, and he 
went forth the next day and saw a woman weeping for her son that 
was dead, and when he returned to his house he exclaimed, 


Heri vidi fragilem frangi, hodie vidi mortalem mori. 


Yesterday a vase was broken, to-day a man dies, and one may be 
of as little consequence as the other. The philosopher of Uz in his 
afiliction exclaimed : 

Man that is born of a woman is of few days, and full of trouble. He cometh 
forth like a flower, and is cut down: he fleeth also as a shadow, and continueth not. 

Again it is said: 

Man gocth to his long home, and the mourners go about the streets. 


Mr. Speaker, has one from our midst been suddenly removed? Does 
death make no impression here, although his shaft has smitten us like 
the flash of the lightning? Is the pale monster to be regarded with 
no more terror than one going to sleep, the vanishing of a cloud, the 
decay of a flower, the rolling up of a scroll, the folding of a tent, or 
the gentle-approach of night ? . 

Sir, buta few days ago the stalwart and splendid form of Kentucky’s 
young statesman walked and sat in this Hall almost the very perfection 
of manly vigor, grace, and elegance. Like Absalom, the praise of 
Israel, “from the sole of his foot even to the crown of his head there 
was no blemish inhim.” Methinks I see him now, sir, as was his wont to 
approach us with that stately mein, “ae hand, rich voice, and frank 
cordiality which seemed to belong to him alone, which indeed digni- 
fied his race, and presented in himself a brilliant type of the young 
manhood, courage, and gallantry of the noble State he represented. 
His morning salutation was to me, sir, a pleasure forthe day. Others 
may not, but I do miss him. 

How sudden, Mr. Speaker, was his taking off! When the news 
came and rang iene this House we could not have been more ap- 
— if a bolt from heaven at noon-day with the sun in his glory 

1ad rent asunder the dome of the Capitol. When but an hour after 

Ientered his chamber and laid my hand upon that majestic brow, 
pulseless and cold as marble, how truly was it manifest “In the 
midst of life we are in death.” 

Mr. Speaker, what a transition! Think of it. At twelve o’clock, 
high noon, this man stood in noble stature and perfect health with 
every apparent promise of length of days and increasing honors, and 
at twelve o’clock at night he was dead, his body embalmed and on 
its way with congressional escort to his home for burial. Thus was 
our young brother stricken down and spirited away. Death indeed 
found in him “a shining mark.” 

How vain and transitory is life in its highest aspect; how futile man’s 
ambition ; how apparently worthless all his labors; how his brightest 
hopes are suddenly blasted! Here was high intellectual endowment, 
cultivated in the best schools of learning, chastened and accomplished 
by classical lore from the great old masters, whom he loved to repeat 
and praise. Here was solid learning in jurisprudence and eminence 
already in professional reputation and honors. Here was political 
ability of rare merit, just developing into large and comprehensive 
statesmanship. Here was pure character, admired and loved from 
birth to death. Here, too, if indeed it become eulogy, was a com- 
bination of personal lineaments with a grand outline that attracted 
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the gaze of every beholder; a face as beautiful as the Apollo and a 
form that Phidias or Praxiteles would have chosen for a model. No 
prouder step ever graced the Avenue, no manlicr person ever sat in 
the Capitol. All this vanished and gone, as it were, like the blaze of 
a meteor. Thus goes the glory of the world. 

O man! 


‘ myeet not thyself of to-morrow: for thou knowest not what a day may bring 
orth. 

Mr. Speaker, when our friends die we are apt to inquire or conject- 
ure what were their last thoughts or expressions or how they received 
the final message. In what manner our young brother, so fall of 
happiness and —_ welcomed the sudden and unexpected messenger 
we know not. hether he had time to cast a look behind or a look 
beyond, we know not. It is said, sir, and it is a happy thought, that 
when man is about to be gat hered to his people or go to his fathers, 
visions of bright scenes and glorious companies gleam before his ex- 

iring gaze. Such happy close would have been in keeping with the 
ife of our friend; and let us think that if in that final moment he 
could have reached our ears, he would have called to us: 


Saw ye not now a blessed troop 
Invite me to a banquet, whose bright faces 
Cast thousand beams upon me like the sun? 


May we not trust that our loved companion so departed, was so re- 
ceived, and is now seated in that glorious assembly im the realms of 
bliss ! 

Mr. Speaker, death itself is not without its consolations. Ec- 
clesiastes taught that “a good name is better than precious ointment, 
and the day of death than the day of one’s birth.” Lord Bacon said : 


| “Death hath this also, that it openeth the gate to good fame and ex- 


tinguisheth envy.” If a man die, shall he not live again? Death is 
but the end of care, and opens the door to that better and true life 

| where He presides who, greater than all, has pronounced the glorious 
promise to man, “I am the resurrection and the life.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, my poor words are vain. I bring no fitting eu- 
| logy; Iclaim no aw of life and death. I teach no moral from 
| this sad bereavement. Every heart must draw its own lesson, and 

that is better felt than expressed. I only know that our valiant 
young brother has gone from these Halls forever. Kentucky’s bud- 
ding promise, her blushing pride under national honors has been re- 
turned to her in a casket for the grave. Her metropolis—the city of 
his home—has honored him with a funeral pageant becoming a king, 
and loving hands have laid him away in the lap of his mother earth. 
Mr. Speaker, Kentucky will cherish her distinguished dead, young 
and old, and ever honor those who honor her. Though blessed in 
climate and soil, prolific and pre-eminent in the productions of earth 
and animal, high advanced in the improvements an@ embellishments 
of civilized life, proud of all she possesses, yet, like the Roman moth- 
er, “ her jewels are her sons.” In coming time, when she shall build 
a pantheon to her great, the marble image of this younger son may 
perhaps be seen and admired like that of the beautiful young Augus- 
tus in the Vatican. Peace, peace, to his ashes! consolation to his 
friends and loved ones! gentle flowers for his tomb, and may sweet 
mem ories ever linger around the name of EpwaRD YOUNG Parsons! 


O beate Sesti, 
Vite summa brevis spem nos vetat inchoare lomgam. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I first met Mr. Parsons on this floor 
shortly after the commencement of the present session of Congress. 
Our acquaintance rapidly grew into a firm and cordial friendship. In 
our brief association I learned to honor him for his virtues and respect 
him for his talents. 

Nature had endowed him with superior mental faculties, which had 
been carefully cultivated in youth, and he preserved in manhood the 
tastes he then acquired. He wasa man of genuine culture. Familiar 
with the best productions of the ancients, he loved to recall and dwell 
upon their beauties. He was especially fond of the German, and had 
read the master-pieces of that language. With the literature of his 
own language his acquaintance was extensive and intimate. It was 
apparent to those who knew him that he had read much and remem 
bered what he had read. 

Furthermore, he 1 a voice remarkable for its depth and com- 

ass, improved by all the eee of elocution. Thus:qualified, he had 
fore him a future full of hope and promise. 

He died a little over thirty-four years of age; and yet I venture to 
say that “in all the points in which personal merit ¢an be viewed ; in 
science, in erudition, in taste, in honor, in generosity, in humanity, 
in every liberal sentiment, and every liberal accomplishment,” he 
had few superiors in this body. 

He was naturally of aretiring disposition, and seldom participated 
in the debates of this Chamber. Indeed he did so only when im- 
pelled by the interests of his constituency or his immediate duties as 
amember. In this, as in other deliberative bodies, the position a 
member occupies in public estimation is not always:the true measure 
of his worth or abilities. If he is not fortunate in being allotted to 
prominent committees, he must make his reputation without the ad- 
ventitious aids they afford. The committee on which Mr. Parsons 
served did not invite newspaper reporters into its quiet retreat, not 
did its labors receive much of the attention of the House nor tho 
public, notwithstanding the duties of the members were arduous, 
important, and frequently involved much research and learning. 
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Mr. Parsons, in this capacity, prepared a number of reports. They 
give evidence of a high order of ability, and show, too, how faith- 
fully and conscientiously he performed his quiet official duties. Doubt- 
less he longed sometimes to enter the lists in the intellectual combats 
here witnessed. His young ambition no doubt aspired to court the 
applause that the public arena of the House afforded. His unobtru- 
sive nature made him a cheerful observer of the triumphs of others. 

He was a man of warm impulses. His cordial manners and tender 
emotions constituted the most beautiful traits of his character. Envy 
found no place in his bosom. He had a word of good cheer for all, 
and, as I often observed, was among the first to lend the assuring 
hand and offer the encouraging word to his fellow-members, 

Those of us who sat nearest to him will not soon forget his accus- 
tomed kindly greetings, his buoyant spirits, and harmless pleasan- 
tries. No longer will we see his manly presence; that fine, honest 
face, nor hear that deep-toned voice of Epwarp Y. Parsons. 

In the turmoil of business here, amid party strife and passion, the 
nobler qualities of our associates are too often overlooked. When 
death invades our Chamber our minds are brought to serious medita- 
tion. Then only do we fully realize the inner virtues of those whose 
death arrests our deliberations. 

In EDWARD Y. Parsons Kentucky has lost an honest, able, and faith- 
ful Representative’and this House a valuable and eflicient member. 

In conclusion, permit me to say, Mr. Speaker, that few members 
have been removed by death from a seat in this House who will be 
more kindly remembered or sincerely regretted than our departed 
brother. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, the demise of a citizen of the United 
States while holding the position of a Representative in Congress can 
rarely ever fail to furnish some food for reflection. The loss of a 
member who has rendered long and useful service may naturally 
attract the widest attention. But the loss of one whose talents, edu- 
cation, and real merits have won the confidence of a constituency at 
an early age, whose career in Congress has been brilliant and useful, 
though comparatively brief, may be really greater than that of one 
whose “course is run.” It is appointed unto all men once to die. He 
who has lived out his allotted time, who has finished his work, dies and 
disappoints no hopes. A life of usefulness finished finds its reward. 
Its purpose is complete. Its termination may indeed bring the pangs 
of sadness and sorrow. But sadder stili it is when in the providence 
of God we are called to mourn the loss of one whose life in many 
respects has already accomplished much, but promising still more and 
more, is cut off in early manhood and in the midst of its usefulness. 

In proportion as the inclination and capacity of a citizen and his 
opportunities for usefulness are great, to that extent will his loss be 
largely felt. There is perhaps no country in the world where so 
many opportunities for usefulness are open for a citizen to accomplish 
good among men as in this, the American Republic. Here is a land 
whose resources equal if they do not excel any other, and to a very 
large extent they await the hand of development and even of dis- 
covery. Here is a Government “of the people, by the people, and 
for the people.” 

Here is a Republic which invites to participation in its affairs the 
talents and usefulness of every citizen whom the people may select 
to represent them or who may be selected in pursuance of law. This 
combination of material resources and political advantages, offering 
80 many inducements to industry, repaying it with rewards so diver- 
sitied and so liberal, offering to talent so many and so inviting fields 
for usefulness, finds here an immense population grown and growing 
with unequaled rapidity. A century of national existence “looks 
down upon us” with its lessons of experience from which all are 
ready and willing to profit, and in this morning of a second centen- 
nial a united people are resolved that henceforth we shall continue 
one and indivisible. 

It is at such a time as this, so full of instructions from the past, of 
promise and of hope for the future, and in a country like this, de- 
manding so fully the energies of talent and industry, and in a Govern- 
ment like this, where every representative in Congress is charged 
with a trust in which he may be useful to our own and other na- 
tions, and among a people whose prosperity and happiness demand 
watchfulness, wisdom, forbearance, and justice in deliberation and 
legislation in our national councils, that we are called upon to chron- 
icle the decease of our departed friend, the late Hon. Epwarp Y. 
Parsons, of Kentucky. Truth and justice, even more than usage, 
demand that we perform the sad and solemn duty of paying a tribute 
of respect to the memory of one so gifted by nature, so cultured by 
study, endowed with so many good qualities of head and heart, that 
he shared the respect, the confidence, the admiration and love of all 
who really knew him. 

It belongs more appropriately to the immediate Representatives 
from Kentucky rather than to me to sketch in detail the history and 
leading events in the life of their late colleague in this House, and 
this has been faithfully done. These are full of interest and instruc- 
tion. They are such as to inspire young men with hope, and all men 
who know them with admiration. 

It was my geet fortune to make the personal acquaintance of our 
now departed friend at an early day in the present Congress. Even 
before that I knew of his deservedly high reputation as a scholar, as 
a lawyer, as a man of talents, and of the noble and generous impulses 
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of his nature. I knew him as one of the leading lawyers of his native 
State of Kentucky, and of its largest commercial city of Louisville, 
distinguished for his learning, for his eloquence, and ability. 

As one of the committee of this House which accompanied his 
remains to their last resting-place in the beautiful city of Louisville, 
which constituted a part of his district, I had opportunities to know 
that he shared the entire confidence and respect of the people whom 
he so ably and faithfully represented, and the sincerity of their sor- 
row at the loss they and the public sustained in his decease. Not 
Kentucky alone but the whole public indeed may well feel this be- 
reavement. 

For wise purposes it has been ordained by nature and nature’s 
God that men shall be and are endowed with an infinite variety in 
their tastes and capacities. The diversified wants of society make 
this a necessity. Poets and painters, and orators and statesmen, and 
scientists and writers of varied styles and orders are in some sense 
“born, not made.” There is no superabundance of the most useful and 
highest order of talent. In this we find the “concord of a general 
plan.” 

It was to this high orderof talent that Epwarp Y. Parsons belonged. 
He was an orator by nature, and culture had largely enriched the 
gifts which nature bestowed. His powers in this respect were so 
highly appreciated by those who knew him best that at an early age, 
while a tutor in the male high school of the city of Louisville, the 
board of school trustees instituted a chair of elocution and assigned 
him to its important duties. This, at so early an age, was no small 
honor in a city distinguished for the talent of its citizens and its 
patronage of the higher branches of education. 

It is not very usual for a member of Congress during his first session 
to speak very frequently. Mr. PARSONS, though a new member, was 
by no means silent. He spoke when the interests of his constituents 
or the occasion required, and when he did so he spoke to the purpose 
ably and well. The State of Kentucky in common with others is deeply 
interested in the construction of the Texas and Pacific Railroad. On 
the 14th of June Mr. Parsons addressed the House in support of a 
bill proposing to aid the construction of this road. He argued with 
marked ability the question of the constitutional power of Congress 
to pass the bill and the expediency of the measure. As a specimen of 
the patriotic sentiment which pervaded the entire speech I may quote 
a single paragraph, in which he said: 

If there be any sincerity in the oft-repeated asseverations made upon this floor 
during the present session of Congress that the disposition of the people is to for- 
get pest ditferences and in the practices of friendship and patriotism to perfect the 

nion of the States, and if it be true that a general amnesty is desired, it may be 
said that in the construction of this road as proposed an important step will be 
tak » in the direction of the consummation wished. The North, the East, the West, 
and the South will join not only in the profitable embraceof commerce, but in that 
intercourse which, familiarizing each with all, strengthens the bond which now 
unites them and verifies the assertion of peace and good-will. From the Atlantic 
to the Pacific and from the Gulf to the lakes the effects of this great hichway will 
be felt and its advantages realized. No better period can be imagined than the present 


for the encouragement of sentiments of union and no more fitting monumen® can be 


And as a specimen of that eloquence which seemed to flow with 
easy grace and elegant force from his lips, 1 may quote another par- 
agraph, in which he said: 

The ancient cities of the world have been celebrated for their arts and their arms. 
The fame of their sculpture and their architecture has reached even untous. Their 
conquests were glorious, the scholarscultured, their poets and orators, who are with 
us to-day, incomparable, and on the pages of history their works are emblazoned 
They have erected monuments to the energy, industry, grace, love, valor, and en 
terprise of their respective cities. 

Indebted, as we are, to their brilliant examples in literature and science for what- 
ever of excellence we may have attained, we feel constrained to say that more en- 
during monuments than works of: art, statuary, grouping, and painting remain for 
us to contemplate. The Appian Way will be remembered when the name of Cato 
is thought of only by the scholar, and the great roads of Rome will prove more 


lasting reminders of the success of her arts than the conquest of Gaul or the fame 
of Caesar. 


Splendid as were their achievements in arms, material improvements in the terri- 
tory of conquests are better remembered than the battles of warriors, and canse 
ways and roads are the enduring monumentstoglory Facilitating commerce, they 
destroy sloth in the mart; promoting intercourse, they abolish differences of opin- 
ion; and embracing sections, they establish harmony. 

At an earlier day in the session, on the 16th of February, the Honse 
had under consideration a bill to re-organize the judiciary of the 
United States. 

The bill proposed to create new courts of appeal. One of the 
questions presented on an amendment was whether one of these courts 
should be located at Cincinnati or Louisville. 

In a few remarks which I submitted I advocated the location at Cin- 
cinnati. Mr. PARSONS replied with great force and power in an able 
speech in favor of the location at Louisville. Though he had no pre- 
vious opportunity to know this question would arise, he met it with 
a force of logic which left nothing to be added on that side of the 
question and which proved his masterly ability in debate. 

But it is unnecessary now to refer to more of his course in Congress. 
That is well understood here and by the public. However much 
members here may have differed in opinion on important questions 
of public policy, no one ever doubted the sincerity and honesty of 
purpose of Mr. Parsons. He combined in his character that “suaviter 
in modo et fortiter in re” which inspired respect without giving offense 
to any. 

The light of a great intellect has gone out. A citizen of Kentucky 
and of the United States, distinguished for learning, ability, and 
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talents, alike honest and honored in public and private life for 
mental and moral and personal worth, is no more. 

Kentucky mourns his loss and the whole Republic shares alike her 
sorrow and her bereavement for it is not alone the loss of any State, 
but more even than a loss to all. This must be so, because we cannot 


fail to realize that truth so well announced by Sir William Jones, 
that: 


men, high-minded men, 
These constitute a state 

The universal sentiment of all who knew our now-departed friend 
is that as a husband, a father, as a member of society, as a private 
citizen, in all the relations of life he was kind, generous, just, endowed 
with every noble quality which rendered him worthy to be endeared 
to all. 

The question was taken on the resolutions, and they were agreed 


to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and forty-five minutes p.m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following prams memorials, and other papers were pre- 
sented at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. RIDDLE: Papers relating to the claim of A. 8. Hamilton, 
for whisky furnished the United States Army, to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD, of New York: The petition of Henry Bauer, for a 
pension, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 2, 1876. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. Reap, of Houston, Texas. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No, 4060) to provide for the payment of certain in- 
debtedness incurred in the constrnetion of the New York court-house 
and post-oflice building was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. Upon conference with the Committee on Appro- 
priations, [ move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 

The motien was agreed to. 

REDEMPTION OF TAX LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 84) extend- 
ing the time for the redemption of lands held by the United States 
under the several acts levying direct taxes, and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read; and, 
on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, inviting attention to a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, in regard to the failure of the appropriation 
in the sundry civil bill for surveys and reconnaissances in military 
divisions and departments, and recommending the passage of an act 
making available the unexpended balance of the appropriation of 
February 10, 1875, amounting to $18,000; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPENCER. I am directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
100) providing a commission to frame a permanent form of govern- 
ment for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments and ask the passage of the resolution. As it is 
very short, aud I do not think there will be any objection to it, I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia proposed to amend it 
by striking out in lines 3 and 4 the words “two non-residents of the 
District of Columbia and one resident thereof” and inserting “ three 
members of the House of Representatives ;” in line 4, by striking out 
“appointed” and inserting “designated ;” in lines 5 and 6, by strik- 
ing out “two residents of said District and one non-resident thereof ” 
and inserting “three Senators;” and in line 6, by striking out “se- 
lected” and inserting “designated ;” so as to read: 

That a commission consisting of three members of the House of Representatives, 
to be designated by the Speaker of the House, and three Senators, to be designated 
by the presiding oflicer of the Senate, is hereby appointed, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think it had better go over. It involves the 
raising of a commission composed of members of the Senate and 
liouse of Representatives to frame a government for the District, to 
sit during the recess. I think it is a wrong practice to raise commit- 
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tees to sit during the recess of Congress. At any rate, I think the 
joint resolution had better go over and let us think about it. 
Mr. SPENCER. I will say to the Senator from Delaware that the 


| joint resolution as proposed to be amended provides for the appoint- 


ment of a select joint committee of the two Houses to sit during the 
recess in order to prepare a bill during the recess. 

Mr. ALLISON. How much money does it appropriate ? 

Mr. SPENCER. Five thousand dollars is appropriated by the joint 
resolution as it passed the House, and the amount was not changed 
by the committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The whole matter ought to be printed with 
the amendments just reported. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not think $5,000 will be necessary. 

2,000 will be sufficient for the purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
object to the present consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the joint 
resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Iam directed by the Committee to Examine 
the Several Branches of the Civil Service to report a bill authorizing 
the payment of pensions by the Treasurer of the United States. I 
will say that I report it now and ask to have it printed to go on the 
Calendar, not with the design of considering it at the present session, 
but I may state that I believe it will facilitate the payment of pen- 
sions, and enable pensioners to obtain their pensions at less cost, more 
expeditiously, and at a saving to the Government of about $200,000 
2 year. 

The bill (S. No. 1013) authorizing the payment of pensions by the 
Treasurer of the United States was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
a joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, 
asking the passage of a law authorizing the adjustment and settle- 
ment of the claim of the widow and heirs of the late Peter T. Cratch- 
field, deceased, for moneys alleged to have been taken from him by 
the State of Arkansas while acting as United States marshal, have 
had the same under consideration, and recommend that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. I will state in this connection 
that some two months since precisely such a resolution was referred 
to onr committee, and it was reported back by us and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Iask that this joint resolution take 
the same course. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 901) for the relief of J. E. Robertson & Co., 
of Indianapolis, Indiana, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Oliver Moses and others, asking indemnity 
for the loss of the ship John Carver, destroyed on the high seas by 
the rebel cruiser Jeff Davis, August 11, 1861, submitted the report 
thereon adlopted by the committee at the last session of Congress, 
accompanied by a bill (8. No. 1015) for the relief of Oliver Moses, 
Frank O. Moses, Galen C. Moses, Charles Owen, Robert P. Monson, and 
George W. Edge, owners of the ship John Carver; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 353) tor the relief of William Talbert, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 940) for the relief of William 8S. Lawrenson, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 43)) for the relief of George A. Stevens, reported adversely 
thereon ; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of William C. Zantzinger, praying that the Admiral, Vice-Ad- 
miral and rear-admiral commanding a foreign station shall be allowed 
a secretary, entitled to the rank and allowances of a lieutenant in the 
Navy, asked to be discharged from its further consideration ; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Charles F. Yeager, late second assistant engineer on the United 
States vessel Samson, praying the passage of a law authorizing the 
redistribution of prize-money arising from the sale of cotton alleged 
to have been captured on the Red River during the late war, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the pe- 
tition of A. C. Rhind, captain United States Navy, praying to be re- 
stored to his proper position on the active list of captainsof the Navy 
so as to rank next below Commodore A. K. Hughes, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1016) for the relief of 
John H. Pickering; which was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ye also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. No. 1017) authorizing the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to settle certain accounts pertaining to the Red Cloud in- 
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vestigating commission ; which was read and passed to the second | 

sading. 
7 Mr. WADLEIGH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 405) for the relief of William 8. Morris, William S. | 
Mann, Charles A. Oakman, George W. Hillman, the Union Transfer 
Company, all of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; the Union Transfer 
Company of Baltimore, Maryland ; and John R. Graham, late of Phila- 
delphia, now of Washington, District of Columbia, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered | 
to be printed. . : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Lands, to | 
whow was referred the bill (H. R. No. 967) authorizing the survey of 
certain townships in Michigan and making an appropriation therefor, 
reported it without amendment. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of the Union Bank of Louisiana, 
praying compensation for certain confederate moneys seized under 
an order of Major-General Banks in 1463, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No, 1018) for the relief of the Union Na- 
tional Bank of Louisiana, successor to the Union Bank of Louisiana. 

The bill was read and passed to the second reading, and the report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Joint Committee on the Library, who were 
directed by a resolution of the Senate of May 30, 1276, to inquire into 
the propriety and expediency of collecting and printing in conven- 
jent form for use the legislative resolves and ordinances passed by 
the Continental Congress and the Congress of the Confederation, 
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| the bill increased to $5,000. 





reported a bill (8. No. 1019) to provide for a reprint of the resolutions, 
ordinances, and acts passed by the Continental Congress and the Con- 
gress of the Confederation; which was read and passed to the sec- 
ond: reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No, 511) appropriating money to compensate Fisk Mills, sculptor, 
for the “plaster model of General Rawlins,” submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

EMERICK W. HANSELL. 


Mr. WRIGHT. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 3184) granting a pension to Emerick W. Hansell, 
have instructed me to report it back with amendments, and as thus 
amended to recommend its passage. I wish to say in reporting the 
bill, unless there should be some morning business to interfere with 
it, that think it belongs to that class of cases which ought to be 
considered at once. The House passed it as a pension bill. It is for 
the relief of Mr. Hansell, who was disabled in his defense of Mr. Sew- 
ard at the time of his attempted assassination. The chairman of,the 
Committee on Pensions [Mr. INGALLS] reported it from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. I do not remember whether he expressed any opin- 
jon on the merits of the case; but he said it was not thought proper 
to grant him a pension, because it might introduce a dangerous prece- 
dent, and hence he asked that it might be referred to the Committee 
on Claims, as it was more in the nature of aclaim. We have amended 
the bill so as to provide for the allowance of $2,000, to be paid by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. If there be no objection, as this is a very 
old man, who is disabled and for some eleven years has been without 
any compensation, I should like to have the bill considered now. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. ‘ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is,nuthorized and directed to 
pay to Emerick W. Hansell, of the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, 
on account of injuries received by said Hansell while in attendance upon the late 
William H. Seward, former Secretary of State, on the occasion of the attempted 
assassination of said Seward. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish the gentleman who reported the bill would 
state a little more fully this case. We could not hear him over on 
this side. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Hansell was in attendance upon the late Will- 
iam H. Seward at the time of his attempted assassination, and was 
injured so that he has been disabled ever since. The House passed a 
bill allowing him a pension, putting him on the pension-roll. The 
Pension Committee of the Senate concluded that it would be a danger- 
ous precedent to put him on the pension-roll, and reported the bill 
back to the Senate for reference to the Committee on Claims. We 
have considered it, and instead of granting him a pension at so much 
per month, we allow him a gross sum of $2,000. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
injury he received was very serious and whether it has disabled 
him 

Mr. WRIGHT. The testimony of physicians is upon the record that 
he was disabled at the time and has been disabled since, so that he | 
has been entirely unable to attend to any occupation or do any man- | 
ual labor. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not think I have heard any Senator state the | 
fact that this is in accordance with what Congress has already done | 
in relation to the other person who was present. 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. Robinson. i 
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Mr. HAMLIN. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
fact. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is the fact, that the other person who was very 
much disabled received a compensation of, I think, $5,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. Five thousand dollars was the sum he received. 

Mr. HAMLIN. And it was a most just act, in my judgment, as I 


Mr. Robinson, a citizen of Maine. 
I have not mentioned it, but the report shows that 


Mr. ANTHONY. Ishould like very much to have the amount in 
I think it isa great shame that this Gov- 
ernment did not pay the expenses of the sickness, slow recovery, and 
surgical treatment of the illustrious Secretary of State and all others 
who were injured in that attempt at assassination which sent a thrill 
of horror throughout every part of the country, the South as well as 
the North. I should very much like, if it will not interfere with the 
bill and if my friend from Iowa will accept it, to amend it so as to 
give him $5,000, which I think is a very small compensation for the 
injuries which this faithful man suffered and which have disabled 
him for the whole of his future life. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves an amendment increasing the amount from $2,000 to $5,000. 
The question is upon the ameudment. 

Mr. KERNAN. I should not want to disagree with the committee 
and inerease the amount which they fixed, without hearing more 
facts than I have yet heard about this case. Is there a written re- 
ort ? 

, Mr. WRIGHT. There is a written report from the Honse, which 
was adopted by the Senate committee. The report recommends the 
payment of a pension, and we have put in a gross sum of $2,000. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to inquire how much was the pension 
fixed by the House ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Eight dollars a month, dating back to 1865. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state that the Pension Committee did not 
feel themselves authorized to recommend the passage of the bill as a 
pension bill, because it was in a line of precedents which they did 
not approve, giving a pension for civil service. This man was notin 
the military service and therefore the Pension Committee declined to 
report the bill, but asked that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. The evidence before them of disability, however, I think 
was satisfactory ; and I myself am far from objecting to the bill, be- 
lieving that some compensation ought to be made for this injury. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Iowa when this payment is to commence. It is an annual payment, 
I understand ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. KERNAN. 
who was injured? 

Mr. WRIGHT. The age is not given, except it is said that he is 
advanced in years, and disabled, and needy. 

Mr. KERNAN. I submit that if we are to help this man we had 
better pass the bill as the committee reported it ; because the House 
only gave him a pension of $96 a year, and I do not think we ought 
to make the gross amount larger than $2,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. The beneficiary of this bill was one of the attend- 
ants upon the late Secretary Seward on the night of bis attempted 
assassination. He was at that time a messenger in the State Depart- 
ment, and continued in the employment of the Government until in 
consequence of the injury that he received on that occasion he be- 
came entirely incapable of any further manual labor. 

Mr. MERRIMON. How old is he? 

Mr. INGALLS. He is now a man very advanced in years, and in 
the very last stages of decrepitude and intirmity in conseqnence of 
these injuries. The reason why the Committee on Pensions declined 
to pass a bill was twofold. In the first place, it provided for the 
payment of arrears back to the time when the injury was received, 
which is contrary to precedent and to law. In the second place, Mr. 
Hansell was not in the service of the Government at the time the 
injury was received, either in the military or naval arm. We there- 
fore, to avoid the difficulty that would be established by a precedent 
of that kind, reported that the bill should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims with the suggestion that a sum in gross be allowed 
for the injuries he had received. My own impression is that inas- 
much as Mr. Hansell only asked himself for $8 a month, he should 
receive a gross amount that when capitalized would give him an in- 
come that would be equivalent to the sum that he asked; that is 
from $96 to $100 a year. 

I am aware that it is a very ungracious thing and a very difficult 
thing to attempt to argue against a sentiment, to resist an appeal 
that is made upon the ground of sympathy. So far as Mr. Hansell is 
concerned, of course no Senator here desires to say that he shall not 
be amply remunerated ; but it does seem to me that we ought not to 
give any more than he has asked; and inasmuch as he himself has 
asked for but $38 a month, I can conceive that no good will be ob- 


No, it is the sum of $2,000 in gross. 
Allow me to inquire what is the age of the man 


| tained by doubling the sum that when capitalized would give him an 


income equal to the sum that the pension would award to him. The 
$2,000, even at the lowest rate of interest that is allowed, 5 per cent., 
will allow him more than the annual compensation that he would re- 
ceive ander the pension. 

The House bill, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] suegests, 


gives back pension for eleven years, which would be about $1,000 or 
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$1,100. It seems to me that the bil] onght to pass as it comes from 
the Committee on Claims, and that in passing it we shall only do an 
act that is graceful and reasonable and just. As the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] has said, one of the associates of Mr. Hansell, 
who was assaulted at the same time that he received his injuries, has 
been awarded by act of Congress the sum of $5,000, 

Mr. WRIGHT. This whole question was considered by the com- 
mittee and after looking the whole ground over we thought $2,000 
was about a fair sumin viewof what had been named by the House 
billand what we understood was the claim of the petitioner, and we 
therefore recommended $2,000. I suggest to my friend from Rhode 
Island that he had better let the bill pass as it is. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall follow the committee. 
amendment. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, it is much better for this pen- 
sioner to take this House bill than to take the $2,000. There are 
eleven years of back pay due him at $96 a year. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does the Senator say it is due to him? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I understood so from the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The House proposed to give him that, but there is 
certainly nothing due him. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Certainly. I was only comparing the two bills 
to see which was the most advantageous to the party. The House 
bill will give him $1,056 in money at once and then will give hira a 
vension of $96 a year. That $1,056 at 6 per cent. interest will yield 
him about $62, which would make $158 annual income; but if you 
give him $2,000 it is only $120. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Under the House bill he would only get $96 a year. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. And a thousand dollars back pay. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, 


I withdraw the 


this man has been in the employment of the State Department ever | 
He has | 


since his injury until within comparatively a recent time. 
had a constant income and has been employed by the Government at 
a reasonable compensation, Therefore he has no claim, equitable or 
legal, to back pay. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I ask whether the House bill does not allow 
him a pension from the time the injuries were suffered ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; but that is wrong in principle. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I am only considering whether the House bill or 
the proposition of the committee of the Senate is most favorable to the 
party. Iam for doing the best can for him. Therefore I should pre- 
fer giving him the pension granted by the House bill without any in- 
quiry asto ehather be has been in the service of the Government or not. 
If he had not served the Government he would have served somebody 
else and received his pay. He has rendered an equivalent for that. It 
is no compensation to him for the injuries he suffered at the time of the 
attempted assassination of Mr. Seward that he has been in the serv- 
ice either of the Government or somebody else and earned some 
money. We have nothing to do with that. If we intend to com- 
pensate him for that sacrifice and suffering, let us do it without in- 
quiring whether he has earned something else or not. It is no part 
of our business whether he has been industrious and earned some 
money and received that money from the Government or a railway 
corporation, 

I will say now, with the leave of the Senate, that there is a poor 
woman at work in a very subordinate capacity in the Treasury De- 
partment, whose name I cannot recall, who suffered at the same time 
and was disabled for many months from performing any labor what- 
ever. As I cannot give her name I cannot move an amendment, but 
I certainly think her as deserving in the nature of her sufferings as 
this person, or Mr. Robinson, who has already been relieved. 

The bi!l was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Em- 
erich W. Hansell.” 

WILLIAM K. SEBASTIAN. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was referred the petition of the heirs of William 
K. Sebastian, deceased, formerly a Senator from the State of Arkan- 
sas, praying for the pay, perquisites, and emoluments of which he 
was deprived by being expelled from the Senate, have instructed me 
to report the petition back with a resolution and submit a written 
report. I ask that the resolution lie on the table until the report is 
printed, and I give notice that at an early day after the report is 
printed I shall call up the resolution for action. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the preamble and resolution of 
this body of July 11, 1861, wherein and whereby the late William K. Sebastian, of 
Arkansas, an honorable and loyal Senator and member at the time of this body, was 
expelled for sup 1 disloyalty to the Government of the United States, be, and 
the same is hereby, revoked and annulled as of the day and date of its passage, in 
sv far as thesaid Senator William K. Sebastian is concerned, and no further; and 
that without detriment on account of duties or rights of the Senator, obstructed 
or prevented by said act of expulsion, the Secretary or other proper officer of the 
Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle the unpaid accounts 
of the said Senator at the rates provided by the laws existing at the time, (the same 
to be certified by the President of the Senate,) and to be paid to the heirs of said 
Senator, or to their legal representatives, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The report was ordered to be printed. 
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EXPENSES OF COMMITTEE ON CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr.DAWES. The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred a resolution offered 
yesterday in reference to disbursing the fund for the expenses of the 
Committee on Chinese Immigration, tind that it is necessary that a 
bill shall be passed to meet the difficulties of the case, and have in- 
structed me to report a bill accordingly. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. DAWES. I think there will be no objection. 

The bill (S. No. 1014) regulating the disbursement of certain moneys 
therein named was read three times, and passed. It provides that 
the disbursing officer of the Senate shall advance such parts of the 
sum appropriated to pay the expenses of the Joint Select Committee 
on Chinese Immigration, and ordered to be paid into the contingent 
fund of the Senate to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, as the chair- 
man of the committee shall in writing direct for the purposes afore- 
said, and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall, as soon as may be, make a de- 
tailed report of the expenditure thereof, with proper vouchers, which, 
when so made, shall be received by said disbursing officer and re- 
turned with his accounts to the proper officer of the Treasury De- 
partment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints on that com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate the Senator from Indiana, [ Mr. Mor- 
TON, ] the Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT,] and the Senator 
from Tennessee, [Mr. COOPER. ] 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introdnce a bill (S. No. 1020) to punish embezzlement in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. HALSEY. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill (S. No. 912) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Halsey, paymaster, United States Army, which was acci- 
dentally referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. I have once before made this request, but 
it does not seem to have got on the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and the change of reference will be made. 

. IMPEACHMENT TRIAL. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 5,000 copies 


| of the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap, including the opinions of Sena- 


tors, be printed, of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 350 copies for the use of the managers, 
and 200 copies for the use of the counsel. 


HAMBURGH RIOT. 

Mr. MORTON. I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That 10.000 copies of the President's message and accompanying docu- 
ments in regard to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, Be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let it lie over. 


ERASTUS T. BUSSELL. 


Mr. MORTON. I move to take up Senate bill No. 917. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (8. No. 917) to enable Eras- 
tus T. Bussell, of Indianapolis, Indiana, to make application to the 
Commissioner of Patents for extension of letters-patent for a “com- 
bined rubber and spiral steel spring ” was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Patents reported an amendment, to strike out in 
line — the words “ passage of this act” and insert “ issue of the exten- 
sion ;” so as to read: 

He is hereby authorized and empowered to extend said letters-patent to the said 
Erastus T. Bussell for seven years from and after the issue of the extension. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand from the reading of the bill that 
it is a proposition to extend a patent which expired in 1867. 

Mr. MORTON. Authorizing an application to be made for it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think that. very erroneous legislation. The 
extension of patents is not favored by the American people, and onght 
not to be,as a general rule. Here is a patent that expired some eight 
years ago, and the proposition now is to allow the party to make ap- 
plication for an extension. I think that the bill had better go over. 

Mr. MORTON. The committee reported unanimously in favor of 
the bill, and the proviso will save any one from damages, so that no 
harm can result from it. I have the report here, and if the Senator 
would like to hear it read—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No; the statement of the Senator would be 
sufficient, but I cannot vote for a proposition of that kind myself. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the bill will pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This becomes a precedent, and if it be set 
here, we shall have applications for the extension of patents and for 


The resolution will be referred to 











1876. 





the privilege of applying for the extensions of patents. I cannot vote 
for this bill. I believe it entirely wrong to pass bills for the exten- 
sion of patents, as a general rule. I do not say there are not excep- 
tions; but here is a patent that has expired years ago; the party has 
not been deriving any benefit from his patent and has acquiesced in 
its expiration, and now the proposition is, after the expiration of the 
patent, to extend it. It is a very bad practice. I hope the Senate 
will not pass the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. How long is it since the patent expired? I did 
not understand as to that. 

Mr. MORTON. The best statement will be to read the report. It 
is very brief, and shows this to be a very meritorious case. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood that this had expired some years 
ago. There is one thing to be taken into consideration in that con- 
nection. The bill saves from reclamations all persons who have used 
the patent after the time that it expired. But suppose a man has 


invested capital, has erected works for the manufacture of this arti- | 
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folk navy-yard in the year 1860, was resumed as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Is this a bill which has once before been cou- 
sidered ? 

Mr. WITHERS. It is a bill to which the Senator objected pre- 
viously. 








Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 


| q 
| Mr. BOUTWELL. Was the bill under discussion at that time? 
| 


The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the House Commit- 
tee, but before concluding he was interrupted by 


Mr. WITHERS. I hope we shall be allowed to complete this bill. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 


| It has passed the House twice and been reported favorably by two 


committees of this Senate. The Departu ent say the money is due 


} and has never been paid. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam told this proposition may give rise to debate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate go into executive session. 
It is very important to have a short executive session. It will not 
take ten minutes. It is on a very important matter, and I hope the 
Senate will have a short executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the regular order be taken up first. 


cle, what is to become of his investment? Ido not knowthatitisso | Mr. SHERMAN. The river and harbor bill is before the Senate. 


in this case; I ask for information; but I can perceive that there 


might be great injustice in renewing a patent that had expired years 


ago, and which, being open to the whole public, the manufacture of 
the article had been undertaken all over the country. 

Mr. MORTON. In answer to the question of the Senator from 
Rhode Island I ask to have the report read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Wap- 
LEIGH, from the Committee on Patents, on the 22th of July: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 917, having had 


the same under consideration, are of opinion it ought to pass, and submit the follow- | 


ing reasons : 
First. This invention is a combined rubber and steel spiral spring of special 
value asacarspring It has gone into general use, and is now placed upon some 


fifty thousand cars, at a saving to the railroad public of $1,500,000, and neither the | 


inventor nor his assignee has realized one dollar profit from the invention, and it 
appears to be no fault of theirs that they did not realize. 

Second. The original letters-patent, issued the 29th of November, 1°53, were de- 
fective, giving no protection to the owner. Busse!l asked the Patent Office to give 


him a broad claim, covering his invention ; but the then Commissionerrequired him | 


to accept a restricted claim, which subordinated his patent to one of prior date, 
issued to one Fowler M. Ray. Although Bussell used due diligence, for almost 
the whole life-time of bis said patent, to introduce his invention, he was every where 


met by the owners of the Ray patent, who succeeded in driving capital away from 


him, and prevented him from making one dollar out of his invention. 


Third. Bussell’s repeated failures lost him many hundred dollars, besides much | 


valuable time, and after the Ray patent had expired he accepted an offer of 8500 for 


the nine months’ remnant of the life of ~y andoneextension. His assignee | 
efects of the old patent perpetuated. | 


obtained the extension in 1867, with the ¢ 
When they began to make and sell this spring infringers saw the defects in the 
patent, and began a systematic piracy of Bussell’s invention. His assignee surren- 
dered the old letters-patent and asked for a re-issue, correcting its faults. The Pat- 
ent Office granted the re-issue in 1570, and reversed the former action of the Office, 
giving a protective claim for the first time, not to Bussell, but to his assignee, 
which did not inure a dollar to Bussell's bencfit. 


Fourth. Bussell's assiguee then entered a long and expensive litigation against | 


infringers of this patent, in the United States court for the southern district of New 
York, and obtained a verdict which fully sustained the originality and distinctive 
character of Bussell's invention, sustained the claims in the re-issue of 1870, and 
enjoined infringers thereafter. This ve'dict did not come until 1874, when there 
was but three months left of the extended term of this patent. Bussell’s assignee, 
therefore, held a monopoly of his invention for three months only. 

Fifth. The inventor never enjoyed any monopoly of his said invention, but lost 
money and time because of it. His assignee only had three months of monopoly, 
and expended all his profits in suits against infringers. 

For these reasons we recommend the passage of this bill for the sole benefit of 
the inventor. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 15, nays 
24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bruce, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cragin, Dor- 
oy, washeseh, Kernan, Key, Morton, Paddock, Spencer, Wadleigh, West, and Win- 
aom—lo. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Boutwell, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cockrell, Faton, 
Edmunds, Gordon, Hamilton, Harvey, Ingalls, Kelly, McCreery, McMillan, Maxey, 


Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Randolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Sherman, Wallace, 


Withers, and Wright—24. 

/ ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Burnside, Clayton, 
Conkling, Conover, Cooper, Davis, Dawes, Dennis, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamlin, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Logan. Mc- 
Donald, Norwood, Oglesby, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Stevenson, Thur- 
man, and Whyte—32. 

So the bill was rejected. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. _I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
just taken. I voted against the bill because I thought it needed an 
important amendment to secure existing rights, and therefore I enter 
the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ApaMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2692) 
to relinquish the title of the United States to certain property in the 
city and county of San Francisco, California; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETERS AND REED. 
Mr. WITHERS. I move to take up House bill No. 2287. 
The motion was agreed to; and the consideration of the bill (H.R. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the bill 
| (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 

preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers and 
| harbors, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were re-opened. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
to insert as lines 73 and 74: 
For repair of east pier at Cleveland, Ohio, $8,000. 
Mr.SHERMAN. In order toavoid the criticism or controversy about 
this, I submit the following amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. Add thereto: 
And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to agree with the Pittsburgh and 
Cleveland Railroad’ Company for the free occupancy and use by it of said pier, upon 
such terms and conditions as he deems reasonable and just. 
The letter from the Chief of Engineers read yesterday to the Sen- 
ate shows distinctly that this pier ought to be repaired. He states: 
That the condition of the inner end of the east pier of Cleveland Harbor is such 
as to require 1mmediate repair to prevent its destruction and material injury to the 
harbor of Cleveland, and thet the needed repairs may cost some $4,000. 
The map shows that this breach is in the inner face of the east pier, 
and every man of ordinary intelligence will know that if that pier 
once breaks away, with the bank that is on the outer side of it sifting 
in, the harbor would at once fill it up probably in a single day; asin- 
gle freshet, a single storm might cause injury to the extent of twenty 
times the cost of repairing the pier. There is no question about the 
necessity of its being repaired, and the Chief of Engineers says that 
necessity isapparent. But—and I learn this partly from information 
obtained since we adjourned last evening—there has been a contro- 
versy between an officer of engineers and an officer cf the railroad 
company as to who should do certain work in connection with this 
business. It is perfectly manifest that the Government of the United 
States ought to repair this pier, that it ought to do the work because 
no other authority can go on there and to a certain extent impede the 
| navigation of that harbor, except the Government of the United States. 
We would not allow any railroad company on any pretense whatever 
to undertake to repair or rebuild one of our piers. It will be neces- 
sary in order to repair the pier to make a coffer-dam, and we would 
not allow workmen unskilled and unprepared for that kind of work 
to enter on that harbor and repair the pier. It ought to be done by 
the United States. 
But a question is made by the Engineer Department that this has 
been. partly caused, not entirely, by the filling in of the land accord- 
ing to the riparian rights of the Cleveland and Pittsburgh Railroad 
on the outer side of the pier. That may be so; and if so the railroad 
company ought to pay some portion of this expense in the nature of 
| damages. If they have caused this breach, they ought to be com- 
pelled to pay for it. There is no controversy as to the right of title. 
The railroad company own their land, as I understand. The pier, I 
take it, as a matter of course was built by the United States after 
gaining a proper title on which to build a public work. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. How did it gain the title ? 

| Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know; I am not prepared to say ; but I 

| take it asa matter of course that the United States took care to gain 
title to the ground oceupied by its piers. 


No. 2287) for the relief of Peters and Reed, naval contractors at Nor- | Mr. ALLISON. It is a very old work. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. It has been occupied there perhaps longer than 
I have lived. Under these circumstances, it is clear, first, that this 
work must be done ; second, that it is right that the War Department 
or board of engineers should do it, because nobody else ought to be 
allowed to enter on that shallow harbor and repair the pier; and in | 
the next place it seems to be right that the controversy between the | 
United States and the railroad company should be settled, and if 
possible settled by agreement. The United States ought at once to | 
assert its power or appeal to its courts. Thus, in any event this 
amendment ought to be adopted; the pier ought to be repaired by 
the Government of the United States, and then if the railroad com- 
pany are trespassing on our rights we ought at once to assert those 
rights against the railroad. I have no sympathy with them in such 
a contest; but at the same time because two men, one an oflicer of 
the railroad company and another an officer of engineers, quarrel 
about who should do a particular work, I do not want the commerce 
of that port to be arrested and all the people interested in that com- 
merce injured. 

Mr. HOWE. I should like to hear the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is copied from the language of 
the Secretary of War. Let the amendment I have offered be read. 

The Chief Clerk read Mr. SHERMAN’S amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is what the Chief of Engineers says: 

It is further submitted whether the circumstances would not justify the grant- 
ing of authority to the Secretary of War to yield the free occupancy and use to the 
Pittsburgh and Cleveland Railroad Company of such portion of the east pier as he 
might deem advisable upon the condition that the company immediately repair the 

pier and keep it in repair in future, the United States reserving a right of way over 
t at all times. 

I have adopted the plan of leaving the terms entirely open to the | 
Secretary of War, instead of requiring and authorizing the railroad | 
company to enter upon the pier and repair it. 

Mr. HOWE, But your statute, it seems to me, will settle the terms. 
The “free occupancy” must be the occupancy of the pier without 
any restriction and without any price. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; upon such terms and conditions as the Sec- 
retary of War may think reasonable. However, I am willing that 
the Senator shall draw the amendment in his own language. I have 
no care about the Pittsburgh and Cleveland Railroad Company. If 
they trespass upon the rights of the United States, I will join the Sena- 
tor in asserting those rights. 

Mr. HOWE. I want the Senate, the Legislature, to assert them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LI agree with the Senator there. 

Mr. HOWE. It looked to me, as I listened to the case yesterday, 
as if a railroad company had turned one of your breakwaters into a 
dock, taken possession of it, used it for a dock for forwarding pur- 
poses, and had actually ejected the Government from it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is on the outside of the east pier, the land 
side of the east pier. Owning the land there, the company have 
filled in until they have extended beyond. 

Mr. HOWE. The pier has a certain depth. That is what the Gov- 
ernment built on and what the Government occupies. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the railroad company does not use 
that at all. 

Mr. HOWE. I should infer from what the engineer says that the 
railroad does use it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will read what the engineer says. He doessay 
they have occupied it, but they do not put their railroad track on it. 

Mr. HOWE. Ido not know where the track runs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He says it is— 

Occupied by certain railroad companies for their own especial use and benefit, 
and has been retained in their possession to the present day, they having refused 
to vacate it oven for repair, the necessity for some of which has grown out of their 
abuse of the stracture. 

Mr. HOWE. Part of their wharf, and they load from it; they 
transport over it from their depot to the boats. 

Mr. SUERMAN. To some extent, although they have a front pier 
along the line of the lake, and I have seen coal and iron discharged 
there, but that could only be done when the lake was calm. Probably 
whenever there is a storm they have to come within the harbor and 
then may load over this pier, and I do not see why you should pre- 
vent them. I think the Government ought to allow not only this 
railroad company but all citizens to use this pier in that way. 

Mr. HOWE. Undoubtedly there is no sort of objection to that. If 
the railroad company can give adequate security to maintain that 
which is a breakwater and maintain it as a dock, it answers as good 
a purpose as a breakwater, and there is no objection in the world that 
I sce to the Government's relinquishing any portion of the work that 
somebody else willdo. If the railroad company will maintain a dock 
there that is just as good as a breakwater, it answers every purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have maintained a dock beyond this pier. 
They have a dock and breakwater far beyond this. 

Mr. HOWE. Somewhere else. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, right outside beyond the breach; but it is 
said that waa filling it with earth and putting buildings on this new 
earth has added to the weight which presses on the pier. That is | 
what I understand the engineers to say; that is, the company have 
contributed partly to this breach themselves. 

Mr. HOWE. That may be one of the difficulties, but the engineer | 
complains of another, and that is that the railroad company has ac- 
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tually ejected the Government from the pier itself. Now, if the rail- 
road company wantsdocking privileges, wharting privileges there, Ido 
not see any sort of objection to letting it have them, to letting it 
But the railroad 
company has no right to ask the Government to maintain a break- 
water there and give them the use of it fora dock. That cannot be 


| done. 


Mr. SHERMAN. But would you in the mean time until that con- 
troversy was settled suspend and allow this breach to go on and fill 


| up that harbor in the event of a sudden storm ? 


Mr. HOWE. If the railroad company is responsible and is fit to 
become the lessee—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The railroad company is not responsible enough 
to repair the damage that might be done. 

Mr. HOWE. Is not equal to $8,000 ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose they will not expend the $3,000, why 
not make them do so? 

Mr. HOWE. Do you propose to lease this property to an irrespon- 
sible company not good for $8,000 on any terms? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose to do this work by the Government, 
and let the railroad company have the use of it on terms fixed by the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator's amendment is that the Government 
shall do this work, and not the railroad company. “The free oecu- 
pancy” of itis giventothecompany. That is what the amendment is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The free occupancy upon such terms as the Sec- 
retary of War may think reasonable, and I have followed his language. 

Mr. HOWE. What terms can the Secretary of War make with a 
company which is not responsible for $3,000 ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say the company was not responsible. 
What I said was that the railroad company was not responsible 
for all the damages that might result from an open breach of the 
pier and the filling up of the harbor at the mouth of the river 
Cuyahoga. It would amount to hundreds of millions. It would stop 
the entire commerce of that whole region for a greater or less length 
of time. The Cleveland and Pittsburgh Railroad Company, as I 
know and perhaps the Senator knows, is a powerful corporation and 
amply sufficient to pay half a million of dollars. 

Mr. HOWE. So I understand it, and now I submit to the candor 
of the Senator if that company has helped to destroy this pier, that 
is one reason why the company should help at least to restore it. 

Mr. HOWE. And if the company wants it hereafter, that is only 
a reason why the company should restore it; but if they can havo 
the use of it, it is a perfect reason why the Government should allow 
them to do it. Why not say 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to know what has become of the 
five-minute rule ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will not the Senator from Wisconsin suggest an 
amendment to the proposition ? 

Mr. HOWE. I have spoken a dozen times under the five-minute 
rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLS in the chair.) The 
Chair is informed that the debate has been proceeding by unanimous 
consent. The present occupant, having just come to the chair, was 
not aware until this moment that the five-minute rule had been 
adopted on this bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to debate beyond the time allowed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have a word to say on this and I will confine 
myself within my five minutes. 

Mr. HOWE. What has become of the five-minute rule? 

Mr. CONKLING. And the rule that no Senator shall speak but 
once ? ; 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yesterday. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; that was on another amendment. 
this is not to be taken ont of my five minutes. 

Suppose this railroad company had been partially the cause of the 
breach in this pier; suppose it were true that a man had gone there 
and put nitro-glycerine in and blown up the pier, or made a breach 
in it, is that any reason why there shall be any delay in protecting 
the pier until the Government shall recover damages from the man 
who threw the nitro-glycerine in to blow it up? What sort of an 
idea is that? 

I know nothing about the merits of this controversy between the 
railroad company and the Government. 1 only know that the railroad 
company have been occupying certain territory there for twenty-three 
years, and the Government has not turned them off. But I do not 
care whether the railroad company is at fault or not. Here is the port 
of the largest city on the lakes, with the exception of Chicago, that 
is in danger of being blocked up for want of immediate repairs, and 
here is objection made to it because it is said some railroad company 
is in fault and isa trespasser. I do not care whether the railroad 
company is a trespasser or not; I do not care for this purpose if the 
railroad company has blown up the pier with nitro-glycerine. That is 


I have not spoken on this at all. 


All 


| not the question here. The question is whether or not there shall 


be this delay in protecting the entrance to the harbor of Cleveland 


| until there can be a settlement between the railroad company and 


the Government. 


I protest against such delay. 
Mr. CONKLING. 


If the Senator from Ohio comes upon my close 


| and does an injury and there it stops, a case has occarred such as he 





ee 
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has been discussing. If that injury consists in blowing down a part States had no right to it whatever; and upon that subject I wish to 
of my house, it would be very absurd for me to live without a house | read one clause from a decision of the Supreme Court; and as this 
until the end of the suit against the Senator to mulct him in damages | embraces a general question, if my five minutes run out too soon I 
for his trespass. But suppose the Senator from Ohio comes upon my | must take the opportunity of making another motion so that I shall 
close and sets up a possession and maintains it, and when I attempt | say what I wish to say all together. 

to restore my possession, he drives me off, and he persists day after The Supreme Court of the Unived States, in an Alabama matter of 
day and year after year, from 1553 to 1876, in holding actual posses- | land under water just like this, say—and I only read the condensed 
sion, the case would be somewhat different; and if I were asked to | part in order to save the time of the Senate: , 

persist in expenditures to repair to-day what he destroys to-morrow | The right of eminent domain over the shores and the soils under the navigable 
and so keep on, not waiting for the result of an action nor bringing | waters, for all municipal purposes, belongs exclusively to the States within their 
one nor doing anything except to succumb to his trespass, I think the | Tespecive noes itorial jurisdiction, and they, and they only, have the constitutional 
line of action would be rather extraordinary. | PSS Oe ee E aes 

Now, in the cage of this pier, the trouble is as it was when it was Just before that the court has been referring to what was insisted 
proposed—I cannot find the act tosee whether it became a law or not.— | about the power to regulate commerce as overriding that, and I do 
to release to the city of Cleveland the title to the pier to the end that | 2° read it but only call attention to the fact that the court is speak- 
it might fight out this controversy ; and that trouble was and is this: oe of the very point of the power to regulate commerce. 

: : ; / a : at ; ae Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Senator a fact that he is not 
Respecting this pier, built by the United States. it is to be remarked that as far | | ae ca 7 ad Tea 7 : 7 
back as 1855 it was taken possession of and occupied by certain railroad companies | @Ware of probably and that very few are aware of who were not born 
for their own especial use and benefit, and has been retained in their possession to | in Ohio, that the title in all that region of country never belonged to 
the present day, they having refused to vacate it even for repair, the ne cessify the State of Ohio or the United States, but belongs to the State of 
for some of which bas grown out of | Connecticut and always belonged to the State of Connecticut and 
Not their use, but “ their abuse of the structure ;” and I call the at- was reserved by Connecticut in the cession of western lands, and her 
tention of the Senator from Wisconsin to this. That is the report. | right to all that territory was acknowledged by the United States. 

Now, what is the fact about it? Here is a narrow tongue of space | [¢ will not change the argument, however. 
occupied by a pier, a wharf, and over that wharf this railway com- Mr. EDMUNDS. It will not change the argument a particle, be- 
pany trundles its ponderous traffic and ernshes it down; and the | cause in the ease of Virginia and in the case of Georgia who ceded a 
question is whether the United States is to stand by and make appro- | part of the western territory, and the other cases, when they ceded 
priatious year after year to build this pier up as fast as they crush | jt they had the absolute dominion; and it is immaterial to my pur- 
it down. : : Sa ae. pose, therefore, whether the State of Connecticut or the State of Ohio 
One of two things is true: the United States owns this pier and the | had the dominion. I have no doubt under the existing state of things 
land it rests on, or it does not. If it does, these destroyers are tres- | that the State of Ohio has the dominion and the State of Connecticut 
passers, and they ought to be prosecuted, at least until the title is | could not reserve a naked easement, a proprietary right in soil ander 
quieted and settled ; they ought to be compelled, like other trespass- | the sea, so to speak, under the lake when she granted the lands adja- 
ers, to stand off, and_the United States should maintain this pier as | cent and a sovereign State has been set up under it ; and that is what 
it would another. On the contrary, if the railroad company, either | the Supreme Court say as to the power of the United States in respect 
by prescription or by grant, has acquired a title with which it can | of land that we got from Spain and from France, which is exactly 
defy all comers, including the United States, then this wharf belongs | the same thing and appears in this very case that I hold in my hand. 
to the railroad company, and, like any other wharf belonging to a) Now I will go on; the court say: F 
private person, ought to be maintained. If it becomes a public nui- This right of eminent domain over the shores and the soils under the navigable 
sance, because they let it fall down or let the stones fall into the | waters, for all municipal purposes, belongs exclusively to the States within their 
harbor, then, like any other public nuisance, it may be abated in | respective territorial jurisdictions, and they, and they only, have the constitutional 
another form of action; and any man who runs a vessel licensed in ag th ade aan =e eee poe ro nagna the “oe Sa? a citi 
the coastwise trade has his right of action to compel them to take | fhy in their hands a weapon which might be wielied greatly to the injury of State 
out what they threw into the harbor, as stones or any other incum- | sovereignty, and deprive the States of the power to exercise a numerous and im 
brance which they put there, has he not? I believe that has been | portant class of police powers. 
decided repeatedly. 

I will vote for an appropriation for this pier, if pier it be; but, if it 
is a wharf of a railroad company to be used, and, in the language of 
this report, abused until it is crushed down, I cannot vote year after 
year to maintain, for the mere private utility of a corporation, a piece 
of property, although it stands adjacent to one of the harbors of the 
country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CONKLING. Sohavel. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to propose an amendment to the amend- 
ment. I understand it is the intention of the mover of the amend- 
ment to strike out the word “ free.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will modify it in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are two amendments pending already. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let my amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported for 


That is what now by way of lease, so to speak, the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio is, for the United States to exercise dominion 
over this soil and this structure upon it and make arrangement for its 
occupation by the railroad company. If the State of Ohio has ceded 
this land to the United States for this purpose, that is one thing; but 
I can find no evidence of that, and judging from the report of the 
engineer and from the earliest appropriations for this harbor, which 
began merely by digging it out to make it more navigable and build- 
ing structures alongside this river, 1 have no doubt it was done, asin 
almost every other instance those things are done, by the snfferance 
of the State, doing a good thing for their benefit, not interfering with 

| their jurisdiction or taking possession of anything, but merely clear- 
| ing out a water highway within the limits of a State over which the 
| State so far as dominion is concerned had exclusive jurisdiction. It 
| may be that the State of Ohio has at some time granted to the United 
5 \ States, as the States do for dock-yards and such things, the dominion 
information. : over the place where this pierstands. If that were so, we should be re 
Phe Chief Clerk read as follows: lieved of all difficulty so far as that condition of the case is concerned; 
And in case said railroad company shall neglect or refuse to make an agreement | but without the evidence of that having been done, the trouble with 
satisfactory to the Secretary of War, upon a certificate of that fact tothe Attorney- ~2 ; 
General, it shall be the duty of the latter officer to enforce the rights of the United 
States in the premises by appropriate action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment just read is not now | 
in order, being in the third degree. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio accepts the 

amendment suggested by the Senator from California. 


this amendment, or with any amendment except merely to go on and 
| spend the money, is that we have no authority to make it; that the 
State of Ohio has a right to control the pier and to grant to anybody 
she likes the right to use it, becanse our building a pier upon her 
land gives us no right; her dominion is over it exclusive and conclu- 
sive. If, on the other hand, the State of Ohio has made a grant of 
this kind, this matter of course is relieved of all difficulty of that 
- SURRE y | character. But it appears that somehow or in some way in the year 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it all be read. 1353 the Cleveland 8 Pittsburgh Railroad Company (undoubtedly 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : chartered by the State of Ohio, because otherwise it would have had 
And the Seeretary of War is hereby authorized to agree with the Pittsburgh and | no franchise to carry freights I suppose, certainly not until it reached 


Cleveland Railroad Company for such use and occupancy of said pier as is con- | the border of the State of Pennsylvania) had a franchise to build a 
sistent with public interests, upon such terms and conditions as he deems reason- | railroad to this point on Lake Erie. 


ble a j : in case said railroad company sha eglect or refuse to make ome 4 : aeaae aaa a . ar? 7 

pap imet om ialieuee oe Seameaey 0 ae, soem couiteneet that fact The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

to the Attorney-General, it shall be the duty of the latter officer to enforce the | Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to go on for a minute. 

rights of the United States in the premises by appropriate action. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? The Chair hears 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from New York has expressed so | none and the Senator will proceed for five minutes. 

much better than I could my views on the main part of this case that Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be as brief as possible. 

I will confine myself to another topic. The thing that troubles me is Mr. THURMAN. I think it all comes to the same thing, but when 

the defect of information as to where is the right as between the | we have a five-minute rule the best way would be for the Senator to 

United States and the State of Ohio, to begin with, and the people | make a motion, which will give him as much time as he chooses to 

who are exercising that franchise under a grant from her. I ander- | oceupy. 

stand the law to be perfectly well settled over and over again, so that Mr. EDMUNDS. I will make a motion. I move to recommit the 

it is no longer a question for debate, that the soil under the waters | bill to the committee. I hope no Senators will suppose [ am trying 

of Lake Erie at that place when this pier was built, some time before | to weary out their time, but I think while we are on this general topic 

the year 1853, belonged to the State of Ohio, and that the United | we might as well talk it out and be dove with it. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I have only a few words to say. 

The War Department report to us that in the year 1253 the pier 
was taken possession of and occupied, not built alongside of but 
taken possession of and occupied, by certain railway companies for 
their own especial use and benefit, and has been retained in their 
possession to the present day. Therefore, you have the official infor- 
mation that for the period of twenty-three years, long enough to give 
a title under the statute of limitations as between private persons, 
this very property, now said to be the property of the United States, 
has been held in the adverse possession of a railroad company, claim- 
ing under some title or without, no matter what, the absolute and ex- 


clusive possession and use of the pier for its own benefit and enjoy- | 


ment; and in the course of that use the War Department go on to 
say: 

As the Engineer Department has been unable to get pentaties of the pier, no 
part of any appropriation by Congress has been expended upon it for repair. The 
subject was submitted to the attention of Congress in the report of the Chief of 
Engineers, January 26, 1867— 

Nine years ago— 
but no remedy has been provided. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is a special report. 
ator the report of 1867, containing six or e'yht lines on this point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not a report made to Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. T ut depends upon the question whether Congress 
has got any right to interfere. That is the very question I should 
like to be informed about, because it appears clear to me that we 
have no right to interfere unless the State of Ohio has granted to us 
the land on which this pier stands and the jurisdiction over it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think, and my colleague concurs in the opinion, 
that the State of Ohio has passed a general law giving the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States in proper form in all cases of public build- 
ings, piers, &c. I have sent for the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to say that it is only a minute to the 
place where the statute is, and we can see it. If we find such a 
statute of Ohio, of course we shall be relieved of this difficulty; but 
while this difficulty exists it seems to me totally impossible to agree 
to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, because it is only put- 
ting us into trouble which will be difficult to get out of. 

Mr. OGLESBY. May I ask the Senator a question in regard to a 
fact in this case ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Does the track of the railroad company run on this 
pier or only alongside of the pier on the accretions ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Only on the accretions. Here is the map. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know. All I know is that the Depart- 
ment says in its responsible and official capacity that in 1853 the pier 
itself was taken possession of and occupied by the railroad compa- 
nies for their own especial use and benetit, and has been retained in 
their possession to the present day. 
actually on this pier, or whether the plank-work that holds the coal, 
the ore, the pork, and the iron is on the pier or not, I do not know ; 
bat I think it is entirely immaterial. It is of not the least conse- 
quence in the world, so far as I see, as they have got the possession of 
it and use it for railroad purposes in lading and unlading, whether 
their track is actually on it or on the side of it. They have got the 
exclusive possession of it as a private wharf, and I rather suspect 
every traveler who goes to Detroit by way of Cleveland from Pitts- 
burgh and takes the steamboat leaves the car on the pier and gets 
into the steamboat on the other side of it as the private wharf of that 
company, excluding the public commerce of the lakes except as it is 
by sufferance allowed to land there to go on the railroad. That I 
suppose to be the fact, but I do not know it. At any rate, here we 
have the official report as I have stated. My friend from New York 
calls attention to the report of 1867 on this subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator referred to a special report, and I 
refer him to the general report of that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is the general report : 

Inasmuch as the principal part of the east pier had been monopolized by a rail- 
road company, it was decided by orders from the Engineer Department that no re- 
— should be done to the east pier at the expense of the United States. In my 

ormer reports I have fully set forth the uses and abuses of this pier, all of which 
still continues, and in consequence the old pier is fast going to destruction. 

This was in 1867. The railroad company seems to have kept it in 
good condition for a wharf, but it may not be in good condition for 
a pier. Ido not know where the difference would come in. It is 


good enough for them to run the railroad cars there and use it for all | 


the purposes of passenger and freight traffic, but we are called upon 
to spend $3,000 in order to put it in a little better condition in respect 
of the harbor itself. That is the application. 

I will now go on with this general question. The Supreme Court, 
in the case of Pollard’s lessee vs. Hagan, proceed to say : 

But in the hands of the States this power— 

That is, the sovereign municipal power— 
can never be used so as to affect the exercise of any national right of eminent do- 
main or jurisdiction with which the United States have been invested by the Con- 
stitution. For, although the territorial limits of Alabama have extended all her 
sovereign power into the sea, it is there, as on the shore, but munici 


subject to the Constitation of the United States and the laws which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof 
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I will hand to the Sen- | 


Whether the track, the iron, is | 


l power, | 


AvuGustT 2, 


By the preceding course of reasoning we have arrived at these general concln- 
sions: Firat. The shores of navigable waters, and the soils under them, were not 
granted by the Constitution to the United Stat-s, but were reserved to the States 
respectively. Secondly. The new States have the same rights. sove: eignty, and 
jurisdiction over this subject as the original States. (15 Curtis's Decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, page 403.) 


So that, Mr. President, it appears to me that until we know that 
the State of Ohio has granted jurisdiction over this old pier, now for 
twenty-three years the pier of a railway company in fact, and in its 
exclusive occupancy and possession, we ought not to be called upon 
to appropriate any money for it or to enter into any agreement with 
the parties in possession, because an agreement in the absence of a 
statute making a grant is a direct invasion of the sovereign rights of 
the State of Ohio. 

I wish to say a word, while I am up, on a subject that was dis- 
cussed the other day on this bill touching all the internal rivers and 
streams which it is proposed to improve above the falls to which 
naturally they are more or less navigable. I have before me an old 
case, decided as far back as 1°52, of Veazie vs. Moor, to be found in 
14 Howard. The facts in this case were that the State of Maine 
granted to certain persons the exclusive right to navigate the river 
Penobscot above its falls. Between the city of Bangor and Old Town, 
a distance of eight miles, the Penobscot passes over a fall, is crossed 
by four dams, but there is a railroad from Bangor to the steamboat 
landing at Old Town. On the 30th day of July, 1846, the Legislature 
of Maine granted to Moor and his associates the authority to improve 
| the navigation of the Penobscot River above Old Town, and for that 

purpose they were authorized to deepen the channel, to cut down and 
remove any gravel or ledge, bars and rocks, &c., and made all the 
provisions for it. It then gave them as a consideration for that the 
exclusive right of navigation for the period, I believe, of twenty 
years. As it was navigable for steamboats for I do not know how 
far—I do not see the Senator from Maine, who can tell me—another 
steamboat man built a steamboat and ran an opposition line from Old 
Town up to the head of the upper navigation of the river. A suit 
was brought to prevent his doing it, and he defended on the ground 
that the State of Maine had undertaken to regulate commerce, as the 
State of New York did on the Hudson in the Fulton and Livingston 
steamboat cases, and therefore this act of the State of Maine was 
void and he had a right under the Constitution of the United States 
to run his steamboat on this navigable river. Now the court say: 


Taking the term commerce in its broadest acceptation, supposing it to embrace 
not merely traflic, but the means and vehicles by which it is prosecuted, can it 
properly be made to include objects and purposes such as those contemplated by 
the law under review! Commerce with foreign nations must signify commerce 
which in some sense is necessarily connected with these nations, transactions which 
either immediately, or at some stage of their progress, must be extra-territorial. 
The phrase can never be applied to transactions wholly internal, between citizens 
of the same community, or to a polity and laws whose ends and purposes and op- 
erations are restricted to the territory and soil and jurisdiction of such community. 
Nor can it be properly concluded that because the products of domestic enterprise 
in agriculture or manufactures or in the arts may ultimately become the subjects 

| of foreign commerce, that the control of the means or the encouragements by which 
enterprise is fostered and protected is legitimately within the import of the phrase 
foreign commerce or fairly implied in any investiture of the power to regulate 
such commerce. A pretension as far reaching as this would extend to contracts 
between citizen and citizen of the same State, would control the pursuits of the 
planter, the grazier, the manufacturer, the mechanic, the immense operations of 
the collieries and mines and furnaces of the country; for there is not one of these 
avocations the results of which may not become the subjects of foreign commerce, 
and be borne either by turnpikes, canals, or railroads, from point to point within 
the several States, toward an ultimate destination, like the one above mentioned. 
Such a pretension would effectually prevent or paralyze every effort at internal 
improvement by the several States; for it cannot be supposed that the States 
would exhaust their capital and their credit in the construction of turnpikes, 
canals, and railroads, the remuneration derivable from which and all nani over 
which might be immediately wrested from them, because such public works would 
be facilities for a commerce which, while availing itself of those facilities, was 
apeny internal, although intermediately or ultimately it might become 
‘oreign. 
The rule here given with respect to the regulation of foreign commerce equally 
| excludes from the regulation of commerce between the States and the Indian 
tribes the control over turnpikes, canals, or railroads, or the clearing and decpen- 
ing of water-courses exclusively within the States, or the management of the traus- 
portation upon and by means of such improvements. In truth, the power vested 
in Congress by article 1, section 8, of the Constitution, was not designed to op- 
erate upon matters like those embraced in the statute of the State of Maine, 
and which are essentially local in their nature and extent. The design and ob- 
ee of that power, as evinced in the history of the Constitution, was to estab- 
ish a perfect equality among the several States as to commercial rights, and to 
preveut unjust and invidious distinctions, which local jealousies, or local and par- 
tial interests might be disposed to introduce and maintain. These were the views 
pressed upon the public attention by the advocates for the adoption of the Consti- 
tution, and in accordance therewith have been the expositions of this instrument 
| propounded by this court in decisions quoted by counsel on either side of this 
cause, though differently applied by them. (20 Curtis’s Decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, pages 34s, 349.) 


Upon the whole, therefore, the court say that there is no authority 
to interfere in the exclusive jurisdiction of the State of Maine over 
this river above the falls, whether it is navigable from the east in the 
ordinary course. It does appear to me that several of the items that 
are still left in the bill are for improvements which are clearly be- 
yond the constitutional power of the Congress of the United States, if 

| the power to improve implies the power to control the thing im- 
proved and thereby trenches directly upon the power that belongs 
to a State. 

| Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the Senator a question. DoT 

understand the Senator to assert that where the Government under- 
| takes, for example, to improve a navigable river which is under the 
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jurisdiction of the United States, or to improve a harbor on a lake, | 
the Government cannot make the improvement either upon the bank 
or by removing a bar without the consent of the State ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I undertake to say that the law is this, as settled 
by the Supreme Court, that the sovereign dominion over the soil 
under the waters and the shore of navigable water is in the States, 
and it follows as a necessary consequence that Congress can take no 
exclusive possession of it or control of it without the assent of the 
States. Iwill not undertake to say whether, if in the harbor of New 
York, where there is municipal jurisdiction of the State of New York, 
Congress were to blow up the rocksat Hell Gate the State of New York 
could bring an action of trespass against the engineer or not. I do 
not undertake to pass upon that question. It is quite unnecessary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We ought not to appropriate this money until we | 
settle that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I say the law is clear that on the shore 
of navigable water, certainly on the shore of water not navigable, 
the State sovereignty in respect of preventing the erection of any 
thing that it does not want there, if it chooses to exercise that sov- 
ercignty, is absolute and complete. 

Mr. MORTON. 
ently from what I have understood it to be. I understand that where 
the United States undertakes to improve a river which is under the 


jurisdiction of the United States as navigable water, it has the right | 


to remove a bar from that river or to make an improvement upon 
the bank without the authority of the State, because it has jurisdic- 
tion over it as navigable water; but so far as private rights are 
concerned the case is different. So far as the State is concerned the 
United States has a right to improve the harbor of Cleveland with- 
out consulting the State of Ohio about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ferent ideas and made them look a little as if they were one. 
right to improve navigable water with a view to an easement and 
the right to go over it when it is improved is common to the United 
States and to all the people of it. The State of Ohio unquestionably 
would have no authority at all to prevent, by any regulation of its 
own, or any obstruction of its own, the free use of navigable waters 
within that State. The States of Ohio and Kentucky together could 
not stop the navigation by building a bridge across the Ohio River. 
That is perfectly plain. But the Senator in that respect is referring 
to the easement, which relates to the regulation of commerce, and I 
am referring to the fact of exercising control over the soil within the 
limits of a State. Whether the private property is in a citizen or 
whether the private property is in a corporation is entirely imma- 
terial. 
outside of the city of Cleveland where there are two feet of water, 
that land is hers as property; but, so far as commerce is concerned, 
the right of free navigation, so that you can run a track, or have a 


citizens of Ohio and of the United States and the State cannot take 
it away except so far as is necessary to the exercise of her jurisdic- 
tion in building proper wharves out to a suitable depth of water. 
Can it be maintained that the United States could enter into a system 
of wharfage and take possession of the whole shore at Cleveland, 
New York, or anywhere else, under her power to regulate commerce, 
and proceed to construct wharves for the convenient access of vessels 
to the land? I never heard such a proposition as that advanced. 

Mr. MORTON. Removing a bar is a very different thing from build- 
ing a wharf. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see whether it is a very different thing. A 
wharf is just as great a benefit to the interests of commerce, because 


| trine is true? 


The Senator has brought together two very dif- | 
The | 


If the State of Ohio owns a hundred acres of land on the | 


! | and transfers it to the cars of the company, or vice versa. 
right of way in the water and over the land, is complete in all the | structure at all upon the pier, but it exercises the power of loading 





commerce must come to the shore somewhere, as the removal of the 
obstruction is. They are both of the same kind, and they operate to 
the same end concurrently. 
the other; so that you come right back to the question, when you 
take possession of the soil that lies within the limits of a State, you | 
can only take possession of it by the consent of that State. When 
you want the right of way over that soil, that you have got by the 
Constitution of the United States, and you can regulate the exercise 
of that right, I think. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong the de- 
bate. If we are to debate the constitutional question of the power 
of Congress to make works of internal improvement on this bill, and 
continue the debate, as that question has not been settled to every- 
body’s satisfaction after a discussion of more than half a century, it | 
is not very likely that this bill will pass at this session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How can we help considering a question of this | 
kind when it is involved in the bill? 

Mr. THURMAN. I have only this to say in respect to the States- | 
rights doctrine of my friend from Vermont, which is the most thorough 
States-rights doctrine that I have heard now for more than a quarter 
of acentury. If his doctrine is true in regard to this particular ap- 
propriation, then it is valid against every provision in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not by any means. 

Mr. THURMAN. I say against every one of them. If the Govern- 
ment cannot repair this pier, which it has made at the mouth of the 
Cuyahoga River, on the theory that the State of Ohio has jurisdiction 
over the soil on which the pier is built, then I want to know how it | 
can do any one of the things that are provided for in this bill. How 
can it improve Otter Creek, in Vermont? How can it build a break- | 


| road? 
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How can it do anything at all if this doc- 
The whole theory is very plain. The State of Ohio 
undoubtedly has jurisdiction to a certain extent under the waters of 
Lake Erie and on its shore. Whether it goes to the boundary be- 
tween it and the British dominions, I do not undertake to say at this 
time. I should have to look to see what are the boundaries of Ohio 
in the enabling act before I could answer that question; but her ju- 
risdiction, which is not private property, is a jurisdiction subject to 
the power of the General Government, exercising all the powers that 
are granted by the Constitution to the General Government. If the 
Constitution gives to the General Government the power to make 
such works of improvement as this, then the right and power of the 
State of Ohio is subordinate to this power of the General Government; 
and that is the whole of it. If the Constitution does not confer upon 
Congress any power to do the things which are provided in the bill, 
then it does not require any State sovereignty or anything else to de- 
feat the whole bill; it must fall for want of constitutional power to 
enact it, for want of adelegated power to us. If the power is granted 
to the General Government to do these things, then the sovereignty 


water in the Delaware? 


| of the State of which the Senator speaks, and its jurisdiction over the 
The Senator from Vermont states the law differ- | 


waters in which these works are to be built, is subordinate -to the 


| power which the General Government has to make these improve- 


ments. 

One word about the merits of this matter, and Iam done. This 
railroad company may for aught I know be in equity, and I think it 
is in equity, bound to maintain the pier, at least to make the needed 
improvements and repairs, or at any rate to contribute toward mak- 
ing them; but the fact is not that the railroad company has taken 


| absolute and exclusive possession of the pier; but what is the fact ? 


The Government built two piers at the mouth of the Cuyahoga River, 
the effect of which was to deepen the channel and wash out the bar 
by a system of jetties. The railroad companies were authorized by 
their charters to construct railroads from Cleveland to diverse places, 
from Cleveland to Cincinnati, from Cleveland along the lake shore, 
the Lake Shore road, fron Cleveland to Pittsburgh, from Cleveland 
and Toledo to the lake. Where they should go iu the city of Cleve- 
land was a question for the municipal authorities to decide, and in- 
finitely to the advantage of the city, preventing its streets from be- 
ing cut up by these railroads, it authorized the companies to run 
their railroads under the bank on the shore of the lake. What did 
the railroad companies have to do? They had to drive piles for 
miles or more to protect their tracks. They built their tracks partly 


| on piles and partly on the bank, and when they came up to this pier 
the Pittsburgh and Cleveland road built a structure, a platform, on 
piles and joined that platform up to the pier and occupied that plat- 


form with its tracks and with its derrick, and with its derrick raises 
the freight from the schooners or boats lying in the river by the pier 
It has no 


and unloading by means of this derrick over the pier; and that any- 
body else could do who had a piece of property as this railroad com- 
pany has, which it has reclaimed itself and made itself, to which the 
United States claims no title whatsoever. That is the whole of it. 
It is very true it may be trundling freight backward and forward 
there on trucks and the like, and that may have contributed to the 
injury of this pier. The amendment of my colleague would remedy 
that, which is the amendment suggested by the Engineer Depart- 
ment itself; but this thing that is going on there is of immense pub- 
lic interest. It makes a perfect connection between the water and 
the railroad, and is of immense public interest. Are we to delay the 
repairing of the pier, which was built by the Government a quarter 


|} of a century ago or more, and which is in danger if it caves in of 
| seriously obstructing the entrance into the port of Cleveland, until 
One is entirely good for nothing without | 


this question can be settled between the Government and the rail- 
I say no. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, it often happens that it is nseful 
in considering a case, first of all to fix the facts, and as I have sue- 
ceeded now in finding the report which I had in mind before, made 
by Colonel P. J. Cram, of the Engineer Corps, and by the Chief En- 
gineer of that corps transmitted to Congress in 1865, I beg to read a 
few words which I think will enable us all to understand more exactly 
the state and history of this matter: 

In my report rendered 2d of November, 1264, upon the condition of this important 
harbor— 

This is the harbor of Cleveland— 

I described the abuses practiced upon this public property by private individuals 
and corporate companies in their use for private advantage of the cast pier. So far 
from ceasing these abuses, they have been continued on an increasing scale, and it 
probably will not end until that pier is entirely destroyed ; then a loud call will be 
made for the Government to build it up again. In consequence of my not being 
able without military force to get the entire possession of that picr out of the hands 
of those who are using it for private pecuniary advantage for docking purposes, no 
repairs have been put upon it at the public expense. But the west pier and the 
pir r-head have been very thoroughly repaired, and both have been filled with stones, 


| with the exception of a partof the inner sustaining work, putin to strengthen and 


preserve the old west pier 


I read that as a contribution to the question suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, whether this corporation has in fact taken possession 
of the pier or not. This officer says military force would be neces- 
sary to enable him to dispossess it, and I should judge that must be 
a pretty good possessio pedis, which the railroad company is and was 
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asserting at the pier. I will read now to the Senate this part of the 
report as bearing upon another branch of this case: 

I have— 

Says Colonel Cram— 
the statistic 
by said companies and individuals, who have been using, and still continue to use 
it for their own benetit If this dockage were computed at half what is charged 
on any private dock in the city, it would amount to more, per year, than the whole 
cost just estimated for the pier extension 

The companies then could well afford to build the extensions there, and forever 
keep them in repair, and do all the dredging required, in consideration of the use 


they now enjoy of the existing east pier. 1 think Congress should be called upon 
to cnact for some arrangement to this effect. 


I ask attention to this part of the report: 


The number of tons handled on and over the east pier, in two articles alone, com- 
puted at one-half the dockage for the same at private docks, amounts in the past 
two and present years to $166,945. 

Observe, this is only for the coal and ore. The iron, lumber, wood, timber, and 
other heavy articles they pile on and sell from that public pier isenormous. Going 

and estimating from the time that pier was built the value of the dockage, 
for which it has been used by companies and individuals, to the present time, I find 
te be Ske2.. 00! 
Phe present year, 1265, this dock privilege, in coal and ore, will be worth to the 
upants of the pier not less than $62,500, for which they pay nothing. 


back 


or 


Mr. President, without reference to any constitutional questions or 
any location, this report suggests to me this inquiry: Can it be that 
any system of legislation or act of legislation is just or true which 
enables an individual, whether a natural person or a corporation, to 
eccupy for nothing, reaping a pecuniary advantage in a brief space 
of time of $882,500, public property of the United States (so treated 
and assumed by the legislation) for nothing, to destroy and continue 
and persevere in destroying it, for a long series of years, the legisla- 
tion resting upon the idea that, without any determination, recom- 
pense, settlement, termination of that condition of things, the Gov- 
ernment is to continue by annual stipends to maintain perpetually 
this work, thus to be treated, that thus a private harvest may be 
reaped ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New York shows conclusively, 
beyond peradventure, that it is the duty of the Government of the 
United States at once to repair this pier, because of the amplitude of 
the interest involved in its repair, This work compared with hun- 
dreds of the provisions contained in the bill is simply out of all com- 
parison. The Senator from New York says that the railroad com- 
panies in Cleveland and the citizens of Cleveland and the citizens of 
Ohio and of all that region of country have got the benefit of this 
pier to the extent of $882,000, 

Mr. CONKLING. No, L beg my friend’s pardon. I wish they had. 
What I say is given tous in a report which says the railroad company, 
not anybody else, have stored on, piled up, and sold what would 
amount to $882,000, and put it into theirown pockets, and my friend’s 
constituents have not received any benefit from it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asamatter of fact, every steamboat, every barge, 
every vessel of any kind whatever that comes into the harbor of 
Cleveland comes alongside the pier and gets the benefit of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; it is a wharf of the United States. 

Mr. SUERMAN. As awharf it is of common benefit and use to the 
whole people of the United States, shared in by every person who 
participates in that commerce; and now because that costs $8,000 
you will refuse to repair a pier which yields an average of $800,000, 
mat will draw snags ont of the Little Kanawha! It is preposterous. 
The Cleveland and Pittsburgh road it seems own the land; they own 
the buildings; but all the railroads have joint rights there. All the 
railroads are interested in that matter, as the report shows. It is a 
fact, as I know myself, that for nearly a mile east of that pier, the 
ground is oceupied by a series of railroads; and the railroads con- 
centrate there, and do an immense amount of business. Suppose the 
Cleveland and Pittsburgh was to pay its share, suppose the Lake 
Shore was to pay its share, and some other party, ‘Tom Jones, who 
owns a schooner ought to pay a part, will we say how much Tom 
Jones shall pay, how much the Cleveland and Pittsburgh Kailroad 
Company shall pay, and how mach the Lake Shore Railroad Company 
shall pay? This matter was brought to the attention of Congress 
ten years ago. My friend from New York has been chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce two or three years; the former Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. Chandler] for many years before that time. Why 
have they not provided a remedy for this if it is wrong? 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to answer 
that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator does me honor overmuch. I have 
only been chairman of the Committee on Commerce one session ; but 
if my honorable friend will allow me I am quite sure, although I 
speak from recollection, because I do not think I can be mistaken 
about the thing, that with his assent we did pass a bill releasing to 
the city of Cleveland all title of the United States to this pier that 
she might deal with it. What became of that bill I do not know, 
but the Senator cannot have forgotten the discussion and the fact 
that a bill was passed in the Senate making what from my recollec- 
tion I think would be a wholesome provision, such as 1 agree with 
him ought in some way to be made, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot know about that. The Senator no doubt 
is correct in his recollection, but I do not remember about it. It 
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sof the amount that is docked and kept on the Government east pier, | 


AvuGusT 2? 


=) 


| does seem to me that for us to stand here on an appropriation of 
| $8,000 for a work of such conceded importance, and then go by the 

millions almost upon works of unimportance, would be a strange 
spectacle. Iam willing that the Secretary of War shall be author- 
ized to impose terms and conditions upon these railroad companies so 
| as to prevent any injury to this pier. It ought to be done, and the 


| amendment I proposed in pursuauce of the recommendation of the 


Engineer Department proposes to give that authority to the Secretary 
of War. 

Now, Mr. President, I have no particular interest in this river and 
harbor bill, but I think we ought not to delay any longer a question 
of this kind. I do not think there is any constitutional question in- 
volved in it. It is simply a question whether on the whole the Govy- 
ernment of the United States ought not to repair its own pier which 
it has held in its possession for now forty-six years, its title to which 
is unquestioned and unquestionable; or whether we shall wait to 

| settle a petty controversy that has sprung up between the engineer 
in charge of the work and certain railroad companies as to how much 
each railroad company ought to pay to make up this $8,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Vermont will withdraw 
his motion to recommit, so that we can have a vote upon this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will do it to oblige my friend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
motion to recommit is withdrawn. The question is on the ameni- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, as modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot move to amend it now; I shall have to 
wait until we get into the Senate. It will never amount to anything 
as If is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be glad to hear the Senator’s suggestion ; 
perhaps I will accept it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have nodoubt, from what I have heard from 
both the Senators from Ohio, that this appropriation is needed to re- 
pair this pier. The difficulty in my mind is whether there is not a 
recognition of aright in the railroad company by proposing an ar- 
rangement or agreement with that company. If that is true, if the 
railroad company has any interest whatever in the improvement, 
then I do not feel at liberty to vote an appropriation of money for 
the benefit of a railroad corporation or to advance in any respect the 
property of a railroad corporation. If I am satisfied that that is ab- 
solutely the property of the Government, I am ready to vote for tho 
appropriation; but that is just my difficulty. Ido not want to vote 
money out of the public Treasury to improve a pier belonging to a 
railroad company; and unless I can be satisfied that the railroad 
company has no interest in the pier, I cannot vote any appropriation 
of that kind. It seems to me that the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio, impliedly at least, admits, by proposing that an arrange- 
ment shall be made with the company,that there is some right of 
property in that pier belonging to the railroad company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offered the amendment because the engineer- 
in-chief recommended it. I do not admit that the railroad company 
has any right whatever, because that is the property of the United 
States; but itis a great easement not only to this company but to 
the whole people of that region that this business should go on as it 
has been going on for years. To deprive them of it would be to 
almost paralyze the commerce of the region. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But does not the company set up some claim 
of right? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. They have built alongside of this pier 
and they have actually used it, and in that way have possession and 
practically have exclusive possession. The Senator will see from tho 
amount of business done there and from the nature of the thing they 
would take possession. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Do they claim the right to control that pier? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Never that I know of. They have a right to do 
business over it like other people. 

Mr. SAVLSBURY. I have no doubt from what I have heard that 

the appropriation is a wise and proper appropriation, provided there 
is no adverse claim by the railroad company, and that is just the dif- 
ficulty in my mind. It seemed to me from the discussion that there 
must be some claim of use or occupancy set up by the railroad com- 
pany. 
: Mr. THURMAN. I do not understand that the railroad company 
has ever set up the least right to that pier or the use or occupancy of 
that pier any more than any other corporation or individual, any more 
than the whole public have. The whole public use that pier when it 
is necessary. They run their trucks right over this part of the pier 
that is spoken of clear to the end of the pier. Everybody does it that 
sees fit. The only advantage the railroad company has is that it has 
built a platform which does belong to it and which adjoins the pier, 
and that gives it a local advantage perhaps, but an advantage that 
is worth millions of dollars to the general public. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAX,] as modified, to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the Com- | line 120, to reduce the appropriation for the improvement of the Des 
mittee on Appropriations will be reported. | Moines Rapids, Mississippi River, from $275,000 to $230,000. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 75, 76, and 77, as fol- The amendment was agreed to. 
lows: | The next amentmen 

For the improvement of the harbor at New Haven, Connecticut, by constructing | 
a break water, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 80 and 81, as follows: 
For the improvement of the harbor at Milford, Connecticut, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 82 and 83, as follows: 
For the improvement of the Housatonic River, Connecticut, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. — ; ‘ The next amendment was to strike out lines 130 and 131, as follows: 
The next amendment was to strike ont lines 84 and 85, as follows: For the improvement of Nomoni Creek, Virginia, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





was to strike out lines 122 and 123, as follows: 
For the improvement of Ek River, Mayland, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 126 and 127, as follows: 
For the improvement of the mouth of Occoquan River, Virginia, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 128 and 129, as follows: 
For the improvement of Aquia Creek, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


For the improvement of the harbor at Hyannis, Massachusetts, $10,000. 
The a a = ik li 6 and 87, as foll The next amendment was to strike out lines 132 and 133, as follows: 
The xt s » . : ; » 2a RH ‘ res es ; ; A are 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 86 and &7, as follows: For the improvement of Accotink Creek, Virginia, $4,000. 


“or the improvement of Taunton River, Massachusetts, $5,000. rae 
Por Ge Sayer . ae The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


= trik ‘ 92 ae The next amendment was in line 139, to increase the appropria- 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 92 and 93, as follows: | tion for the improvement of Cape Fear River, North Carolina, from 
For the improvement of Merrimac River, Massachusetts, $10,000. $100,000 to $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 94 and 95, as follows: 


The next amendment was in line 142, to reduce the appropriation 


For the improvement of the entrance of Salem Harbor, Massachusetts, $10,000. for the improvement of the French Broad River bet ween Brevard 
a and the Buncombe County line, North Carolina, from $15,000 to 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 210.000 : 

The next amendment was in line 97, to strike out “twelve” and in- | * z 


‘ and in tl a li after tl rord “‘doliare.” ‘il The amendment was agreed to. 

sert aes + a Pc me — ine — . os ‘1 a s ollars, ae strike The next amendment was to strike out lines 143 and 144, as follows: 
“five™ an wert “ four ;” so as to make the clause read: 4 ‘ . ‘ : 

= “i ae aoe For the improvement of Pamlico River, North Carolina, $25,000, 


a 


For the improvement of Penobscot River, Maine, 210,000 ; $4,000 of which shall 


be expended at or pear the “ Narrows" in said river at Bucksport. The amendment was agreed to. g si 2 
es rhe next amendment was to strike out lines 145 and 146, as follows: 
he amendment was agreed to. For the improvement of Clinch River, Tennessee, $12,000 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 100 and 101, as follows: T! I 1 ; i ‘ ; pan ee 
‘ : » amendment was agree \ 
For the improvement at Richmond Island, Maine, $15,000. oe eer a eee ee 


The next amendment was tostrike ont lines 147 and 148, as follows: 
For the improvement of the Hiawassee River, Tennessee, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in line 103, to reduce the appropriation 
for the improvement of Cochece River, New Hampshire, from $15,000 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 149 and 150, as fol- 
“= 4,000, : a lows: 
same nt was agreed to. ; , : i a 

T he amendmen aS agret . : = a sche For the improvement of the Powell River, Virginia and Tennesace, $10,000. 

The next amendment was in line 107, to reduce the appropriation 1 : 
for the improvement of the harbor at Swanton, Vermont, from $10,000 ; ‘he amendment was agreed to. | a 5 a 
to $2,000, The next amendment was in line 153, after the word “line,” to 

The amendment was agreed to. strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ tifteen;” in line 154, after the 


The next amendment was in line 109, to reduce the appropriation words “Smith’s Shoals,” strike out “twenty” and to insert “ten ; 


for the construction of Ice Harbor at Chester, Pennsylvania, from a Bae Ah, ater Che wepte ” Seliive Shean” stains out “thisty™ 


$6,000 to $2,600 and insert “ twenty-five ;” and at the end of the clause to insert: 
. >2,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. And from Smith's Shoals to the Falls of the Cumberland, $2,000. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 110 and 111, as fol- So as to make tie clause read: 
lows: For the improvement of Cumberland River above the city of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, from Nashville to the Kentucky line, $15,000; and thence to the foot of 


Smith's Shoals, 310,000; and for Smith's Shoals, $25,000; and frou. Smith's Shoals 
to the Falls of the Cumberland, $2,000. 


Yor the improvement of Passaic River, New Jersey, $10,000. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suppose if I say anything against strik- 
ing out this item it will be considered that it is a local interest and 
that I have not regard to the general welfare of the United States. 
New Jersey has four hundred niles of sea-coast, and contributes to- 
ward the revenues of the country as much as, and I think more than, 
any State of its population. If you strike this out there is nothing 
at all in the bill for New Jersey. 

Mr. CONKUING. Except the Hudson River improvement. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Hadson River my friend from New 
York would hardly say belonged to New Jersey, for New York is in 
the habit—— 

Mr. CONKLING. A part of it stood for New Jersey, and the Sen- 
ator had them put together in one sum of $66,000, so as to apply to 
both. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 160, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, 
including the purchase of sites for dams and locks, not exceeding 
$15,000,” from $300,000 to $270,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. Laskthe chairman to state where these “sites 
for dams and locks, not exceeding $15,000,” are to be purchased or 
found? 


Mr. DAVIS. T will answer. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let ine state the point of my question. We 
heard the other day, as we have heard on many bygone days, about 
the improvement of the Kanawha, for a certain distance, which 


: ny friend, I understand, once traversed. I want to know whether 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then I hope it will be understood that | these dams and locks are with a view to the ultimate improvement, 


$25,000 of that sum goes to improve the Hudson on the Jersey side. | the estimate of which, I believe, was $35,000,000, or whether they 

Hut this is a matter of $10,009 on an improvement which it was esti- | concern only the part of the river which he knows is referred to, by 

mated would cost $100,000, Ninety thousand dollars has been spent, | what I have said 

and this $10,000 will complete it. I think that the item had better Mr. DAVIS. It is near Charleston. This concerns the present 

stand in the bill. locks, now in course of erection, and the purchase of sites for them, 
The PRESIDING OFTICER. The question is on the amendment | near Charleston. One is just below, and the other just above Charles- 

of the committee to strike out the lines. 


! t ‘ ton. There are two dams and locks now in course of construction. 
The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to Mr. CONKLING. How many new sites for dams and locks are to 
prevail. be bought? This appropriates for “the purchase of sites for dams 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN called for a division. and lo: ks,” not for those that are resident now or have been begun 
Mr. ALLISON. I trust my friend from New Jersey will not dis- | now, but for the purchase of new sites. 
turb the harmony of this bill. We have appropriated in the bill just Mr. DAVIS. Two dais are already commenced where they approach 
$5,000,000. I appreciate the strength of his appeal, but I think that | the shore. The sites for those two dams, though they have been pur- 
Passaic River can get along for another year. This work is all dredg- | chased and they have been at work on them, have not yet been paid 
ing, and I think we can manage the Passaic River for another year | for, because there was no appropriation applicable to that purpose. 
without increasing the appropriation. There is but $15,000 involved, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey | sary. I understand there are but six or seven thousand dollars left 
insist unon a division ? for the present locks and future locks on this particular work that 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No, sir; I will trust to my friend to have | has been already commenced. 
it righted elsewhere. | Mr. CONKLING. How many sites are to be purchased ? 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. DAVIS. That Lecannot answer. There are two now. There 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in | may be others after the work progresses. The limit is $15,000. 
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Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will see as quickly as I do the point 
of my question. If $15,000 be appropriated for the purchase of sites 
unnumbered, for dams and locks unlocated, he knows that it com- 


mits to the discretion of those who manage the business to purchase | 


as many sites as they please and pay down asum, no matter how 


sinall, upon each one within the limit of $15,000. Now if we mean to | 


appropriate $15,000 to pay for two sites, we ought to say so; and if 
it is to pay for six sites we ought to say that. But I submit that in- 
asmuch as the sites are not even located by being kept within bound- 


aries between termini, but on the face of this bill may be anywhere | 


on the Great Kanawha River in West Virginia, we ought either by 
metes and bounds or by specifying the maximum number of sites to 


say in some sense what we mean, and not to commit to sheer dis- | 
cretion whether they shall purchase two sites or ten sites or twenty | 


sites, whether they shall be located on the Kanawha below Charles- 


ton or whether they shall range on the Kanawha from the place | 
where it departs from the State of West Virginia to the place where 


it enters that State. As this language stands now, it is “* for the im- 
provement of the Great Kanawha River, West Virginia,” and Ido 
not think a correct construction would contine it to West Virginia. 
That locates the river. 

The Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, including the purchase of sites for 
dams and locks not exceeding $15,000, $270,000, 

If $15,000 will enable a payment to be made down so as to bind 
the bargain for the purchase of fifteen sites, that may be done, and 
they may be located anywhere; and in the interest of this improve- 
meut, if the Senator knows where these sites are to be and the num- 
ber of them, I submit it should be stated in the bill “for the pur- 
chase of three sites” or “four sites” or “‘six sites” or whatever the 
number “for locks and dams.” If no survey has been made, if no- 
body knows where they are to be, certainly the appropriation is pre- 
mature, 

Mr. DAVIS. This wording, I understand, is in accordance with the 


recommendation of the Department. I understand that there are | 


two already commenced, and it is presumed that the $15,000 prob- 
ably will purchase six or seven, whichever it is finally determined to 
build between the falls of the Great Kanawha and the Ohio River. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then should it not say “between the falls of the 
Great Kanawha and the Ohio River?” 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that. I think it would be very 
proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLS in the chair.) The pro- 
posed amendment will be read. 

The Cnrer CLerk. After the word “locks” it is proposed to insert 
“between the great falls and the Ohio River.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Nobody objects to that. 

Mr. WITHERS. Let it be done by genegal consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
will be so moditied, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I propose to add another amendment, “and 
full payment therefor,” after the words just inserted, so that what- 
ever locks or dams we purchase the sites shall be paid for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
will be so modified, if there is no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. It should come in before the other amendment, so 
as to make the clause read: 

For the improvement of the Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, including the 
purchase of sites for dams and locks and full payment therefor, between the great 
falls and the Ohio River, not exceeding $15,000, $270,000, 


Mr. HARVEY. I suggest that the amendment would read a little 
better by saying “purchase of and full payment for,” and letting the 
description of the sites and dams come in connection with the location. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that change 
of phraseology will be made. The Chair hears no objection. The 
question is on the amendment of the committee, as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
insert as lines 162, 163, 164, and 165: 

For removal of Beaver and Nailor Bend Rocks, and for cleaning out snags and 
fallen trees in the Little Kanawha, West Virginia, $7,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 170, 171, and 172, as 
follows: 

For continuing the work of dredging and removing obstructions to navigation 
in Cypress Bayou, Texas, $30,000. 

Mr. MAXEY. On a former occasion I explained the necessity of 
the work. The item passed the House of Representatives, acd when 
it came here it was stricken out by the committee, just as it is stricken 
out now, and restored by the Senate. I fully explained then the rea- 
son for it, and I am of the same opinion still. i hope it will not be 
stricken out. 

As to the next item, for the improvement of Sabine Pass, &c., im- 
mediately following, I explained that before, and the appropriation 
made by the House was retained by the Senate. I perceive tliat the 
committee propose to reduce it from $60,000 to $40,000. 

I gave an explanation also as to the succeeding item for deepening 
the channel over the bar at the mouth of the Trinity River, draining 
some twenty-five or thirty counties engaged in the cotton trade. The 
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| appropriation is not for the improvement of the river, but removing 
the bar at the entrance of the bay. That was given before, but I see 
it stricken out again, though the appropriation is only $12,500. 
The next item is for the improvement of Pass Cavallo Inlet, which 
is reduced from $40,000 to $20,000; and then there is $10,000 for the 
improvement of Aransas Pass, which is stricken out by the committee, 
| I gave the reasons fully before. I hope the Senate will not agree to 
these amendments. 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 

| line 177, to reduce the appropriation “ for the improvement of Sabine 
Pass, and for improvement of Blue Buck Bar and Sabine Bay, and for 
deepening the channel over the bar at the mouth of the Sabine River, 
and for deepening of the channel over the bar at the mouth of Neches 
River, where these rivers enter Sabine Bay,” from $60,000 to $40,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 179, 180, and 181, as 
follows: 

For deepening the channel over the bar at the mouth of the Trinity River where 

| it enters Galveston Bay, $12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 183, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of Paso Cavallo, inlet to Matagorda Bay, Texas,” 
from $40,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 184, 185, and 186, as 
follows: 


For the improvement of Aransas Pass, and approaches to Rockport and Corpus 
Christi Harbors, Texas, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in. line 188, to reduce the appropriation 
for the improvement of the Coosa River, Georgia, from $40,000 to 
$30,000. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to amend after the word “Georgia” by in- 
| serting “‘and Alabama, between Rome and the Selma, Rome and Dal- 

ton Railroad bridge.” The chairman of the committee will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. 

Mr. GORDON. That was the clause in the original bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a mere clerical omission here and ought to be 
in the bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was after 
the word “Arkansas,” in line 129, to insert the words “and Louisiana,” 
and in line 190, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “eight” 
and insert “ twelve ;” so that the clause will read: 

For the improvement of the Ouachita River, Arkansas and Louisiana, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 191 and 192, as follows: 
For the improvement of the Tombigbee River, Alabama, $13,950. 


Mr. SPENCER. I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 
There is manifest unfairness in it. Right above this is “the Oua- 
chita River, Arkansas and Louisiana,” where the appropriation is in- 
creased from $3,000 to $12,000; and here is the Tombigbee River, one 
of the finest and most beautiful streams in the South, that floats per- 
haps more cotton than almost any other river in the country, the ap- 
propriation for which is stricken out. I hope the amendment will 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the work to be done? 

Mr. SPENCER. Cutting out snags and the general improvement 
of the river. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trast that my good friend from Alabama will not 
press a division on this amendment. 

Mr. SPENCER. I feel that Lowe a duty to the constituency that 
I in part represent here to see some sort of justice done. I do not 
think the committee in this revised bill has been doing justice to the 
country generally. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not care to argue it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to strike out the clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 196, to increase the appropriation “for the improvement of the 
Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers from Portland, Oregon, to 
the sea,” from $15,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 199, to increase the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Upper Willamette River, Oregon,” from 
$15,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 202 and 203, as follows: 

For breakwater at Wilmington, California, $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 204 and 205, as follows: 
For the improvement of Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was in line 209, after the word “ River,” to 
strike out the words “ below Stockton ;” and in line 210, after the word 
“California,” to strike out “to be applied below Stockton; ” so that 
the clause will read: 

For the improvement of San Joaquin River, California, $20,000. 


Mr. CONKLING. I should like to inquire why it is that you strike 
out “below Stockton?” Where is it to be applied ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is to be applied, in the discretion of the engineers, 
either above or below Stockton. There is a large commerce on the 
San Joaquin River above Stockton. 

Mr. CONKLING. You do not mean by this that it shall not be 
applied below Stockton ? k ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all; we simply give them the whole river 
instead of a portion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 212 and 213, as follows: 

For the improvement of Monterey Harbor, California, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 215, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Delaware River below Petty’s Island,” 
from $50,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 217, to reduce the appropriation 
“ for removing raft in Red River and closing Tone’s Bayou, Louisiana,” 
from $40,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 221, to increase the appropriation 
“ for the improvement of the Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania,” from 
$18,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 222, 223, and 224, as 

ollows: 
. For the improvement of the Delaware River between Trenton and White Hill, 
New Jersey, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 226, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Bridgeport, Connecticut,” from 
$15,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 231 and 232, as follows: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Saugatuck, Michigan, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 236, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Manitowoc, Wisconsin,” from 
$10,000 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 238, to reduce the appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, Wisconsin, from 
$8,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 240, to reduce the appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at Port Washingto:, Wisconsin, 
from $12,500 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 243, to increase the appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, New York, from $70,000 
to $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

: The next amendment was to strike out lines 244 and 245, as fol- 
ows: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Waddington, New York, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 246, 247, and 248, as 
follows: 


For the improvement of Harlem River, New York, $15,000, to be expended be- 
tween Ward's Island and Hudson River. 


Mr. KERNAN. I am very reluctant to interfere with the harmony 
of the report; but this is an appropriation made with a view to im- 
prove the Harlem River between the point named and the Hudson, 
where the tide ebbs and flows, and everybody familiar with the local- 
ity can appreciate how important it is. The work has been com- 
menced, and this is a very small appropriation to continue it, much 
less than what it requires. It will enable the commerce to pass from 
the East River into the Hudson, the tide ebbing and flowing through- 
out the whole space, and it will greatly facilitate commerce and 
cheapen i¢ and render a great deal of it more safe. I hope it will not 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment striking out the clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
lines 249 and 250, after the words “Hudson River,” to strike out “New 
—_ twenty-five” and insert “sixty-six ;” so as to make the clause 
read : 

For the improvement of Hudson River, $66,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out lines 251 and 252, as follows: 

For the improvement of Elk River, West Virginia, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ameudment was to strike out lines 259 and 260, as follows: 

For the improvement of Mackey’s Ferry, North Carolina, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 262, to reduce the appropriation 
for the improvement of the Yazoo River, Mississippi, from $22,000 to 
$15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 263 and 264, as fol- 
lows: 

For the improvement of Pascagoula Bay, Mississippi, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 265, after the word “ White,” to 
strike out “and Saint Francis Rivers” and insert “ River at Buffalo 
Shoals;” in line 266, after the word “Arkansas,” to strike out “ fif- 
teen” and insert “ten;” and in line 267,” after the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “of which there shall be expended $10,000 upon White 
River and the remainder upon Saint Francis River;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the improvement of White River at Buffalo Shoals, Arkansas, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ’ 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 270 and 271, as follows: 

For the improvement of the Perquimons River, North Carolina, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 274 to line 278, as 
follows: 

For the improvement of the Rock Castle River, Kentucky, $2,000; and, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, to be expended on Cumberland and Rock Castle 
Rivers above Nashville, Tennessee, $23,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 280, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the Etowah River, Georgia,” from $15,000 to $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 282, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Ocmulgee River, Georgia,” from $25,000 
to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 283 and 284, as fol- 
lows: 


For the improvement of the port of Darien, Georgia, $5,000. 


Mr. GORDON. I should rather have the sense of the Senate on 
that amendment after I have repeated the statement which I made 
the other day. From this port is shipped one-fourth of the entire 
lumber exported from the United States. It is a port that really re- 
quires some improvement; very small; as is seen, only $5,000 is asked. 
There are some snags, logs that have drifted down from the hills 
above several hundred miles and have lodged in that port, and 
ought to be removed. I have nothing more to ask than the privilege 
of making that statement and taking the sense of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
in line 287, to reduce the appropriation “for the improvement of New 
River, from the lead-mines in Wythe County, Virginia, to the mouth 
of Greenbrier River, West Virginia,” from $25,000 to $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was tostrike out lines 289 and 290, as follows: 

For the improvement of the Mattapony River, Virginia, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 291 and 292, as follows: 
For the improvement of the Pamunkey River, Virginia, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 294, to increase the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Norfolk, Virginia,” from 
$13,000 to $39,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out-Hnes 298 and 299, as fol- 
lows: 

For the improvement of the Choctawhatchie River, Florida and Alabama, $5,000. 


Mr. SPENCER. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. I 
think this a great outrage to strike out a small appropriation of 
$5,000 for this important river. It drains a new lumber country just 
opened up, and there is nothing that will advantage commerce more 
than an appropriation for the improvement of the river. I hope the 
Senate will not agree to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 300 and 301, as follows: 

For the improvement of the Apalachicola River, Florida, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike ouf lines 302 and 303, as follows: 


For removing obstructions and deepening channel at the pass of Brazos San- 
tiago, Texas, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was in line 305, to reduce the appropriation 
“for continuing the improvement on the outer bar at Galveston, 
Texas,” from $200,000 to $150,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike ont lines 307 and 308, as follows: 

Fer the improvement of the French Broad River in Tennessee, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out from line 309 to line 312, as | 


follows: 


For the improvement of the Missouri River at the point where it is cutting into 
the Kansas shore above Saint Joseph, Missouri, for the protection of the city of 
Saint Joseph, $10,000. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Ido hope the Senate will not agree to this amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. That amount is not to be ex- 
pended in Missouri, and the way the bill is now arranged there is not 
one solitary cent of this $5,000,000 to be expended in Missouri. This is 
a matter of great necessity at this place. The river there, in conse- 
quence of some improvements that have heretofore been made and 
not having sufficient money to perfect them, is cutting rapidly into 
the Kansas shore and threatens to cut through, leaving an island in 
front of the city of Saint Joe, and also to leave the railroad bridge 
there entirely useless, of no value. I think that this small sum of 
$10,000 should certainly be given. I have the report of the engineer 
in charge of the work recommending even a larger amount than this 
and saying that it is a matter of public necessity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. My attention was called away by the rapid reading, 
and I ask that lines 304, 305, and 306 be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will be reconsidered by 
unanimous consent, and the question will be on the amendment strik- 
ing out those lines. 

Mr. MAXEY. This amendment covers the most important harbor 
that we have in the State of Texas. It is one of the most unques- 
tionable importance not only to the State of Texas but to the State 
of Kansas, to the State of Nebraska, and to the Indian Territory. 
The House bill is: 


For continuing the improvement on the outer bar at Galveston, Texas, $200,000. 


The amendment is to cut it down to $150,000. The engineer recom- 
mended $350,000. Considerable work has been done there, and a very 
small appropriation was recommended for continuance. The recom- 
mendation of two years ago was $400,000, and out of that $150,000 
were appropriated. He again recommends $350,000 for the present 
year and urges it. This appropriation is urged in a letter sent here 
in January last with the report of the engineer in charge, Major 
Howell; by the officer in charge of the work and by the board of en- 
gineers, composed of Generals Tower, Wright, and Newton. If there 
are any three better engineers in all America than these three I have 
no knowledge of them, and I know that the young officer in charge 
of the work is a competent and able man. I have personally visited 
and inspected these works, and I have some knowledge of them my- 
self, 

It may be said that the work going on is an experiment. By refer- 
ence to a paper which I hold in my hand it will be found that by a 
small sum placed there prior to December, 1875, the gabions which 
had been put down to form the jetty were not yet tilled by sand; a 
storm arose before they could be filled with sand. They stood there 
in the water, and the engineer in charge, Major Howell, reports that 
it was to his utter amazement, when the storm was over and he was 
able to look into the work there, that the gabions were precisely in 
the place where they had been laid. These engineers, General Tower, 
General Newton, and General Wright, say that, notwithstanding all 
the storms, the resistance of the jetties is remarkable. They use a 
stronger word than that; they say it is unquestionable ; and yet since 
that time, since they made that report in regard to that storm, a cy- 
clone swept over that coast subsequent to all these reports, and the 
work withstood the storm triumphantly. 

Now they say that if this gabion system, which I could explain to 
the Senate because I have examined it particularly, succeeds, it will 
save the United States Government millions of dollars, because it is 
the cheapest plan that has ever been adopted forimprovements. That 
it is believed to be an eminently successful system we have only to 
look at the fact that Captain Eads is risking all his fortune in carry- 
ing out a similar system at the mouth of the Mississippi River. I say 
to the Senator in charge of this bill that if that system is successful 
it will save the United States Government millions of dollars. I say 
to him, for I have not time in a five-miuute speech to read all these 
things, that the chief engineer says it is important to goon and with 
a suflicient appropriation to continue the work without interruption. 

In the face of all these things I think I have been very reason- 
able, considering that the committee have struck me down $177,000, 
and 1 do ask that in this case the appropriation for the mouth of Gal- 
veston Harbor be made; and I call on every Senator here who has 
been to Galveston, any one that knows anything about the impor- 
tance of the commerce of that place, whether that appropriation 
should not be left as the House left it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER." The Senator's time has expired. The 
action of the Senate on the amendment proposed by the committee 
in lines 304, 305, 306 having been reconsidered by unanimous consent, 
the question recurs, Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 
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Mr. ALLISON. We have appropriated in this bill $225,000 for the 
harbor at Galveston, $100,000 more than is given to any harbor in this 
bill, and a larger appropriation than is given in this bill to any im- 
provement of harbors except the improvement of Hell Gate, New 
York. We were compelled under the instructions of the Senate to 
reduce this appropriation somewhat. The sum given here for this 
particular purpose is $150,000, It will go a long way toward bnild- 
ing these jetties, and I trast the Senator from Texas will not press 
his opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I only desire to say in reply that I find $150,000 given 
to Cape Fear on a recommendation of $210,000, and I find $270,000 
given tothe Kanawha River, and $270,000 given to the Muscle Shoals, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
that his time is exhausted on the pending amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
insert as lines 313 and 314 the following: 

For the improvement of the Missouri River above the mouth of the Yellowstone, 
$20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 315, 316, and 317, as 
follows: 

For the improvement of the Upper Monongahela River near Morgantown, West 
Virginia, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 320 and 321, as follows: 


For the improvement of the Wicomico River, Maryland, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 322 and 323, as fol- 
lows: 

For the improvement of Big Sandy River, Kentucky and West Virginia, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 325, to reduce the appropriatian 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Michigan City, Indiana,” from 
$50,000 to $35,000. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 
Fifty thousand dollars is barely sufficient for the purpose. It is the 
only lake harbor we have. I trast the committee will not insist on 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must insist. We were obliged to.make a little 
reduction in this appropriation in order to carry out the general pur- 
pose of the Senate. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I desire to join with my colleague in insisting 
that the reduction ought not to take place. The original bill as it 
came from the House contained the amount of $50,000, and I regarded 
it as the very smallest sum that could properly be appropriated for the 
purpose. That was not changed when the bill was tirst reported to 
the Senate; it has only been changed in this report. I do trust it 
will be restored. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would carry the bill above $5,000,000. 

Mr. MCDONALD. There is a disposition, I see, on the part of the 
Senate to abide by the report of the committee, and I feel that in- 
clination myself very strongly. It is late in the session, ard it will 
be difficult for every Senator to get what he desires; but this is the 
first time that this appropriation has been touched since it has been 
brought forward, and I hope it will commend itself to the Senate 
either now or in some other form as it originally stood, so that we 
shall not lose the benefit of the amount first placed in the bill, This 
is the only harbor south of Chicago on Lake Michigan, and the only 
harbor we have in the State of Indiana; and it is becoming a very im- 
portant place not only to our State but to all that northern country. 

Mr. MORTON. I trust the Senator from Iowa will not require 
this matter to be discussed. I see that he has enlarged the appro- 
priations in many cases, and put in some new ones. There are two 
new ones immediately following this item. Here is the single appro- 
priation in the State of Indiana for a lake harbor, the only one we 
have. It is $50,000, It is a small allowance for the work. To cut it 
down to $35,000 virtually destroys it; and if we are to be cut down, 
so far as I am concerned I shall feel myself under the necessity of 
antagonizing appropriations that are proposed here in the form of 
amendments. The Senator has got two in his own State immediately 
following this item. This is not just. I understand the merits of 
this appropriation. Fifty thousand dollars is small enough. To cat 
it down to $35,000 will very nearly destroy it and leave the work un- 
finished. I therefore appeal to the Senator from Iowa to withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Indiana calls attention to two 
amendments immediately following this, and gives me fair notice 
that he will antagonize those. If they are improper amendments of 
course the Senate will strike them out. Now, this harbor at Michigan 
City has been appropriated for a great many years, as the Senator is 
very well aware. The Engineer Burean estimate only $60,000 for the 
completion of the work, and it is for the extension of the breakwater 
at this point, Michigan City, and for dredging. Of course $35,000 
will not go as far toward building a breakwater as $60,000, the fall 
estimate of the engineers, on a basis of $14,000,000, But I submit to 
my friends from Indiana that we have cut down this appropriation 
less than any estimate in the bill that I know of, and have given 
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them $35,000. 
this was done at the very last moment, we having struck it down 
originally to only $40,000, I trust the Senators from Indiana will not 
for the sake of $15,000 for this harbor, whereas estimate of only 


1 


Mr. MORTON. 
this little appropriation for our only harbor to be virtually destroyed. 
It is in a very imperfect condition. It bas been estimated that with 
¢(30.000 the breakwater can be so extended as to make our harbor safe 
and make it serviceable. To make it $35,000 is virtually to delay it 
and make it useless almost for another year. This is not required. 
Here follow two new appropriations not in the original bill: 

For the improvement of the Rush Chute and the harbor of Burlington, Iowa, 

) 

Oe the improvement of the harbor at Fort Madison, Iowa, $10,000. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will state to the Senator, if he will allow me, 
tliat there were no appropriations last year for those two objects. 

Mr. MORTON. No, they are new works. They come in here as 
amendments. I could go over the bill and pick out enough intro- 
ductions of that kind, I think. All we ask is that a State that has 
but one lake harbor, and it is a pet of ours, and we think a good deal 
of it, should not be crippled and cut down until it is almost worth- 
less, While there are plenty of works in the bill that, so far as im- 
portance is concerned, do not compare with it. This is an important 
harbor, and especially important to the State of Indiana. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I desire to state one fact to the Senate in refer- 
ence to this harbor. As I have already stated, it is the only harbor 
on Lake Michigan south of Chicago, and has become of late years, 
since these improvements have made it of practical use and benetit, 
a harbor of refuge to a very great extent, as well as concentrating 
there a very large commerce from the upper lakes, and especially in 
the matter of timber. As I have already stated, this appropriation 
at $50,000 ran its length through the House and the Senate and the 
Senate committee in its first report, and this is the first time it has 
been touched. As we are not asking much, we should like very much 
indeed to have the item restored to that amount which would give it 
some efficiency in completing the harbor. There are some other re- 
ductions in this amended bill that touch our State which we do not 
propose to say anything about; but this isa matter that we are ex- 
ceedingly anxious shall be restored to the original amount as fixed in 
the House bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
had hitherto $526,000 for its improvement. 
tu year and day by day for a great many years; and now the engineer 
estimates only $60,000 for continuing this work. We have given 
$35,000, and yet we are told that this is a destruction to this harbor 
at Michigan City. Itis.a mistaken statement. I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. MORTON] that when we come to debate the 
two next amendments I shall be ready to meet him upon that subject, 
and to discuss whether they are new works or old works. 

Let us take this bill as it stands on each particularamendment. If 
this is an unjust amendment, vote it down. If the committee have 
not exercised a proper and wise discretion in making a fair reduction 
here, vote this amendment down. When we come to the next amend- 


wents, if the Senator from Indiana wishes to assail them, ! shall be | 


ready to defend them, and the committee wil! be ready to defend them. 

Mr. MORTON. One word. All we ask in this matteris justice. I 
have no objection to the Senator’s amendments, though they are new 
works and they are not in the bill as it came from the House and 
were not in the former bill. 
the harmony of the bill. No appropriation was made for them last 
year. What my friend means in talking about the harmony of the 
bill and striking this appropriation down for that purpose and putting 


in these two new items, I do not very well comprehend. All we ask 


is to preserve this appropriation as it came from the louse and as it | 


pussed the Senate before. 

Mr. WEST. As a member of the committee that reported this bill 
and having voted to agree to this amendment, I should like to call 
the attention of the Senator from Indiana to the report of the engi- 
neers, in which they state that they had in hand and available on the 
Ist of July, 1875, $85,000 of preceding appropriations, that they have 
a large amount of that money now available, and this $60,000 they 
cannot use during the short season that this bill now contemplates. 
They have enough money there, and J do not think if the Senator was 
entirely familiar with the amounts that have been appropriated and 
are now available he would suppose that this reduction would in any 
Way interfere with the prosecution of what the wants of commerce 
demand there. 

Mr. MORTON. 


see the force of what I say about it. This is a smaller amount than 
they believe they can get on with, and there is no economy in cutting 
the appropriation down to $35,000. You save $15,000 here and you 
cripple the work, and perhaps you will put $15,000 in for Pipe Creek 
or some other place not in the bill before. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
in line 325, 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 33, noes 9. 
Mr. MORTON called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 


If it were proper for me to say so, I might. say that | 


0,000 was originally made, disturb and destroy the harmony of this | 


Ido not think the harmony of this bill requires | 


| tion only as showing that I know something about them. 
support the committee in striking out works which I do know about 
} and which happen to be located in the State from which I come and 


They are not necessary, therefore, to | 


If my friend understood the plan of that work and | 
what was necessary and the condition of the harbor, he would at once | 


Mr. CONKLING. The yeas and nays being called for on this 
amendment, I wish to relieve myself from the possible appearance of 
seeming to be invidious, and therefore I will assign brietly my reason 
in regard to it. 

The first amendment in this bill is to strike out altogether the ap- 
propriation for continuing the work in the harbor of Dunkirk, and I 
might borrow what the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MorTOX ] has said 
touching the work he speaks of as desi riptive of the work I speak of. 
Following that amendment are three or four others striking out al- 
together appropriations for harbors and important harbors on Lake 
Ontario, on the northern frontier of New York, a fact which I men- 


I cannot 


which I know to be important works, which I know to be partially 


| complete, and chen vote to overrule the committee when it has re- 


duced this estimate about 40 per cent. in a bill in which it has re- 
duced the estimates ac large 66} per cent. or thereabouts. The 
total estimates are $14,000,000, The committee brings them down to 
$5,000,000, and as 5 is to 1480 is the general reduction. Here is a 
reduction which is left above the average reduction, and we are 
asked to override the committee on a state of case which applies not 
only to other instances but which applies to others equally merito- 
rious where the committee have stricken out altogether the appro- 
priations. 

The Senators from Indiana must see that it is very awkward for 
Senators coming from the locality in which such utter refusal to ap- 
propriate has been recommended by the committee and concurred 
in by the Senate, to turn around now and make this more than an 
exceptional case to the general rule. It is said that the committee 
has put in two appropriations next to this item for which no appro- 
priation was made before. That gives rise to a question. It was one 
of the Plinys, I believe, who supplicating Jupiter, rested his prayer 
mainly on the fact that he had never prayed before. Whether when 
a work comes here for which nothing has been voted before, it is ina 
less meritorious attitude than it would be if half a million dollars had 
been previously appropriated, is a question which we must meet when 
we come to those amendments. Not meaning at all to dispute the 
merits of this case, I must vote with the committee both because no 
invidious distinction has been applied to it, but it seems to me to 
have been exceptionally favored, and because of other cases in the 


| bill for which I am sure a stronger argument can be made than can 
Mr. President, this harbor at Michigan City has | 


We have fed it from year | 


be made for this. 
Mr. DAWES. I desire to invoke the sympathy of the Senate for 
Massachusetts in this connection. My colleague and I have been 


| obliged to sit here and see Plymouth Harbor sacriticed to the spirit 


which has animated the committee in bringing forth this bill, the 
first harbor in which a vessel ever entered freighted with anything 
valuable to this continent, and without which I do not see any pros- 
pect of any more pilgrims ever landing upon this shore; a harbor 
which needs the appropriation that was in the bill originally, and 
withovt which the commerce of Massachusetts will seriously suffer. 
My colleague and myself upon a consultation felt as if it were dne to 
Massachusetts and due to the commerce of that State and of the 
country, as well as to the ever-precious memories connected with 
Plymouth, to resist this attempt on the part of this commitcee to cut 
off entirely that appropriation; but in consideration of the desire to 
cut down the total appropriations to the lowest point, $5,000,000, we 
did not think it worth while to destroy the harmony of this bill. But 
if, after having passed by Massachusetts, and Plymouth with all its 
claims upon the consideration of this country, the Senate shall de- 
part from that spirit with which they set out upon this bill, 1 feel as 
if it would be the duty of my colleague and myself to rally and move 
a reconsideration of the vote of the Senate upon the amendment 
striking out every dollar of appropriation for that harbor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Allow meto ask aquestion. [ wish to know 
of the Senator from Massachusetts whether the appropriation stricken 
out was for the removal of Plymouth Rock ? 

Mr. DAWES. No; my friend and his people in the far West and 
from all parts of this country have visited Plymonth so often and car- 
ried away so many mementoes of that rock that it is reduced to such 
small proportions as to make no obstruction on that account. It is 
the winds and the waves which flow in there upon that harbor and 
wash away the breakwater that cause trouble. I may be permitted 
to say that it is a harbor of refuge for the commerce of the Atlantic 
coast all along that portion of it, and my friend from Michigan knows 
what a harbor of refuge is, and without it I think the commerce of 
the coast will materially suffer. 

Mr. MORTON. Mir. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
on the pending amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LOGAN. What has Oregon to do with Plymouth Rock? 
[Langhter.] 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not know that Oregon has anything to do 
with Plymouth Rock particularly, but it has something to do with this 
bill and with this amendment. 
to vote with the honora! 


The Senator has spoken five minutes 


lt would give me very great pleasure 
le Senaior from Indiana [Mr. MORTON j to in- 
crease bis appropriation to what he deems that his State is entitled 


to, and uuder ordinary circumstances I should certainly do so with a 
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great deal of pleasure ; 
TeASONS: 


but I intend to sustain the committee for two 
First, ont of sympathy for the committee. Ithink they have 
labored diligently and long in order to perfect a bill that might meet 
with the approbation of a majority of the Senate. I shall sustain the 
committee again, because it is my religious belief that unless this | 
bill is agreed to by the Senate as reported by the committee we shall | 
not be able to pass a river and harbor bill in the Senate at this ses- | 
sion. It is my conviction, from all that has taken place in reference | 
to this bill in the many days that it has been underconsideration here— 
nearly two weeks, I believe, altogether—that if we now break in upon it 
in any essential particular, either increasing or decreasing the appro- 
priations as contained in the bill reported by the honorable Senator 
trom Lowa, we shall not be able to agree upon any bill. 

Now, sir, I suppose there are no Senators upon this floor who have 
a greater right to complain of this bill when we come to look to local 
interests than the Senators from Oregon. At the same time I arm con- 
strained by the considerations I have referred to and by others to 
refrain from doing anything in the interest of our section that would 
tend to disrupt or break up this bill. Why, Mr. President, we have 
on our coast, in which our people are immediately interested, in which 
the commerce of the whole Pacific coast I might say, the North Pa- 
cific coast at least has a deep interest, a river that has at least three 
branches that are two or three times longer, each of them, and deeper 
and wider and of more importance than nine-tenths of the rivers for 
which appropriations are made in the bill now under consideration. 
The Columbia River and its three forks, the Willamette, the Lewis 
Fork, and Clarke’s Fork, are all of them mighty rivers compared with 
streams for which appropriations are made here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What can you say of the Snake River? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I refer to the Snake River also. It isa very imn- 
portant river, hundreds of miles in length, and navigable by large- 
sized steamboats. We enter one of the branches of the Columbia 
River over one hundred and ten miles from its mouth by ocean ves- 
sels drawing eighteen feet of water; and the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi, until you commeneed putting your jetties there, did not have 
eight feet of water. 

You talk about appropriation, and how much do we get? There are 
obstructions at certain points where by making a reasonable appro- 
priation you can extend that navigation hundreds of miles farther into 
the interior. That is what we want appropriations for. The obstrac- 
tion of the Cascades in the Columbia River is one mile and a half in 
length, tor which an estimate has been made after a survey by the 
Engineer Department under the direction of Congress, and a recom- 
mendation has been made by the War Department in favor of the 
improvement; and thatimprovement, if made, would open up the nav- 
igation of this great river for hundreds of miles above ; open up acoun- 
try wider in extent than all of New England and two or three of the 
Middle States thrown in, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And with a greater population ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. And witha greater population as it will have at 
no very distant day if this is done, I will say to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Vermont. 

Then I say if any Senators have a right to complain here, it is not 
the Senators from Indiana nor the Senators from Ilinois, nor the 
Senators from Vermont, but it is the Senators from Oregon re>resent- 
ing this new country, not representing Plymouth Rock that was fin- 
ished years ago; but representing a new country where appropria- 
tions are demanded in order to develop the resources of that great 
country. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to have the Senator tell us whether 
there would have been any Oregon if it had not been for Plymouth 
Rock. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MITCHELL. Probably not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I should like to know why the 
Senators from Oregon have any right to complain of the committee 
of the Senate. They say that they are the Senators who have the 
right to complain. The committee of the Senate has increased the 
appropriations made by the House bill for the State of Oregon $45,000, 
and I think if they had increased the appropriations for the State of 
Mississippi and the rivers in it $45,000, I should be disposed to stand 
by them, too. 

Mr. MORTON. Will my friend state what this bill does for the 
purpose of preserving harmony in regard to the appropriations in the 
State of New York? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very interesting question. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana has the figures and can answer the distinguished 
Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana has spoken 
five minutes on the pending amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield to him to answer the question he 
has asked me, out of my time. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is not in order. 

Mr. MORTON. Then I move to recommit the bill. I simply wish 
to show what has been done to preserve the harmony of this bill, 
which takes $15,000 out of this single harbor in Indiana. This bill, 
according to the statement put in my hands by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, increases the appropriation for New York, at Baffalo $10,000; at 
Oak Orchard, $3,000; at East River or Hell Gate, $90,000; at Oswego, 
$20,000; for the Hudson River, $41,000; making an increase over the | 
former bill of $110,000 for the State of New York. I should suppose | 
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the Senator from New York wonld be satisfied with the bill. In or- 


| der to preserve the harmony of the bill and enable New York to get 


this increase and Ore’ron to get her increase of $45,000, and I do not 
know what other States, Indiana must in her single port be cut down 
$15,000, and the appropriation rendered inefficient. 

I simply refer to this to show the character of this bill and what 


| is necessary to preserve its harmony, and how important it is, so 


that its harmony should not be disturbed, that certain States should 
be largely increased and other States, having very little in the begin- 
ning, should have still less left to them. All this is in order to pre- 
serve the harmony of this appropriation bill! I think this is wrong, 
1 do not think there is any justice in it. I think there is no economy 
init. I do not wish to disturb the harmony of this proceeding, or 
mar the happy proportions of this bill. This harmony has been de- 
termined, and therefore I withdraw the application for the yeas and 
nays, but still with the distinct understanding that this is not right 
and that what has been largely added to one State ought not to be 
taken froin the little given to another State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had better have the yeas and nays, as they 
have been ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the motion to recommit. 

Mr. LOGAN. I feel that this bill isof great importance, but at the 
same time I feel a good deal as the Senator from Indiana does in 
reference to one of the amendments made on an appropriation tothe 
State of Illinois; but if the Senate determine to stand by the com- 
mittee, I shall certainly be as agreeable as any other Senator on the 
subject. 

The speech that was made by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAwWEs Jreally atfected me very seriously. It wasnot only eloquent and 
able, but very feeling in reference to Plymouth Rock and the harbor 
at Plymouth Rock. Weare, I suppose, to understand that on account 
of an appropriation for that harbor being stricken ont no other May- 
flower will ever land there and probably the population of Massa- 
chusetts will be decreased, and much injury done thereby to the 
great people of the United States of America; but there is an appro- 
priation in the bill which I think would affect the people of Ilinois 
about as seriously as the appropriation with reference to Plymouth 
Rock. IL refer tothe item following the item for the improvement of 
the harbor at Michigan City, Indiana: 

For the improvement of the channel of the Mississippi River opposite the city 
of Saint Louis, Missouri, by the construction of a low dam accross the channel east 
of Arsenal Island, known as Cahokia Chute, and in the revetment of said island, 
$50,000. 

I think that appropriation was a perfectly proper one and a very 
necessary one. I only rose for the purpose of saying that if the bill 
is not to be amended at all, I as a matter of course shall acquiesce in 
the report of the committee ; butif the bill is amended I shall ask the 
Senate to re-instate this appropriation, believing that it is one of very 
great importance to that part of the country. I am very sorry to see 
that it was stricken out by the committee. I do not believe that 
there is an appropriation in this bill of a more worthy character than 
the appropriation which was made in the bill by the House, in refer- 
ence to this particular item. I am very sorry the committee struck 
it out. If, however, the determination is to stand by the bill as re- 
ported, I most certainly shall acquiesce in the action of the commit- 
tee, and submit to whatever the Senate shall agree to in this respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir; I desire to preserve harmony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the call being 
withdrawn? The Chair hears none. The amendment is agreed to. 
The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out from line 326 to line 330, as follows: 

For the improvement of the channel of the ee River opposite the city 
of Saint Louis, Missouri, by the construction of a low dam across the channel east 


of Arsenal Island, known as Cahokia Chute, and in the revetment of said island, 
$50,000. 


Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what dis- 
position is made of this $50,000 when it was stricken out of the bill, 
whether it was transferred to some other appropriation or whether it 
was stricken out absolutely and no benefits are to be received by any 
part of the country from it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I comprehend very thoroughly the intima- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Illinois. I have no doubt that 
this improvement at Cahokia Chute is a very meritorious one. The 
engineer at Saint Louis in charge of that work was compelled to 
make a revised estimate of the work on the Mississippi River from 
the mouth of the Illinois to the mouth of the Ohio, having estimated 
for the improvements upon the river between those two points over 
$1,000,000. He was required by the Burean of Engineers to reduce 
his estimates so as to come within a bill of four and a half or five 
million dollars. He did reduce the estimates and estimated for 
$355,000, leaving out in that estimate Cahokia Chute ; in other words, 
that $355,000 ought to expended elsewhere on the Mississippi River 
before the work at Cahokia Chute should be commenced at all. The 
improvement at Cahokia Chute is simply the building of astone wall 
across a chute in the Mississippi River on the Llinois shore, as the 
Senator from Illinois very well knows, the channel crossing the river 
from the Saint Louis side a little above that point, where a private 
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improvement was made by the State of Missouri on the western bank 
of the Mississippi River, against the protest of the engineer in charge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who had the jurisdiction there, the United States 
or the State of Missouri ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That constitutional question I of course have not 
examined; but this improvement of Cahokia Chute is made necessary 
from the fact that an obstruction was put in the river on the western 
bank by the city authorities of the city of Saint Louis or some an- 
thorities in the State of Missouri. Of course in bringing this bill 
down to the sum of $5,000,000 we believed that the money could be 
better expended upon other portions of this river than at this point. 
It is more I think in the nature of a private enterprise, although I 
must say there seems to be a necessity for this improvement. 

| wish to reply now to the intimation of the Senator from Illinois, 
because I know what his intimation is, that this $50,000 has been in- 
serted elsewhere in this bill. ° 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I wish to say to the Sen- 
ator that I intended no intimation of that kind whatever as to the 
next two propositions, because I know what they are. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I beg pardon of the Senator. The Missis- 
sippi River extends, as we all know, for a distance of three thousand 
miles, and there are appropriations in the bill forevery portion of it. 
It is not fair, nor is it just, to say because we appropriate $200,000 for 
this river between the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Ohio, 
that that is an appropriation for the State of Missouri. I heard a 
Senator from the State of Missouri say that there was not oa. dollar in 
the bill for his State. Two hundred thousand dollars of this appro- 
priation is for an improvement along the State of Missouri on the 
Mississippi river, to say nothing of other appropriations; yet it is 
not fair to say that it is in the State of Missouri. Whatever appro- 
priations are expended on the Mississippi River for the benefit of that 
river affect not only the commerce of all the people who live on that 
river, but the commerce of the State of Indiana and of the State of 
Massachusetts as well. Wedeemedit of sufficient importance at the 
very last session of Congress, by an almost unanimous vote of this 
body, to appropriate $6,000,000, in round numbers, for the purpose of 
opening the channel at the mouth of the Mississippi River to twenty- 
two feet in depth. If it is important to make these immense appro- 
priations, as we did last year, for the improvement of the mouth of 
the river, will it be said that we shall not expend a reasonable sum, 
and less than one-third of the amount estimated for by the Engineer 
Bureau, to improve their river as it threads its way from the Falls of 
Saint Anthony to the mouth, where we appropriated $6,000,000? It 
happens that some of these improvements are bordering upon the State 
of Iowa. They are not Iowa improvements for that reason. Some 
of them border upon the State of Missouri, notably $200,000 appro- 
priated by this bill. They are not Missouri improvements for that 
reason. Therefore I protest against statements made to the effect 
that there are local benefits or local considerations entering into these 
several appropriations for the Mississippi River. I should be glad to 
retain this amount for the improvement opposite the city of Saint 
Louis, but I do think they can stand it another year. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
insert after line 330 the following : 


For the improvement of Rush Chute and the harbor of Burlington, Iowa, 
$10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert after line 332 the following: 
For the improvement of the harbor of Fort Madison, Iowa, $10,000. 


Mr. SPENCER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
who has charge of this bill if the harbor at Fort Madison is a harbor 
of refuge ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a harbor of refuge. There is a penitentiary 
located at that place, the penitentiary of our State. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough. It is a good appropriation. The 
Senator need say no more. 

Mr. MORTON. LI understand the Senator from Iowa to say that 
there is a penitentiary at this place. Therefore I suppose that it is 
necessary to have a harbor there! I think I understand now the 
principle of this new bill; I did not comprehend it before. The 
other bill had gotten in it about $6,800,000, and it was referred back 
with the understanding that weshould havea bill with about $5,000,000 
in it. Of course there must be some leveling down; but it seems an 
advantage was taken to level up certain States to over $100,000 above 
what the appropriations were before. A little improvement in Indi- 
ana must be cut down, other little improvements must be cut down, 
and then appropriations for other States are enlarged so that the 
whole amount is diminished $1,300,000. I did not know that that 
was the purpose of it when the bill was recommitted. I thought the 
purpose was otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question upon the amend- 
ment and declared that the ayes prevailed. 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment was not agreed to by the sound. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it was not agreed to I desire to say one word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair said it was agreed to, and nobody 
questions the decision. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa call for 
a division ? 
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Mr. ALLISON. No,I do not call for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 338, to reduce the appropriation “for the improvement of Saint 
Mary’s River and Saint Mary’s Falls Canal, Michigan,” from $200,000 
to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 343, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of Au Sable River, Michigan,” from $2,500 to 
$1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 349, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Kenosha, Wisconsin,” from 
$9,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike ont lines 354 and 355, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Monroe, Michigan, $7,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 359, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor at Thunder Bay, Michigan,” 
from $15,000 to $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 361 and 362, in the 
following words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at McCargoe’s Cove, Michigan, $15,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is cruel, Mr. President, but I suppose we 
must submit to it for harmony ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
object ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 0, no; I bear it with the rest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 363 and 364, in the following words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 367 and 368, in the 
following words: 


Does the Senator from Vermont 


For the improvement of Fairport Harbor, Ohio, $8,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert after line 362, the following: 

For repair of piers at mouth of Black River, Ohio, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 372, to increase the appropriation 
“ for the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers” from $190,000 
to $270,000. 

Mr. MORTON. Dol understand that this is an increase of $80,000 
in this appropriation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is, absolutely. 

Mr. MORTON. Here we can see where our little $15,000 appro- 
priation went, and considerably more. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out lines 374 and 375, in the following words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Norwalk, Connecticut, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 376 and 377, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


For the improvement of Shrewsbury River 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Ido not want to disturb the harmony that ex- 
ists, and I do not believe I could if I wanted to do so. I have seen 
enough during the last hour or two to convince me that the harmony 
of this bill is not to be disturbed, and especially since the Senator 
from Indiana made his valorous test I have given up the hope of 
breaking what the Senator in charge is pleased to consider and state 
as the “harmony” of this bill. But I want to say a word as to the 
appropriations for the State that I in part represent. I have been 
very much perplexed to know upon what principle this bill proceeds. 
I find, by way of illustration, that the State of West Virginia ob- 
tains within 10 per cent. of that which was originally asked for. I 
find that the State of New Jersey gets 90 per cent. taken off and 10 
per cent. left. I should like to have some gentleman who is upon the 
committee explain to me upon what principle they proceeded in form- 
ing this bill? The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] suggests 
to me that there is higher water up in the mountains of West Vir- 
ginia than there is in the State of New Jersey. Possibly that is so. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask the Senator if appropriations are designed 
to be restricted to tide-water, and if so, I should like to see the an- 
thority for it. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have not stated that the appropriations were 
to be restricted to tide-water; but I asked some member of the com- 
mittee to explain to me why there should be only 10 per cent. taken 
off the State of West Virginia and 90 per cent. taken off the State of 
New Jersey. 

As to this particular amendment, I have to say that it isextremely 
desirable that the clause should be left in the bill. I venture 
that the tonnage which comes into Shrewsbury River i 


New Jersey, $5,000. 


to say 
smore than 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


has gone over the Great Kanawha since the day the Great Kanawha 
was discovered. Iam limited as to time, but I will state that of the 
$5,000,000 appropriated in the bill the State of New Jersey, with all 
its commerce, with all its contributions toward the revenues of the 
Federal Government, gets but $5,000, one-thousandth part. This is 
absurd. The bill is certainly the most incomplete that it has ever 
been my chance to legislate upon. It is quite incomplete, as far as 
New Jersey is concerned. I should like to have the Senator from 
Iowa, or some one who has investigated this matter thoroughly, give 
me a little explanation of it. I have no idea, however, that I am go- 
ing to have the amendment rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be an error running through all the 
debate on this bill. Senators seem to think that we have appropri- 
ated money here by States. My good friend from Indiana [Mr. Mor- 
TON ] fell into that error. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I beg my friend’s pardon, I do not say 
any such thing, You have not given New Jersey a cent. 

§ Mr. ALLISON. That is precisely why we have not adopted the rule. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I should like to interrupt the Senator in order 
to say that so far as I am concerned I do not charge that the bill has 
proceeded upon the idea of equalizing the appropriations, allotting 
them to the several States and disbursing them equally. 

Mr. ALLISON. I misunderstood the Senator. Of course we all 
know that Shrewsbury River is a short river. I suppose there is a 
great deal of local commerce upon that river, but in carefully exam- 
ining the report of the engineer we could not find any specific state- 
ment as to what the intended improvement would be. We supposed 
it was dredging. I presume that was the object of the appropriation 
perhaps. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That was the object of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We followed the suggestion of Colonel Kurtz, the 
engineer in charge. In making his revised estimates he omitted this 
river entirely, and following his suggestion we of course struck out 
this sum. If there is any special reason why injustice has been done 
to New Jersey, I do not know it. Certainly no member of the com- 
mittee had any intention of that sort. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There are some appropriations in this 
bill for the Hudson River and for the waters between Staten Island 
and New Jersey which are public thoroughfares, but if you strike this 
out there will not be anything in the bill which is properly for New 
Jersey. My friend from Indiana talks about a want of harmony in 
the bill. We would consider this bill musical if it said $35,000 to us; 
but it does not say anything. After all, I should like this little ap- 
propriation left in the bill. Nobody should be left to think that the 
Senate was under the impression that New Jersey was in fact out of 
the Union. We would like just a little recognition. The object of 
the appropriation is this: There isa sand-bar in that river; there are 
a great many steamers which carry produce daily to New York, ply- 
ing up and down the river. It is really more on account of New York 


than New Jersey that I feel an interest in the appropriation, for I do | 


not know what the inhabitants of that city would do if deprived of 
the nourishment which they receive from that fertile State. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oysters? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The steamers get aground and they lose 
their cargoes, for our people are too honest to sell stale vegetables, 
and the articles are perishable. The people in that neighborhod are 
very desirous to have this little appropriation made. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend from New Jersey seems to “ understand 
how it is himself.” A little while ago he voted, I observed, in favor 
of cutting Indiana down ; he was anxious to preserve the harmony of 
the bill. He is not now so desirous upon that subject. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I believe there is considerable left in the 
bill for Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. I simply want to remark to my friend from Iowa, 
who says that the bill does not go by States, that of course it does 
not go by States. It only happens that by the merest chance in the 
world some States get their appropriations largely increased, while 
the little appropriations other States have are cut down to help make 
it up. Of course it is an accident; it does not go by States. The 
harmony of the bill requires this thing to be done. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 379, to increase the appropriation “ for the improvement of the 
harbor at Erie, Pennsylvania,” from $40,000 to $50,000. 

Mr. MORTON. I inquire whether there is a penitentiary there or 
not? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALLACE. There is not. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 381, to increase the appropriation “for the improvement of the 
breakwater at Block Island, Rhode Island,” from $20,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 384 and 385, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of the harbor at Plymouth, Massachusetts, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 386 and 387, in the fol- 
lowing words : 


For the improvement of Providence River, Rhode Island, $5,000, 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was to insert after line 387 : 
For the improvement of Little Narraganset Bay, Rhode Island and Connecticut 


$5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 390 and 391, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For the improvement of Otter Creek, Vermont, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 394 and 395, in the 
following words : 

For the improvement of Belfast Harbor, Maine, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 398 and 399, in the 
following words: 

For dredging Yudson River in front of Jersey City, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 405, to reduce the appropriation 
“ for the improvement of the harbor at Provincetown, Massachusetts,” 
from $5,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 406 and 407, in the 
following words: 

For the improvement of Ipswich River, Massachusetts, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 412, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the harbor of refuge, Lake Huron, Michi- 
gan,” from $100,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. FERRY. Ido not rise to ask for an increased appropriation, but 
I desire to offer an amendment inserting after the word “ Michigan,” in 
line 412, the words “ including removalof the wreck of The City of Buf- 
falo.” I want to call the attention of the Senate to this matter, and 
especially the attention of the Senator from Vermont who raised the 
question that perhaps that wreck was of sufficient value to make it 
the great object of parties who owned it, and by this means they were 
seeking the Government money for the purpose of removing it for 
their own special interest. I was not informed at the time whether 
it was a sailing-vessel or a steamer. The Senator, if my recollection 
serves me, said he thought perhaps it might be a steamer. I hold in 
my hand a dispatch from General Weitzel, in command there, which 
I should like to have read, and then I think there will be no objec- 
tion to the amendment which I shall propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DETROIT, MICHIGAN, August 1, 1876—1.36 P. 
Hon. T. W. Ferry, 


United States Senate, Washington : 

The wreck of the sailing-vessel City of Buffalo is a worthless hulk lying in the 
way of work and use of the harbor of refuge at Sand Beach. Everything valuable 
has been removed from her by her owners. I intend to blow the whole thing to 
atoms if authorized by Congress to do so. Not the least job of any kind in it 

G. WEITZEL, Major Engineers 

Mr. FERRY. I now move after the word “ Michigan,” in line 412, 
to insert “including removal of the wreck of The City of Buffalo.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I wish to ask is whether the intention of 
General Weitzel to blow up the whole thing includes the harbor of 
refuge. If it does, 1am for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FERRY. Perhaps if the Senator had paid special attention to 
the dispatch he might have construed it to cover the harbor, and if 
so I should be very happy to join with him in such an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Seriously, I should like to ask my friend from 
Michigan how it happens, if this be an obstruction to a public har- 
bor, that the general provision for pageenns it does not cover the 
destruction of this wreck, unless it would be unlawful to destroy the 
wreck without an act of Congress ? 

Mr. FERRY. I cannot say why this dispatch was sent any further 
than that this matter was discussed in Congress and probably ob- 
served by General Weitzel. I did not instigate it. I know nothi- 
ing about it only as it came tome. From the fact as stated in the 
dispatch it would seem as though the officer in charge ought not to 
be prevented from removing an obstruction which is a serious one to 
the development of the harbor. I cannot answer the question. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will state that if the wreck is outside of the har- 
bor it would not come within the law, and therefore General Weitzel 
might desire this clause to be inserted. 

Mr. FERRY. I should judge, in answer to the Senator from Iowa, 
that inasmuch as the question has been raised here and the amend- 
ment rejected, the supposition being that this wreck was of value, 
General Weitzel may have had a little sensibility in regard to the 
matter and be unwilling to act with such an expression of the Sen- 
ate. I know nothing of the facts any more than they are revealed 
by the dispatch. The Senator has all the information I have on the 
matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We all know that telegraphic dispatches are 
always spontaneous; everybody has discovered that. They spring 
up, as they say monads doin the universe, without anything to start 
from. 

Mr. FERRY. After what I have stated, does the Senator imply 
that I initiated this dispatch in any way, directly or indirectly ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Michigan must have a very 
critical disposition and a strange understanding of the English lau- 
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guage. I have said in the most explicit terms that we all know tele- 
graphic dispatches originate spontaneously. I am sure there cannot 
be avy misunderstanding about that. I do not see how I can possi- 
bly state it any stronger than that. We have heard all over the 
country all summer, if it is summer, that fact; everybody knows it; 
but it is not very material. Certainly if my friend supposes that in 
the way I have stated, or in any other way, I doubt what he says, I 
beg him to believe that I do not, most decidedly. Still, whether Gen- 
eral Weitzel was moved by some original impulse that came to him 
from the beginning of the world to plump that dispatch at us at this 
moment, might be open to a little question; but I certainly accept 
what the Senator says. It would not do any harm if he had tele- 
graphed to General Weitzel, as he has not, for he says he has not. It 
is perfectly proper for anybody to do that; but the real point after 
all, and that is the only one spoken of the other day, relates to the 
merit of this thing. We certainly do not want to get into a contro- 
versy, if we can help it, with the owners of this wreck respecting any 
claim for damages that may be made if General Weitzel destroys it. 
| supposed that the general appropriation for improving this har- 
bor was to be ——— in removing obstructions to the entrance 
to it and that might be in it. I suppose that must be the general ob- 
ject. Nothing is enumerated except the general object of improve- 
ment. If there is any special reason why it is necessary to say that 
this wreck shall be included more than it is to say that the sand on 
the bar, or trees, or bowlders, or whatever may be there, shall also be 
removed, then, if it be stated, I shall agree at once. The only reason I 
could think of, and that led me to make the inquiry, was that possibly 
there was a question of private ownership. If it is absolutely an 
abandoned thing, and as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WRIGHT] sug- 
gests, it may be outside of the harbor, and not descriptively within 
the place to be improved, then I concede it would be proper to put 
in the clause. I do not care, after what the Senator from Michigan 
has stated, whether it is put in or not. I do not care to oppose it. 

Mr. FERRY. Ido not wish the Government to suffer. Perhaps 
the Senator will suggest an amendment to protect the Government. 
All I want is to meet the object of protecting the harbor. I suppose 
there will be no objection to the amendment which I have offered, 
but Iam not tenacious about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment of the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
want to vote for it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, as I was not present during the debate on this bill before, 
whether he speaks from some special information with reference to 
this particular wreck or upon the general question whether the 
United States would have the right to remove a wreck in the harbor 
and be liable therefor, in his opinion, for damages to the owners of 
the wreck? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not speak from any special information. I 
have not had a telegraphic dispatch from anybody. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not speaking about telegraphic dispatches. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nor have I had any other special information. 
My inquiry the other day on this point arose from the fact that in 
the course of eight or ten years here I have seen one or two instances 
where we have exposed ourselves to a little difficulty in respect of 
enumerating what originally was private property in getting obstruc- 
tions removed from harbors. Therefore the inquiry naturally sug- 
gested itself to my mind, why isit necessary, if this be an obstruction 
which it is lawful to remove, to enumerate it by name, and so I made 
the inquiry I did. I know nothing whatever about this subject ex- 
cept the general thing. Very likely it is as the Senator from Iowa 
{[Mr. WRIGHT] has suggested, that the doubt is whether this aban- 
doned and utterly derelict wreck, as is now suggested, lies within 
what is called the harbor or a little outside of it. If that is the 
explanation, of course it is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. We had a map showing that Sand Beach is a little 
outside of the harbor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be. 

Mr. SARGENT. I was going to say that there are a number of in- 
stances within my recollection of direct appropriations for removing 
wrecks from harbors, and I do not remember the condition ever 
coupled that it should not interfere with private rights. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not propose to couple such a condition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator from Vermont insists on his 
opposition to it, then I have a word to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not make any epposition except to say that 
I for one do not wish to be responsible for it. Ido not make any 
opposition. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator from Vermont has charged my 
colleague with being somewhat critical. With deference to him, I 
think I must say that the Senator from Vermont is a little hyper- 
critical. The Senator from Vermont has all the information that 
either of the Senators from Michigan has upon thissubject. Any one 
who knows General Weitzel, who is in charge of the lake-harbor im- 
provements, would not be very apt to impute to him a design to get 
up some trick here by which some man is to make money out of the 


The Chair had better put it to a vote, for I do not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
—_ ; : 





9075 


improvement of this harbor for the removal of this vessel. It seems 
to me the explanation suggested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WrIGHT] and the map referred to by the Senator in charge of the 
bill [Mr. ALLISON] show clearly enough that this is a very proper 
amendment, and that there is no cause for any suspicion whatever. 
[hope therefore that the amendment tothe amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Michigan says that they have no 
more information than I have about this thing, and that I am hyper 
critical about it. What, then, is the attitude of the Senators who do 
not know any more than Ido? What sort of “ critical” is to be ap 
plied to them? Some other “ critical” beginning with “h,” or what 
sort ? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Supercritical. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Well, we will call it “supercritical.” I wish to say 
that whether I am hypercritical or not, I shall do just what I think 
is fit, within the rules of the Senate, and will take all the responsi 
bilities. The Senator has intimated that I had some suspicion of the 
honor and good faith of General Weitzel. He had no right tosay that 
from anything I have said. All I have said is quite the reverse, and 
I will repeat it so that General Weitzel and everybody else whoever 
reads what I have said may know that I believe General Weitzel to 
be an absolutely upright, skillful, and brave public oflicer, and that 
neither the Senators trom Michigan nor from Vermont nor anybody 
else would influence his action in the slightest degree when he has 
charge of public interests. While I say that, I do not think that any- 
body, if we are all equal here, and I believe we are since we have 
ceased to be a mob, has any more right than any one Senator has to 
speak upon this bill or any other. If any doubt or difficulty arises 
or may be suggested, I think it is my duty as well as my privilege to 
bring it to the attention of the Senate. If there is nothing in it, the 
Senate of course will notagree to it. If the point is good, I suppose 
they will, whetherit is inone State or another. Istated that I intended 
to make no opposition after this last explanation to this amendment, 
and only asked the Chair to submit it to a vote of the Senate so that 
it would not be said to be by unanimous consent; that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 414, to reduce the appropriation ‘for the improvement of the 
Chippewa River, Wisconsin,” from $15,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 415 and 416, in the fol 
ing words: 

For the improvement of the Osage River, Missouri, $25,000. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
the restoration of this very small amount for this very large river 
would interfere with the harmony of the bill? I think we ought to 
have this amount, and in my opinion it would make the bill more sym- 
metrical, and, if possible, more harmonious than it is now. Ido hope 
that the Senator from Iowa will withdraw the amendment of the com- 
mittee and let the appropriation remain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot do that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 418, to redtce the appropriation “for the improvement of the 
Wabash River, Indiana,” from $75,000 to $70,000. 

Mr. MORTON. This takes another $5,000 off and puts it “ where 
it will do the most good,” I take it, either the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, or Hawkeye Chute, or some of the harbors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 420, to reduce the appropriation “for the improvement of the 
harbor at Calumet, Illinois,” from $25,000 to $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 426, to increase the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Upper Mississippi River” from $20,000 
to $30,000, and to add after the word “ dollars,” in line 426, the words: 

And $7,000 thereof may be applied in constructing the necessary machinery used 
in Captain Edward Bell's process for building wing-dams and applying said process 
in the improvement of said river 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the improvement of the Upp r Mississippi River, $30,000; and $7,000 thereof 
may be applied in constructing the necessary machinery used in Captain Edward 
Bell’s process for building wing-dams and applying said process in the improve 
ment of said river. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask to have the amendment divided so as to 
take the question on appropriating $30,000 first, because 1 do not 
think from the experience we have had that we ought to make special 
provision for any particular man’s process under any circumstances. 
Nine times in ten that we have done it we have done a wrong to the 
Treasury and no good to the public service. Therefore ask that the 
amendment may be divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division of the amendment being 
called for, the question is on the first branch of the amendment pro 
posed by the committee in line 426, which is to strike out *§ $20,000” 
and substitute “ $30,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the second 
branch of the amendment of the committee, adding lines 426, 427, 
428, 429, and 430, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Everybody I suppose understands, I submit to 
my friend from Iowa, that the Engineer Department may take up 
this process or any other for these wing-dams, if they choose, so that 
it is not necessary to give them that authority. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not required to do so by this provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it, but in most of cases if they are not 
required to do it, if you name the particular thing, it is pressed upon 
them that Congress meant that they should do it, and they do it, and 
then we get into trouble. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope this amendment will be concurred in. 
The improvement referred to in this amendment is one that has been 
called to the attention of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Saint Paul and of the steamboat-men of the Mississippi River. The 
La Crosse Railroad Company, terminating at La Crosse, used this im- 
provement, partially at least, in their work at the mouth of the river 
at La Crosse, and it has proved very beneficial. The Chamber of 
Commerce of Saint Paul sent to us a memorial requesting an appro- 
priation for it, and I think the Legislature of Minnesota also did the 
same. I am very certain that the owners of the steamboats on the 
Upper Mississippi are very desirous that this process should be used. 
The clause is not imperative, as has been stated by the Senator in 
charge of the bill, but is left in the discretion of the engineers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But would they not have that discretion without 
such a provision in the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam sure if they ean overcome the objection of 
the corps to use an improvement by a person outside of that corps, 
it will be one of merit; but by the mere permission to introduce this 
improvement, I am informed and have reason to believe, a great sav- 
ing will result to the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What isthe object, may Iask my friend? If the 
Secretary of War has this authority now, as nobody disputes, what 
is the object of inserting these words? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Merely to give this permission in the body of 
the bill, that perhaps the prejudices of the Engineer Corps may be 
put at rest and overcome to some extent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question on the second branch 
of the amendment and declared that the ayes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for a division, and on that I wish to say a 
word. I merely ask it in order that I may move to amend the amend- 
ment, if it is to be adopted, as I see it is, and I presume the Senator 
will not object to the amendment I propose. After the word “ ap- 
plied,” in line 427, I move to amend the amendment by inserting the 
words: 

If the Secretary of War shall deem it for the public interest 

So as to read: 

And $7,000 thereof may be applied, if the Secretary of War shall deem it forthe 
public interest, in constructing the necessary machinery,’ &c 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. McMILLAN. 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The second branch of the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 432, to increase the appropriation “ for the improvement of Rock 
Island Rapids, Mississippi,” from $20,000 to $25,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 434, to reduce the appropriation 
* forthe improvement of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas Rivers” 
from $125,000 to $100,000, and to add after the word “ dollars,” in line 
435, the following proviso: 


There is no objection to that 


Provided, That $40,000 of the above sum shall be expended on the Missouri 
River; and $10,000 thereof shall be expended for removing the bar at Fort Smith, 
Arkansas 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 443, after the word “expended,” 
to strike out the words “to prevent erosion and destruction of its 
banks,” and after “ Ohio River,” in line 445, to insert: 

And $5,000 of which are to be expended between islands No. 14 and No. 15, near 
the town of Kaskaskia, Ilinois— 

So as to make the clause read : 

For the improvement of the Mississippi River between the mouths of the Illinois 
and Ohio Rivers, (315,000 of which are to be expended between the mouths of the 
Illinois and Missouri Rivers and $20,000 of which are to be expended between the 
foot of Dickey Island and the mouth of the Ohio River, and $5,000 of which are to 
be expended between islands No. 14 and No. 15, near the town of Kaskaskia, IIli- 
nois,) $200,000 

Mr. OGLESBY. Without desiring tointerrupt the progress of the 
bill, for I have agreed with the committee in all that has been pro- 
posed by it and am indisposed to do anything that shall fail to sup- 
port them by the action of the Senate, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Iowa in charge of the bill if-there is any objection to put- 
ting a clause in the amendment so as to restore it as it was when it 
passed the Senate before? I ask if there is any objection to striking 
out the word “twenty” in the four hundred and forty-second line 
and inserting “ thirty,” so as to increase the amount to be expended 


between the foot of Dickey Island and the mouth of the Ohio River | 


from $20,000 to $30,000. 


: It would not increase the total amount ap- 
propriated by the clause, 


The city of Cairo at the southern extrem- 
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| ity of the great and flourishing State of Illinois has been serionsly 
threatened for two or three years by an inroad from the Mississiy)) 
| River. The city has gone on and put up an extensive levee along the 
| bank of the Mississippi River above the town and as far as it is con. 
cerned it is now sufticiently fenced in; but if the river should cop- 
tinue its erosions it will rush in and cut in behind the city of Cairo 
and go in by the Ohio River above where it does now. I read the 
other day the recommendation of the engineer who has this matte; 
in charge. He thinks that seventy-five or one hundred thousand 
dollars will sufficiently protect the city and country there. As it 
will hurt nobody and be a source of incalculable consolation to the 
citizens of Cairo and make that certain which is now uncertain “ to 
a certain intent in general,” I hope the Senator from Iowa will not 
object to letting it be put at $30,000 instead of $20,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where does the amendment come in? 
reported, 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 442. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I move that “twenty” be stricken out and “thirty” 
inserted, so as to make it $30,000 instead of $20,000, without increas 
ing or diminishing the total sum voted for the Mississippi River in 
the clause. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Let it be 


The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 442 it is proposed to strike out ‘*$20,000” 
and insert “330,000 ;” so as to read: 

For the improvement of the Mississippi River between the mouths of the Ili 
nois and Ohio Rivers, 315,000 of which are to be expended between the mouths of 
the Illinois and Missouri Rivers, and $30,000 of which are to be expended between 
the foot of Dickey Island and the mouth of the Ohio River, &c. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
insert as lines 449 and 450 the following: 

For removal of a bar in the Mississippi River opposite Dubuque, Iowa, $15,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 452, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the improvement of the Ohio River” from $270,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out 
the following words: 


lines 453, 454, and 455, in 


For examinations and surveys of rivers and harbors, and for incidental repairs 
of harbors, for which there is no special appropriation, $50,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 461, after the words “ Tennesse: 
River,” to strike out “$300,000” and insert “$270,000;” and in lin 
464, after the word “ remaining,” to strike out “ $225,000” and insert 
$955,000 ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For the improvement of the Tennessee River, $270,000, $15,000 of which are to 
be expended above Chattanooga, and the remaining $255,000 are to be expended 
upon Muscle Shoals 

Mr. SPENCER. LIhope this amendment will not beagreedto. This 
is a work of great national importance. I do not want to be unchar- 
itable to the Senator from Iowa who has charge of this bill, but I can- 
not help noticing that I have failed to find any appropriation for the 
State of Iowa that has been cut down, while several have been in- 
creased and several new appropriations made. I think it very unfair 
that works of national importance like this should be decreased and 
new appropriations made for the State of Iowa for objects never heard 
of before. There is a harmony about that that does not suit me. 

Mr. SARGENT. It seems to me it is only just to the Senator from 
Iowa to say that so far as the Committee on Appropriations are con 
cerned he was but one of three of a subcommittee, and the whole mat- 
ter was referred to the regular committee and carefully canvassed and 
each item agreed on there as the most judicious thing that could bh 
done. There are several items struck from the State of Iowa, and 
it will be found that members of the Committee on Appropriations 
have suffered in this respect more than other Senators generally. | 
know in my own State two-fifths of all the appropriations were taken 
out of the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator point to any appropriations in 
the State of Iowa that have been cut down? 

Mr. SARGENT. The Des Moines Rapids appropriation was cut 
down. 

Mr. SPENCER. That is on the Mississippi River. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is charged to Iowa, for lowa is on the Missis- 
sippi River. In other words, I object to what I might say are captious 
objections to a single member of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Of course it was the duty aHotted to the Senator from Iowa to report 
this bill. It might have been, however, any other member of the 
committee who, if assigned to the duty, would have done the same 
thing, and I presume then these remarks would have been applied to 
him. As farasthe committee generally are concerned, they consented 
most willingly and cheerfully to reduce the bill; in my own case | 
know it was so, and I know it was so with reference to other members 

| of the committee. We had iron-bound instructions; wé were told to 
reduce the bill to $5,000,000 ; almost an impossible task, if you ex 

pected parties to be satisfied; but I think the committee might at 
| least have the credit of having done the best they could conscie- 
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tiously to carry out the instructions of the Senate. As far as the Sena- 
tor from Iowa is concerned, I know he endeavored to exhibit that 
spirit in the committee. , ; E 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word in reference to the impli- 
eations of the Senator from Alabama. As long as the Senator uses a 
jocular method I do not particularly object to his allusions to me; 
but the matter is becoming rather serious, and I wish to say now to 
the Senator from Alabama, without stating what occurred in the com- 
mittee or elsewhere, that I followed his appropriation at $300,000 to 
the very last moment of time before it appeared in the Senate Cham- 
ber against what a good many other people thought was good judg- 
ment about this matter. That is all I will say in regard to this ap- 
propriation of his in which he claims that I have done him injustice. 

Now let me turn to the State of Iowa. There is in this bill an ap- 
propriation coming from the House of $275,000 for an important na- 
tional work in the State of Iowa. I consented, as every member of 
the committee knows, to the reduction of that work from time to time. 
When they wanted $45,000 off to bring the total within $5,000,000 I con- 
sented to take it off that appropriation rather than disturb members 
who seemed to have appropriations here that were necessary. 

So far as the improvement at the Rock Island Rapids is concerned 
Iam reminded by the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from 
Alabama that there is an increase of $5,000. The engineer in charge, 
Colonel Macomb, wrote to the Bureau of Engineers, and I have his 
letter here, that $50,000 was the least sum that ought to be appropri- 
ated for this great national highway, and I consented for the cut- 
ting of that down time and time again until it came down to $25,000, 
although the House appropriated only $20,000 in the beginning. 

Senators seem to take the position here that the House of Represent- 
atives is immaculate on this appropriation bill, and that whatever 
comes here from the House comes here as the laws of the Medes and 
the Persians, not to be changed by jot or tittle. I take it that this 
appropriation bill is still within the discretion of the committees of 
thisSenate and within the discretion of Senators ; and because it comes 
here with a particular amount from the House of Representatives, 
that is no reason why we should not exercise our own judgment and 
say that it should be increased or diminished; yet Senators claim 
that we have done them injustice because we have felt compelled to 
reduce appropriations in certain respects and also compelled to in- 
crease other appropriations. When Senators charge this committee 
seriously with having done injustice to them, I respectfully submit 
that they are doing injustice to the committee. 

I desire to say one word now about the Fort Madison improve- 
went. It is an improvement in reality, not affecting the city of Fort 
Madison. It is an improvement made necessary from the fact that 
we have expended large sums of money in making a canal around 
the Des Moines Rapids, which has changed the current of the Missis- 
sippi River, as I explained the other day, by which two-fifths of it 
ran through what is called Nicota Chute, and the Engineer Bureau 
recommends that this chute shall be closed in order that the great 
current of the Mississippi River may be again turned into this 
canal built by the Government of the United States at an expense 
of more than a million dollars. I have endeavored to keep from this 
appropriation bill everything personal, so far as I could, and there- 
fore I reply ence for all to these several statements with reference to 
local affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to say this in justice to the Senator who has 
charge of this bill. Up to the last moment he and otir Senators, he 
especially, tried to save the $300,000 as it came from the House for the 
Tennessee River, and it was with the greatest reluctance that any 
change was made in that item; but it had to be done to come within 
the $5,000,000 within which the Senate had instructed the committee 
to limit the bill. I presume hardly any Senator is suited with the 
bill. Certainly, with regard to the interests I have partly in charge, 
I labored as hard as any one to try and protect them. There are a 
number of improvements stricken out that I objected to striking out 
and voted against striking out in committee; but that could not be 
helped. The committee did their very best after many hours’ labor 
to get a bill that would cover the whole ground as best they could. 
It is true many of us are disappointed, but I think as a whole we had 
better accept it. I hope the Senator from Alabama will not person- 
ally allude to the gentleman in charge of the bill, for I assure him 
that that Senator did his best to save his $300,000. 

Mr. WITHERS. I desire also to enter my statement here of respon- 
sibility for my proper proportion of this bill. I am-as responsible for 
it probably as the Senator frcm Iowa or any other Senator. The com- 
mittee to which this bill was intrusted with instructions felt them- 
selves compelled to obey those instructions. In considering the bill 
and adjusting the appropriations under it, they did not conceive that 
they were required to conform to the House bill; for they, not very 
unnaturally, concluded that if it had been the desire of the Senate to 


have the House bill reported back they would have so instructed them, | 


instead of instructing them to report a bill limiting the appropriation 
to 35,000,000. The committee, therefore, felt themselves fully author- 
ized to reduce the whole of this bill and to adjust it according to 
their conceptions of right and justice. That they may have erred in 
thus adjusting it I certainly am free to admit; but it has one element 
or indication of fairness to which I would ask the attention of the 
Senate, and that is that there is not a single Senator on this floor, so 
far as I know, who is not dissatisfied with the bill. If there be aman 
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on this floor who is satisfied with the bill as it is reported, I will pay 
a premium if he will stand up in his place and so announce. I have 
always heard that when an adjustment was made by referees or by 
arbitration or otherwise, which offended all the parties, it was a fair 
adjustment. And, judged by that standard, I think this bill must be 
a pretty fair one. 

Now, sir, it is evident that we had to cut down the appropriations 
in many instances. If, however, subject-matters were presented 
which may have been new, which carried with them such evidences 
of merit as in the opinion of the committee justified an appropria- 
tion to them, the committee did not hesitate to make such appropria- 
tion; and, with regard to the particular item now under consideration, 
I can fully corroborate the statement made by the other members of 
the committee, and especially as to the fact that the Senator from 
Iowa who reports the bill hung on to the very last before he would 
consent to the reduction of the appropriation for the Tennessee 
River. It was only after the Senate was in session that the commit- 
tee were withdrawn, and it was demonstrated that it was necessary 
that a considerable reduction should be made in order to bring the 
bill within the procrustean limits to which we were restricted by the 
vote of the Senate, that that appropriation was stricken down in or- 
der to make it conform in amount to the other appropriations of sim- 
ilar character, to wit, the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers and the Kana- 
wha River, all three standing on precisely the same ground so far as 
the general merits and purposes of the appropriation were concerned. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam very glad that the Senator from Iowa stood 
by the appropriation for the Tennessee River. If he had followed 
the suggestion I made to him I would have been better satisfied, 
however; but I am very glad to know it, and am very much obliged 
tohim. It:is very singular that some Senators on this floor are not 
satisfied with this bill. Some Senators from some States have come 
off very well. I suggest that the two Senators from Oregon ought to 
be abundantly satistied. Their appropriations are $100,000 more in 
this bill than as it went to the committee. I cannot see why they 
should not be satisfied. I could mention some other States whose 
Senators I think ought to be satistied. I should be satisfied if my 
State had fared as well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. While it is true, as stated by the Senator from 
West Virginia, that there is probably not a Senator on the floor who 
is satisfied with the bill, and certainly the Senators from Oregon, not- 
withstanding the remark of my friend from Alabama, have more 
right to complain of the bill as reported than any other Senators 
here, still inasmuch as the Senate all this afternoon has agreed with 
the committee, has not overruled the committee in one respect, I 
hope that not much more of the time will be taken up by members of 
the committee in explanation, and that we shall be permitted to go 
on and come to a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not a word more. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oregon does complain, I will say to my friend 
from Alabama; Oregon has a right to complain of this bill; and it 
is only because I believe that if we do not vote for the bill as reported 
by the Senator from Iowa we shall get no river and harbor bill at all 
that I am constrained to go for it. Speaking about Oregon, there is 
a report on file here now, a unanimous report from the Committee 
on Transportation, recommending an appropriation at the present 
session of Congress of $250,000 to commence the work at the Cascades, 
and what does the Committee on Appropriations give us? The insig- 
nificant sum of $90,000. But at the same time I am willing to forego 
any disposition that I have to secure what is due to Oregon in order 
to get the work started, and get some kind of a river and harbor bill 
through. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 479, to increase the appropriation “ for the construction of a canal 
around the Cascades of the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon,” 
from $50,000 to $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after the word “ dollars,” in line 480, to 
insert: 


ooo 
ee 


Of which amount the Secretary of War is authorized to expend so much as, in 
his jndgment, may be necessary and proper to secure title and right of way for 
canal and locks, not exceeding the sum of $10,000; and whenever, in the prosecu 
tion of the said work, it shall have become necessary to obtain the right of way over 
any lands for the said canal and locks, the Secretary of War shall take possession 
of and use the said lands, after having purchased the same, or, in case the said lands 
cannot be purchased for a reasonable price, then after having paid for the same, or 
secured the value thereof, which value may be ascertained in the mode provided 
by the Jaws of Oregon for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State 
The Department of Justice shall represent the interests of the United States in any 
legal proceedings under this act to obtain the right of way for said canal. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend the amendment reported by 
the committee by inserting after the word “State,” in line 493: 

And jurisdiction to hear and determine such proceedings is hereby conferred on 
the circuit courtof the United States for the district of Oregon, and no appeal shall 
operate to stay proceedings. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand this proposition to be, not to author- 
ize proceedings known in all the States to condemn private property 
for public use, but to confer on the circuit court of the United States 
| authority todo something. It occurs to me that there is no act of 
Congress under which the United States courts condemn private 
| property for public use. We have talked about that sometimes, but 
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I believe there is no such thing. There is a proceeding known in 
every State by which for public buildings and for other purposes the 
United States proceeds to condemn and have assessed private prop- 
erty for public use. 

Mr. SARGENT. Through the State courts. 

Mr. CONKLING. And do it through the State courts, the Senator 
from California suggests. Now I want to know if merely by an 
amendment conferring on the circuit court power to do this thing, 
there being no such act of Congress 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Had the Senator from New York ob- 
served what precedes the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon— 

Which value may be ascertained in the mode previded by the laws of Oregon for 
the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State— 

I suppose the object of that wasto give the power to condemn lands 
as to this particular improvement, 

Mr. CONKLING. That sharpens my objection. 
and the fact that I seem to make myself so little understood is the only 
thing that leads me to doubt that Iam right. Let me see if I can 
restate my position. 

In the legislation of Congress there is no act that I know of con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon the national courts to proceed to condemn 
private property for public use in the States. Therefore there is no 
practice, there is no form of proceeding, there is no prescription of 
the mode in which such proceedings are to occur. On the other 
hand, until now since there were States and since there was a Gov- 
ernment, private property has been taken, assessed, condemned, the 
title made over to the United States, under proceedings taken in the 
courts of the States and perfectly well known to the courts and to 
the jurisdiction. Now I inquire first, why it is proposed in this ex- 
ceptional case to attempt to clothe the national jurisdiction with the 
right to do this thing; and second, if that is deemed necessary, why 
it is proposed in an amendment on the river and harbor bill by a mere 
suggestion prescribing nothing as to the number of jurors, or whether 
to be done by a jury or done by commissioners. It has been held, I 
believe, in the States that an act requiring commissioners to condemn 
property is constitutional, so that an appeal from the commissioners 
be given on which appeal a trial by jury may be had, because that 
preserves the theory of trial by jury. Here a court in which such 
proceedings are unknown, which has no practices, rules, forms, or 
statutes to govern it is in this case to entertain jurisdiction of this 
thing, after you say in this amendment that it is to be “ ascertained 
in the mode prescribed by the laws of Oregon for the condemnation 
of lands for public uses in that State.” That implies, and I suppose I 
may assume, that there are in Oregon statutes, and that there is there 
a court under which this may be done. If so, I inquire why it is that 
it is to be transferred to the Federal courts, and if transferred why 
by an amendment so naked as this the attempt is to be made? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I must confess that I am very much surprised 
at the remarks of the honorable Senator from New York with refer- 
ence to this amendment; but before I answer anything that is said I 
should like to inquire of him whether, in his judgment, the amend- 
ment as it stands as reported by the committee is ample in all re- 
spects to enable the Government of the United States to obtain con- 
trol of this land and construct these locks ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I cannot answer yes or no to that question, but, 
to be brief, I will refer the Senator to a discussion held in this Cham- 
ber some time within two or three years in which I happen to re- 
member as prominent the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN,] in 
which the Senate considered the propriety of framing a statute to 
enable private property to be condemned by a proceeding in the Fed- 
eral courts, in the course of which discussion various queries, objec- 
tions, and difficulties appeared. If the Senator from Oregon asks me 
whether we have power to confer on the national courts authority to 
condemn property, that is one thing. If he asks me whether this 
amendment on the river and harbor bill merely suggesting that they 
shall do it without any thing more, is a good or sufficient way of 
doing it, I answer him upon my impression no. 

Mr. KERNAN. [should like to ask the Senator from Oregon does 
he think that the Federal Government can by act of Congress take 
property in a State without the consent of the State ? 

Mr. CONKLING. That is one question for us. 

Mr.MITCHELL. That is one question that arises, of course. So 
far as this amendment is concerned, I asked the Senator from New 
York whether, in his judgment, the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was sufficient to enable the United States to get control of 
this property so as to construct these canal locks? 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator mean the printed amendment ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I mean the amendment printed, the one re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. To be frank about it, I had not looked at that. 
I answered from what I heard read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought from the remarks the Senator made 
he had not looked at this bill and did not know its precise phrase- 
ology. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
to that. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon whether, by 
the laws of the State of Oregon, there is provision made for condemna- 
tion of land in that State by the United States for this purpose ? 


I heard the Senator’s amendment read and spoke 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Not by the United States, but there is a provis. 
ion made in the general incorporation law of the State of Oregon for 
the condemnation of private property for public use where that prop 
erty is claimed by a private corporation. That is the law of Oregoy, 
and the reason I offered this amendment at this time was because | 
had some doubt myself, and some other Senators had suggested thie 
same d« ubts—— 

Mr. BAYARD. The public use is for the public use of the State? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. As I was about to say in order to 
finish my sentence, I had some doubt whether under that law prop- 
erty could be condemned in that State for the use of the United 
States. 

Mr. BAYARD. I trust the Senate will pause long before they give 
their consent to the doctrine of this amendment. We have had the 
question raised in this body several times, and I am not aware that 
any decision can be found for it. I am not aware of any judicial 
decision of the courts of the United States, and certainly there has 
been no legislative precedent for any such claim of power on the part 
of the Government of the United States. If you can assume such a 
right to condemn lands in invitum, what becomes of the right of emi- 
nent domain which in all periods of the history of this Government 
has been supposed to be vested in the States themselves? This ques 
tion, grave as it is, and none can be much graver, ought not to he 
disposed of in this way by a chance amendment in an appropriation 
bill. If the Senator will get from his State a condemnation of land 
under the State power and State laws for the purposes of the United 
States Government, the cession may be made, and if it is then right 
and proper for the interests of the Government to take the property 
so condemned at the price awarded, it will be proper to doit; and 
then the Senator will have proceeded in the usual and ordinary way 
for the purpose of acquiring title in the Government of the United 
States to land within State jurisdiction. 

The proceeding is very familiar. We have constantly obtained 
sites for custom-houses, for post-oflices, for forts, in which either the 
cession is made by the private owner as a matter of voluntary con- 
tract between the owner and the United States, which has quite as 
much right to buy as any other party. and after that is done there is 
usually a cession of jurisdiction to the United States over the land 
so purchased. But there are other cases. I remember very well a 
case in my own State where there was a necessity for light-house 
sites. An act of assembly was passed upon the suggestion of the 
Government officials by which the Government could come in there 
and by regular notice cause lands to be condemned for its use; but 
that was a statute limited, expressive of the subjects over which the 
jurisdiction was to extend, and providing for the proper cession of 
the land to the Government after the condemnation should have been 
fairly made and the compensation awarded. That has been the regu- 
lar course heretofore. 

I submit to the honorable Senator from Oregon that this is a new 
case without precedent. I think no act of Congress can be pointed to 
in which such a proceeding as this has been warranted. I fee! 
friendly to the improvement, but I submit to him that a proper con- 
demnation of this property under the laws of Oregon should precede 
the application to the United States to take jurisdiction or pay for 
the land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had some conversation with my learned friend 
from Oregon on this subject, and I understand from him, and of 
course he knows, that by the laws of Oregon private property can 
only be taken for public use designated under the authority of the 
State, such public use as the State has authorized to be made. There 
fore, inasmuch as this public use has not been authorized by the State, 
this taking of private property, this provision to ascertain the value 
in the mode provided by the laws of Oregon, standing alone without 
any tribunal to carry it out, would have to be left to the State tri- 
bunals. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not understand that the State of Oregon has 
authorized the taking of land for public purposes of the United States 
but simply for the State. 

Mr. BDMUNDS. That is exactly what I am saying; and there- 
fore under the laws of Oregon an application to the State court must 
necessarily be rejected because the State court, even if we undertook 
to confer jurisdiction of that kind, could not get jurisdiction against 
private rights in my opinion under the laws of the United States and 
without the authority of their own laws. It would be just like a 
court of the State of New York or the State of Vermont undertaking 
to execute the law of a foreign country. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would let me understand the 
Senator from Oregon. Does he say that there is no statute of Ore- 
gon under which the United States may take property for a public 
building or anything else? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know of no such statute in Oregon. There is 
a general incorporation law providing for the condemnation of pri- 
vate property for public use. 

Mr. CONKLING. -I suggest that Oregon had better prepare her 
self to receive a for improvements. 

Mr. MITCHELL. When I say public use, I mean that use to which 
a private corporation may desire to put property authorized by the 
law of the State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being the state of the law in Oregon, I think 
it must be perfectly manifest to everybody that under this amend- 
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ment as it stands no land could be got against the consent of the | 
owner, if he did not choose to sell it at his own price. He could stop | 
this improvement, if it be one, ard I assume that is. Therefore it 
seems to be necessary, if we are going to legislate with any effect, to 
take some additional step. Now what is the additional step ? | 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon confers by | 
statute on the circuit court of the United States for that district 
jurisdiction to proceed for this condemnation. Then, as the Senator | 
from New York very well inquired, how? We do not point out a | 
code; but by reference to the existing code of Oregon applied to its 
own condemnation we authorize the circuit court of the United 
States, in conformity with that mode, and by just such methods as 
the State does it, to appropriate the land. Then the question is | 
whether that is right. I do not see any ground to object to it, 
because it would not be fair or just, for it is exactly the way that 
other people do in the State. Then is it constitutional? It has been | 
discussed so much that I will not discuss it any more. I believe it is | 
myself; and I am informed, although I have not seen the decision, 
that the Supreme Court at its last session here has decided that the 
authority does exist. Assuming that to be so, as 1 believed it to be | 
before, it appears to me that the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon is essential to take any step under this provision in the bill. 

Mr. MORTON. The Constitution provides : 


Nor shall private property be taken for public use without just compensation. 





That certainly carries with it the implication that it may be taken | 
for public use with just compensation. But in the absence of that 
provision, is there or can there be any doubt about it? Is not this 
taking of private property for public use the necessary adjunct of | 
sovereignty ? How can you carry on government without it? If we | 
have a right to have a post-office and we cannot rent one, we have a | 
right to build one, and we cannot build one without buying the land, | 
and if we cannot buy the land voluntarily, we have the right to take 
it. So with regard to a custom-house; so with regard to a fort; so 
with regard to any public building or public work whatever. If the | 
Government has the right to make this improvement and the State of 
Oregon does not furnish the land and the people will not voluntarily 
sell it, the Government has a right to condemn it for that purpose. 
That right follows upon the first right, that is, the right and power 
to make the improvement. 

One word further. Suppose the State of Oregon has no law by 
which private property can be condemned for public use; suppose it 
will make no law; suppose the people will not give up the land vol- 
untarily; then the Government is powerless and can make no im- | 


provement, because the Government cannot of its own right condemn | 
this property. Can that be so? What right has the State of Oregon 
to condemn the private property of the people of Orogon for the use 
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of the United States or for the use of the State of California, or any 
other power, or government, or corporation? Oregon may provide 
for the seizure of private property for State uses, authorized by a State 
law, but not for the use of the United States or for the use of some 
other State. It comes right back to the point that if the Government 
has the right to make this improvement and cannot get this property 
voluntarily, it has a right to condemn it, and we have the power to 
confer on the courts of the United States the jurisdiction necessary 
for the condemnation of this property. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We have got upon a question now that may be | 
called the lawyer’s delight. I can see the Revised Statutes going all 
over the Chamber, and there are over thirty lawyers here, and each 
will take his five minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like to say to the Senator from | 
Rhode Island, as the discussion may come up again, that I wish to 
call attention to a decision of the Supreme Court at the October term, 
1875, that settles this whole question in favor of the right of the Gov- 
ernment to condemn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator from Iowa will assent I will move 
to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we can finish the bill in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot finish it in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We cannot to-night pass this bill, evidently, with 
this question. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 26, noes 
20; and (at four o’clock and fifteen minutes p.m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 2, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. On yesterday at the time my colleague 
(Mr. BEEBE] submitted a report from the majority of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Navy Department, 1 submitted a report on | 
behalf of that committee. The Journal as read makes no mention of 
the minority report. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal will be corrected in that 
regard. 
The Journal, as corrected, was then approved. 





SAILORS’ HOME, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. PIPER. I ask unanimous censent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the 
United States to certain property in the city and county of San 
Francisco, California, and that the bill be now brought before the 
House for consideration. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that when this bill was 
reached in Committee of the Whole I objected to its consideration. 
Since that time I have looked into it and have become satisfied that 
the bill is a proper one and should pass. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not wish to crowd out any bills for which there 
is unanimous consent. But if this bill should give rise to debate I 


| shall have to object to it. 


Mr. BANKS. I reserve my right to object to the bill until it is read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair always reserves that right 
for every member, deeming it but fair that the House should have an 
opportunity to know what a bill is before the right to object is waived. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That all the right and title of the United States to the following 
described property is hereby relinquished to the city and county of San Francisco, the 
same being the two fifty vara lots on which the old marine-hospital building now 
stands, fronting two hundred and seventy-five feeton the north side of Harrison street, 
between Spear and Main streets, with a uniform depth of one hundred and thirty-seven 
feet and six inches, as laid down on the official map of said city, to be used by the city 
and county of San Francisco solely for the purposes of a sgilors’ home: Provided 
That if the same shall at any time be used for any other than the purpose afore- 
said, or if said home shall not be opened within one year from the passage of this 
act, in each such case all right and title hereby relinquished shall revert back to, 
and again vest in, the United States 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Is this bill recommended by 
any committee ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to discharging the 
Committee of the Whole, and considering this bill in the House at 
this time? 

There was no objection. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
California to one fact. This bill proposes to convey the title of this 


| property to the city and county of San Francisco, which are two 


different corporations, I suppose. I think this mode of conveying the 
title is altogether imperfect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me it would be better to strike out the 
words “and county,” so as to leave it “city of San Francisco.” 

Mr. PAGE. They are all one. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. It is a consolidated government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it one corporation ? 

Mr. PAGE. It is one corporation, known as “the city and county 
of San Francisco.” 

Mr. RANDALL. This is really giving to the city of San Francisco 
public property, so far as I can understand. 

Mr. FORT. No, it is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is not this bill subject to the point of order that 
requires it to receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been taken up by unani 

mous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is still subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I hope the gentleman will make no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This bill was sent to the Committee of 
the Whole and there considered; and it is now taken out of the Com 
mittee of the Whole by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon examination of the Journal the 
Chair finds that this bill has already been considered in Committee 
of the Whole. Having been taken from the Committee of the Whole 
by unanimous consent of the House, without objection at the time, 
the Chair holds that it is not again subject to that point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. This marine hospital was built with money de- 
riged from sailors. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Yes; from sailors. 

Mr. CONGER. On account of its peculiarity of construction it is 
unfit for a hospital in that sense, and now it is asked that it be turned 
over to the Sailors’ Friends’ Society and others interested in sailors, 
it being no longer useful as a hospital. 

Mr. RANDALL. If erected for a hospital, then the greater wrong 
to devote it to any other purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. It is asked that it may be used as a sailors’ home, 
equally beneficial and desirable to the sailor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask a single question so that the real 
point may be understood. Dol understand from the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. ConGEeR] that this hospital building was erected by 
the Government out of funds given by the sailors? 

Mr.CONGER. I do not mean that it was erected out of that fund. 
I mean to say that the sailors being taxed, formerly twenty cents a 
month, and now for the last few years forty cents a month upon all 
their wages, there has been accumulated in the Treasury a large fund 
not used directly for the erection of these buildings; but there is a 
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surplus in the Treasury above what is required for the expenses of 
these seamen’s hospitals. Therefore the money from the sailors goes 
into the Treasury as a revenue, and as an offset for money appropri- 
ated by the Government to erect these hospitals. 

.Mr. FORT. 
ing on these grounds as a home for the sailors. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a building there now. 

Mr. FORT. It isan old building, and not exactly fitted for this 
purpose, 

Mr. PIPER. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I desire to say one word. Unless this bill is 
passed now this property will be a loss to the Government and to the 
seamen also. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered ; and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; there being, ayes 82, noes not 
counted, 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PIPER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GOLD AND SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, the 
morning hour begins at half past twelve o’clock. The pending busi- 
ness in the morning hour is the consideration of a bill reported from 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, being the bill (H. R. No. 3635) 
to utilize the product of gold and silver mines, and for other pur- 
poses, on which the previous question has been demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND. ] 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me to make 
a proposition, accompanied with a statement of the reasons for it, not 
exceeding five minutes. I will make it as brief as I can? 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman wants to make a proposition I will 
hear it; but I object to debate. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire simply to state my reasons for making the 
proposition; if I cannot do that I must decline to submit the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] will 
let us know what the proposition is; then we can tell whether we 
will hear his reasons or not. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire at least three minutes to state my reasons. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; and I yield to the gentleman three min- 
utes. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, the practical difficulty with those 
members of this House who oppose this bill is the want of sufficient 
information to enable them to vote upon the numerous propositions 
embodied in the bill. They have desired such opportunity for exam- 
ination as has been given by other parliamentary bodies of other 
countries that have examined such questions, namely, inquiries by a 
commission, with careful examination and a written report. 

The present proposition is not merely to signify the right of pay- 
ment of the public debt in silver nor for the reminting of the silver 
dollar. These are at this time comparatively minor questions in view 
of the number of silver dollars to be coined, but the propositions of 
this bill affect the wages of labor throughout the country ; they af- 
fect the payment of all debts made since 1873; they affect 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is making an argument against the 
bill. 

Mr. KASSON. 
utes ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled 
to the floor for three minutes, and will proceed. 

Mr. KASSON. These propositions affect the payment of over 
$1,000,000,000 of the savings of labor deposited in savings and other 
banks, for the measure apparently authorizes banks and bankers to 
pay such indebtedness in money depreciated by 10 per cent. below the 
paper deposited and 20 per cent. below gold. They affect all contracts 
touching the commerce of this country; they affect the payment of 
the farmers of the West for their surplus products sent to Europ@ 
they reach every interest, every liability, every enterprise in the 
United States, and may precipitate a crisis in the money market by 
its effects upon the public credit. 

Now, under these circumstances, those who are opposed to acting 
on this bill now, reserving their opinions as to the coinage and re- 
monetization of the silver dollar, demand a commission of inquiry 
upon this subject ; and the Committee on Banking and Currency has 
under consideration such a measure, which I suppose they will report 
to-morrow morning. For this reason we desire delay. Now my prop- 
osition is that in view of this one of two courses should be taken by 
the gentleman having charge of the bill: either to allow debate to 
run on to-day, no vote to be taken, and the bill resuming its place in 
the morning hour to-morrow; or to allow debate to go on, no vote to 
be taken, and the bill to stand over till the next session, in order to 
afford opportunity for the making of these very important inquiries, 
a day certain being fixed for the consideration of the subject next 
session, 


The adoption of one of these two propositions the gentlemen op- 


This will, of course, not come out of my three min- 


The ladies of San Francisco propose to erect a build- | 
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| 
posed to this bill deem of vast importance to enable us to act properly 
and safely upon a question of this magnitude, affecting all the busi- 
| ness interests of the country. I hope I have made these objections 
| understood, though I should have been glad to give more specifically 
and at large the reasons arising upon the bill itself. 

Mr. CASWELL. I ask that the amendments proposed to the bil! 
yesterday be read. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman certainly has the right 
to ask for the reading of the bill or amendments. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to reply to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Kasson. ] 

The amendments offered yesterday were read. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think this House will bear me out in 
the statement that I have not interposed any objection to debate on 
this bill; that I have not sought to clog legislation on this bill or 
any other. Only yesterday I offered that the bill should be debated 
till four o’clock; but that was objected to by the opponents of the bill. 

The bill that demonetized silver in this country and perpetrated 
an injustice and fraud upon the people was passed through this 
House without even being read, in spite of the call of the honorable 
gentleman at present serving as Speaker of the House [Mr. Kerr] 
for the reading of that bill. It was passed surreptitiously and with- 
out discussion, and was one of the grossest measures of injustice 
ever inflicted upon any people. Now, this bill simply aims to restore 
the currency of this country which existed at that time ; yet we hear 
objections on this floor, sometimes in the form of demands for de- 
bate, sometimes in the form of opposition to debate. 

Now, sir, I am willing to accept the proposition of the gentlemen 
from Iowa, that this bill shall be debated all day and that it shall 
take its place in the morning hour to-morrow, provided gentlemen 
opposing the bill will not filibuster away that morning hour to pre- 
vent the ordering of the previous question. If the gentleman will 
assure the House that in the morning hour to-morrow he and those 
who are acting with him will allow a vote upon the previous ques- 
tion and let the House determine without filibustering motions whether 
it is in favor of this bill or not, I agree to the proposition. All that 
I desire is an honest discussion and honest action; not obstruction to 
legislation on the one hand nor on the other forcing it through the 
House without proper consideration. 

Mr. KASSON and Mr. GARFIELD rose. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to know whether they intend to filibuster. 

Mr. KASSON. My proposition was 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the proposition, but I ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa the question whether, if debate goes on to-day, the 
opponents of the bill will allow the previous question to be seconded 
to-morrow without filibustering? Will they let us have a vote on 
the question to-morrow ? 

Mr. KASSON. The only proposition I am authorized to make is 
that which I have made, that debate go on upon the bill to-day, and 
it shall then take its place to-morrow in the morning hour without 
prejudice to either side. I am not authorized to pledge either side of 
the House further than that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will not do. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman shows he is not honest in his propo- 
sition, but is ready to go on filibustering to prevent a vote on this 
bill. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move the House do now adjourn, 
and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope both sides will agree to go on with the 
debate to-day. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to go on with the debate to-day 
if it is agreed we shall have a vote to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio indicate the time 
when he wishes the debate to close ? 

Mr. ODELL. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Saturday next; and on that demand the yeas and 
nays. 

| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, no- 
tified the House that the President pro tempore had appointed Mr. 
Morton, Mr. SARGENT, and Mr. CooPER members on its part on 
the Joint Committee on Chinese Immigration, authorized by resolu- 
tion of July 18, 1876. 

It further announced that the President pro tempore had appointed 
Mr. West and Mr. CocKRELL members on its part of the commission 
to which was referred the subject of reform and re-organization of 
the Army by the fourth section of the act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, and 
for other purposes. 

It further announced the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 3184) grant- 
ing a pension to Emerick W. Hansell, with amendments; in which 
concurrence was requested. : 

It further announced the passage of a bill (S. No. 1014) regulating 
| the disbursement of certain moneys therein named; in which concur- 

rence was requested. 


GOLD AND SILVER COINAGE. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Pending the demand for the previous 
question the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt) moved the 
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House adjourn, and pending that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
ODELL] moved that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Saturday next, and on that demanded the yeas and nays. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 47, noes 85. 

So (more than one-fifth of those present voting in the affirmative) 
the yeas and nays were orderod. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
3, nays 190, not voting 92; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abram 8S. Hewitt, Odell, and Page -3. 

NA YS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bagley 
John H.Bagley, jr., John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Blair, 
Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Ho- 
ratio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Cald 


well, Cannon, Caswell, Cate, Caulfield, Chittenden, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, | 


John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Collins, Conger, Cook, Crounse. 
Culberson, Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, Dibretl, Dobbins, Dunnell, Dur 
ham, Eames, Eden, Evans, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Frye, Gar 
field, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, 
Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Hays, 
Henderson, Henkle, Hereford, Hoar, Holman, Hopkins, House, Hubbell, Hunton, 


Hurlbut, Jenks, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, Lamar, Franklin | 


Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lord, Lut 
trell, Lynch, Mackey, Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, MeDill, McFarland, Meade, 
Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Nash, Neal, 
New, Norton, O'Neill, Packer, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips, Pierce, Piper, Pop 
pleton, Potter, Powell, Pratt, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, 
John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Rusk, Sampson, Savage, 
Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, William 
E. Smith, Southard, Spencer, Strait, Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Stowell, Teese, 
Terry, Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tucker, 
Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. 
Walker, Walsh, Ward, Erastus Wells, White, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Wike, 
Charles G. Williams, James Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, 
Willis, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, Woodburn, Yeates, and Young—1. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ainsworth, Ashe, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Chapin, Cowan, Cox, Crapo, 
De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Durand, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Freeman, Fuller, 
Gause, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Hatcher, Ha 
thorn, Hendee, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hoskins, Hunter, Hurd, 
Hyman, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Knott, George M. Landers, Levy, Lynde, Ma- 
goon McMahon, Money, O'Brien. Oliver, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Platt, Pur 
man, Rainey, James B. Reilly, Miles Ross, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schu 
maker, Seelye, Sparks, Springer, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Martin 1. Townsend, 
John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wal 
lace, Walling, Warren, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Willard, 
Andrew Williams, Alpheus S. Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan Wood, 
ir., Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—92. 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 
Mr. BLAND. Inasmuch as there is a disposition to filibuster dur- 


ing the morning hour, and knowing that it can be done to the end 
of the session, I am willing to agree to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, that debate go on to-day, and will take my chance 


of getting the previous question seconded in the morning hour to- 
morrow. Let them take the responsibility of filibustering to-morrow 
if they choose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that this debate be allowed to run on until 
two o’clock to-morrow, and that then by common consent the vote 
shall be taken. 

Mr. KASSON. I object to that in advance of debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the debate go on first; we can tell better 
after matters have been discussed what should be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the arrangement be for debate during to-day 
only, for we cannot tell what to-morrow will bring forth. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well; let the debate run to-day only. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would prefer that to-day only be agreed upon, 
because to-morrow there may be other business requiring action. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Lorp, ] the senior 
manager of the impeachment proceedings on the part of the House, 
desires to make a very brief report to the House by and by, which 
will take only a few minutes. I desire to have his right to make that 
report reserved. 

Mr. RANDALL. That may be reserved. 

Mr. HALE. It is understood that no arrangement of this kind to- 
day is to disturb the status of this bill as being confined to the morn- 
ing hour hereafter? That should be fully understood 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whenever an arrangement is agreed 
upon by the gentlemen on the floor the Chair will state what it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. The practical effect of the arrangement is to 
allow the debate to run to-day without reference to the expiration of 
the morning hour ; and the bill comes up again in the morning hour 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. It does not disturb the position of the bill there? 
That should be fully understood. 

Mr. BLAND. That is not exactly my proposition. 
should also have a morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. RANDALL. That nobody can deprive you of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri will 
have the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that this proposition be 
agreed to: That debate shall proceed to-day and till one o’clock to- 
morrow, and that then the previous question be called and voted on, 
without the interposition of any dilatory motions. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We cannot agree to that until we have had 
debate on the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I will make another proposition. 


It was that I 


If the gentleman 


from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] will agree that we shall take a vote to- | 


morrow, I am willing that his proposition for a commission shall be 


' 
| admitted to be pending as a substitute to the bill, so that the House 
may decide between the two 

Mr. KASSON. [understood the gentleman from Missouri to say that 
in view of the circumstances he accepted the proposition I made, 
which was this: That by unanimous consent the debate shall go on 
to-day on this bill, no vote to be taken, and the gentleman not with- 
drawing his call for the previous question; and that to-morrow the 
bill resumes its place in the morning hour. 

Mr. BLAND. 
hour to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House does not need to give such 
consent. The morning hour will stand independently of any consent 
of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I want it understood that I have submitted to the 
gentlemen who have shown a disposition to filibuster on this bill be 
cause I declined to admit the amendment for the appointment of a 
| commission, that I am willing that the gentleman from lowa should 
| étfer that proposition, and that it be admitted as a pending amend 

ment. 

Mr. KASSON. Ithink a proposition of that nature will be preferred 
by the Committee on Banking and Currency, but 1 have no authority 
to state it now. 

Mr. TUCKER. Is there anything in this arrangement that would 
exclude any amendment that may be offered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No amendment can be offered to the 
bill pending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Ihave said that I am willing to withdraw the call 
for the previous question for the purpose of allowing amendments to 
be offered. 

Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. HALE. 
made. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the proposition that we have debate on this 
bill during the whole of to-day, and that we have the morning hour 
to-morrow, When I will call the previous question on the bill and the 
amendments which may be offered to it. If gentlemen want to 
amend it Lam willing they should have an opportunity of doing so, 
provided the House will consent to giving me the morning hour to 
morrow. 

Mr. KASSON. ‘To-morrow will take care of itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the proposition as to the 
length of time to be given to the debate to-day? 

Mr. GARFIELD. That it shall run through to-day except so far 
as interrupted by a statement of the managers of the impeachment 
or anything else by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition 
to the House. The proposition of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND ] is that the pending bill shall be discussed during this day 

Mr. KASSON. The bill being kept in its present position. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill retaining its present position, 
and coming up as it otherwise would as the pending business in the 
morning hour to-morrow, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
ing withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion for the previous question 
to be regarded as pending in the hands of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. BLAND. } 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair certainly understands that 
it is part of the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri that the 
motion for the previous question shall not pass out of his control. 

Mr. BLAND. Unless the House consents to the morning hour to- 
morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand what 
the gentleman means by the House consenting to a morning hour to 
morrow. 

Mr. BLAND. I mean this, that conference committees may take 
me off the floor and occupy the whole time to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is no danger of that. 

Mr. BLAND. But if the House consents to have a morning hour I 
will agree to that proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. According to my understanding it is not in the power 
of the House to take from the conference committees the power to 
report at any time. That depends on the joint rule; and the House 
cannot take from them that power. 

Mr. BLAND. If that consent is given it will mean that the con 
ference committees agree to it, and I am willing to run the risk of 
their violating that agreement. 

Mr. BANKS. It is necessary some reservation should be made in 
regard to the morning hour in order to secure it; because otherwise 
any question of privilege may deprive the House of the morning hour 
to-morrow, on which this arrangement depends. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is waiting until some gen- 
tleman states what the exact proposition is. The Chair cannot un- 
derstand what proposition is pending before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the lateness of the hour in the session 
| and the importance of disposing of such reports of committees of con 
ference as are yet undisposed of, I suggest to the gentleman from 
Iowa [ Mr. Kasson] that he modify his proposition so that four hours 


And that the House gives its consent for a morning 





Generally? 
Yes, sir. 
That the gentleman can do if this arrangement is 
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shall be allowed for debate, subject to a cal] for the previous ques- 


tion to day or during the morning hour to-morrow. | 

Mr. KASSON. I object to the introduction of a new element to the 
prejudice of either party. The proposition to which the gentleman 
trom Missouri makes no objection is that the debate shall proceed 
now under the present condition of the question, no vote to be taken 
to-day, and that to-morrow the bill shall resume its place in the 
morning hour under the call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that proposi- 
tion. Is it assented to by the House? 

Mr. BLAND. I assent to it because I cannot do anything better. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. [ understand then that the motion 
for the previous question is pending, but that by unanimons consent 
the debate is to be allowed to continue to-day 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Lowa [ Mr. Kasson ] is that by 
unanimous consent this bill shall pend for debate during this day 
and that it shall resume its place,as it naturally would, in the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow, and that it shall then be under the pending call 
for the previous question of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND } 
which will exclude all amendments but those which the gentleman 
from Missouri yields for. 

Mr. NEAL. I object to that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to propose that the morning hour 
shall continue during the eutire day without any other arrangement. 

Mr. KASSON. O, no! that will not do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon the motion 
of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Hewitt, ] that the House do 
now adjourn; upon which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and ona 
division there were yeas 45, noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 174, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


























YEAS— Measrs. Odell and Smalls—2. 

NA YS— Messrs. Adams, Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bag- 
ley, John H. Bagley, jr.. John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Ban- 
ning, Blair, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John Young Brown, Buckner, Horatio 
©. Burchard, Samuel D. Barchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, 
Cannon, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Caulfield, Chittenden, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, 
Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, Crounse, Cutler, Danford, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, 
Dobbins, Dunnell, Durham, Eames, Eden, Evans, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, 
Foster, Franklin, Frye, Garfield, Gibson, Goode, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew 
H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, 
Hartzell, Haymond, Henderson, Henkle, Hereford, Holman, Hopkins, House, Hub- 
bell, Hunton, Hurlbut, Jenks, Thomas L. Jones, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, Lamar, 
Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lut- 
trell, Lynch, Lynde, Mackey, Magoon, McDill, McFarland, McMahon, Meade, 
Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Nash, 
Neal, New, Norton, O'Neill, Packer, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. 
Phillips, Pierce, Piper, Potter, Powell, Pratt, Rainey, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John 
Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Robinson, Rusk, ne: 
son, Savage, Scales, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, William 
Smith, Southard, Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, Terry, Thompson, Thornburgh, 
Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, Wad- 
dell, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Warren, Erastus Wells, White, Whiting, Wiggin- 
ton, Wike, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, 
James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, James Wil- 
son, Yeates, and Young—174 

NOT VOTING—Messrs Abbott, Ashe, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, William R. Brown, Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Chapin, John B. 
Clark, jr., of Missouri, Collins, Cowan, Cox, Crapo, Culberson, Darrall, De Bolt, 
Denison, Douglas, Durand, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Freeman, Fuller, Gause, 
Glover, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Hatcher, 
Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, 
Hooker, Lioskins, Hunter, Hurd, Hyman, Frank Jones, Joyce, Kelley, King, Knott, 
George M. Landers, Levy, Lord, Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, Money, O'Brien, 
Oliver, Page, Plaisted, Platt, Poppleton, Parman, James B. Reilly, Roberts, Miles 
Ross, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seclye, Sheakley, Sparks, 
Spencer, Springer, Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Martin I Townsend, 
John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexan- 
der S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Ward, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitehouse, Whitthorne, Andrew Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan 
Wood, jr, Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and Woodworth—109. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JENKS. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has expired. 

Mr. JENKS. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering the bill (H. R. No. 2803) to provide for arrears of pensions on 
account of death or wounds received or disease contracted in the serv- 
ice of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1861, and for the 
payment of the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot make that 
motion. 

Mr. JENKS. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Che question was taken on Mr. JENKs’s motion; and on a division 
there were—ayes 54, noes 44; no quorum voting. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Jenks and Mr. HALE were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 84,noes 67. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM W. BELKNAP. 


Mr. LORD. I ask unanimous consent before the House goes into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to submit a report 
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of the managers of the impeachment of William W. Belknap, late 
Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 


The managers on the part of the House to conduct the impeachment against 


William W. Belkvap, late Secretary of War, respectfully report: 


That the defendant, William W. Belknap, has been acquitted on all the articles 


presented against him, less than two-thirds of the Senators present voting “ guilty 
The tinal vote was 61; thirty-seven of the Senators voted r 
“not guilty” for want of jurisdiction, one “not guilty,” and one criticised a por 
tion of the articles of impeachment, and stated that the offenses charged in other of 
the articles were not proven beyond a reasonable doubt. A change of five votes 
would have resulted in the conviction of the defendant by the two-thirds vote re 
quired by the Constitution. 


“ guilty,” twenty-three 


The question of jurisdiction, raised by the plea of the defendant, was the first 


point presented to the court of impeachment. After a protracted and exhaustive 
argument, the court held that it had jurisdiction, notwithstanding the resignation 
of the detendant ; and the managers proceeded to prove the offenses charged in the 
articles of impeachment, and after proving them so conclusively that only twoSen 
ators in any manner questioned the guiltof the defendant, the minority of the Senate 
refused tobe governed by the deliberate judgmentof the majority, that it had juris. 
diction, and, in the form and mode before referred to, prevented the conviction of 
the defendant. 


While exercising the power to vote “ not guilty,” it was practically asserted that 


there was no converse to the proposition, and therefore that Senators had no legal 
right to vote “ guilty,” however satistied of the guilt of the accused. 


Notwithstanding this result, the managers believe that great good will accrue 


from the impeachment and trial of the defendant. It has been settled thereby that 
persons who have held civil oftice in che United States are impeachable, and that the 
Senate has jurisdiction to try them, although years may elapse before the discovery 
of the offense or offenses subjecting them to impeachment. To such as are or may 
hereafter be among the civil officers of the United States, who have no higher plane 
of integrity than the rule that “ honesty is the best policy,” and it is conceded they 
are comperatively few, this decision will be a constant warning that impeachable 
offenses, though not discovered for years, may result in impeachment, conviction 
and public disgrace. To settle this principle, so vitally important in securing the 
rectitude of the class of officers referred to, is worth infinitely more than all the 
time, labor, and expense of the protracted trial closed by the verdict of yesterday 


The trial and its discussions have presented also to the public mind clearer views 


of official accountability, and developed higher requirements of the advancing 
public sentiment. 


Allof which is respectfully submitted. 


Mr. LORD. I move that this report be printed and laid upon the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LORD. I desire that by unanimous consent the managers be 
granted a few minutes to express their views in regard to this re- 
port. And I will now yield to Mr. Manager Hoar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a question entirely for the 
House to determine. Is there unanimous consent for a discussion of 
this report at this time ? 

Mr. CONGER. If there is to be further apology from the managers, 
I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has already ordered that 
it shall be resolved into Committee of the Whole, and the Chair only 
detained the House a few moments to receive the report of the man- 
agers. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely desire to utter one or two sentences, which I 
would like to have accompany this report, and I ask leave of the 
House for that purpose. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the very grave public importance 
of the matter, a determination of which has just been officially re- 
ported to the House, and the very great importance and delicacy of 
the duty which has been imposed upon the managers by the House, 
justify me in asking permission to say one or two words in reference 
to what, in my judgment, has actually been accomplished. 

An investigation into the parliamentary history of impeachment 
will satisfy everybody that the lovers of liberty and of good govern- 
ment, both in this country and in England, who took part in the 
formation of our Constitution, or in the defense in England of the 
great principles upon which our Constitution rests, regard the right 
to impeach every executive officer for abuses of public trust, as long 
as that person lives, whether in or out of office, to be one of the great 
safeguards of your constitutional popular government. 

The language which was current at that day would seem extrava- 

ant if uttered upon this floor to-day by any member of this House. 
Mr. Burke, in his “Thoughts on the Cause of the Present Discontent,” 
volume 1, page 397, objecting to the sharing by the House of Lords in 
the executive powers of the government, just as some persons object 
to-day to the usurpation by the Senate of an undue share in the power 
of appointment of executive officers, says: 

The control of Parliament in this way upon the executory power is lost, because 
Parliament is made to partake in every considerable act of government. 


And he adds: 


Impeachment, that great guardian of purity of the Constitution, is in danger of 
being lost. 

The wisdom and accuracy alike of that prediction is shown by the 
events of this winter. Mr. Monroe, the very embodiment of common 
sense, of caution, of moderation, a man who in public service had 
been largely in the executive branch of the Government, in a work 
upon government, which he left to be published after his death as 
containing his maturest counsels to his fellow-citizens, says: 

The right of impeachment and of trial by the Legislature is the mainspring of 
the great machine of government. It is the pivot on which it turns. If pre- 
served in fall vigor and exercised with perfect integrity every branch will perform 
its duty. 





1876. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, whatever may be the result of this trial to the 
individual who has been impeached at the bar of the Senate, what- 
ever may be the value to him of preserving the right to be a candi- 
date for public office before his fellow-citizens hereafter, this great 
constitutional power of this House has in my judgment been vindi- 
cated and preserved by the decision of the great constitutional court 
before which the charge was made and by the more powerful, more 
permanent, more august decision in the opinion of the American 
people. 5 1 i 

I have been in a position to know by very extensive personal cor- 
respondence and conversation the opinion of large numbers of the 
jurists of the country who are not at present engaged in political 
life or animated by any feelings of partisanship in regard to either po- 
litical party; and I believe I have the right to affirm that, almost 
without any considerable exception—there are some exceptions—the 


judgment of the profession of the law, of the bench, and the bar cor- | 


responds with the judgment of this House and the judgment of the 
Senate that the right to judge in cases of impeachment for abuses of 
public trust is vested in the Senate on proper charges presented by 
the House, at whatever time in the life of the offender the offense 
may be discovered or the evidence of it be put in the power of the 
public prosecuting authorities. 

That is the only question which is of importance here; and I be- 
lieve the effect of this decision will be that for a century to come 
there will not bein the history of this country a repetition by a Cabi- 
net officer or other high executive official of such offenses as have 
been disclosed and prosecuted in this trial. This House without dis- 
tinction of party and this country without distinction of party may 
be grateful to the persons who have set in motion the mechanism for 
punishing this offense, and to the House of Representatives who, 
whether the particular sentence has received the support of two- 
thirds of the other branch or not, have made it impossible almost 
that these offenses should be repeated. 

Mr. LORD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LAPHAM] may be heard on behalf of the management 
for a few minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to detain the House for but 
amoment. It is very far from my desire or purvose to question the 
integrity or sincerity of the action of any Senator in voting upon the 
final question of “ guilty” or “not guilty” in the case of the late Sec- 
retary of War, Mr. Belknap. 


tion taken by the Senators who voted “ not guilty,” as adverted to in 
the report which the chairman of the board of managers has just 
made, I desire for a moment to call attention to a striking fact pre- 


sented by the record in this case. 

On the 7th of June last the Senate, after hearing discussion on the 
part of the counsel, retired in secret for the purpose of consultation, 
and unanimously, so far as I can learn, (for there is no dissent appar- 
ent upon the record,) agreed upon this order: 


Ordered, That upon the 6th of July, 1876, at one o'clock p. m., the Senate sitting 


as a court of impeachment will proceed to hear the evidence on the merits of the 
trial in this case. 


On the 6th of July, in pursuance of such order, the Senate entered 
upon the trial. The Senators who have at last voted “ not guilty” 
were present most of them—at times, I may say, all of them—and 
participated in the conduct of the trial. They voted upon questions 
of the reception of evidence; they took part in the entire proceed- 


and on behalf of the accused. Now, at last when the final vote is 
taken, they occupy to me the anamolous position of saying “‘ All this 


has been coram non judice and void; we had no right to act; we had | ™ 
| ticing upon them. 


no jurisdiction to take evidence ; and therefore we vote ‘not guilty.’” 
To my mind that is a non sequitur. 

I think the position taken by the Senator from Florida, that be- 
cause he believed the Senate had no jurisdiction he could not vote at 
all on the question of guilt or innocence, is much the more consistent 
position for Senators to have taken. 

And with calling the attention of the House and through the House 
of the country to this position assumed by the minority who have 
voted to acquit, I have, Mr. Speaker, performed the only duty which 
it seems to me incumbent for me to discharge in the case. 


HON. CHARLES HAYS. 


Mr. LORD. On behalf of the Judiciary Committee I ask unani- | 


mous consent that the report of the committee in regard to CHARLES 
Hays may be printed in the Recor and laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FRYE. On behalf of certain members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I ask to present their views and have them printed in the 
RECORD in the same connection. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The majority and minority reports are as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom it was referred to investigate certain | 


charges made against CuarLes Hays, a member of this House from the fourth con- 
gressional district of Alabama, relating to the appointment of Guy R. Beardslee 
as a cadet at the United States Military Academy, respectfully report: 

The resolution suggests two subjects of inquiry. 

First. Did the said Cuartes HaYs “falsely certify to the Secretary of War that 
the said Beardslee had been an actual bona fide resident of the said district for over 
two years previous to the nomination " of said Beardslee by said Hays # 
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But in view of the extraordinary posi- | 


| sincere in the belief that it was sufficient to obtain admission to West 
ings and heard the argument of counsel both on behalf of the managers | 


| evident that should they be introduced so as to know each other 


| risk of introducing them to each other 
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Second. Did the mother of said Beardslee pay to said Hays the sum of $3,000 to 
obtain said nomination ? 

As to the first inquiry the committee report the following facts 

Mr. Hays had made several nominations from his district for the United States 
Military Academy which for various reasons had failed 

On the 4th of March, A. D. 1874, (page 18,) and as the evidence tends to show 
after the adjournment of the Congress, the said Hays nominated by writing the 
said Beardslee for an appointment as a cadet at said Military Academy from the said 
congressional district, and certified that said Beardslee resided in “ Choctaw,” in 
the “county of Choctaw, State of Alabama,” and that he had “ been an actual bona 
fide resident of the district for over two years 

At the time such certificate was made said Beardslee had never been in the State 
of Alabama, but then was in the city and State of New York, in which State he had 
always resided. The said Hays delivered said certificate to one William Lilley 
an attorney of the city of Washington, whose advertisements as to appointments 
to West Point had attracted the attention of Mrs. Beardslee, (pages 23, 31,) who 
took it to the city of New York and delivered it to one Professor Charlier, who paid 
him $3,000 therefor, and was afterward re-imbursed by Mrs. Beardslee, the mother 
of the said cadet 

On the back of said nomination is written, in the handwriting of said Lilley 
(pages 42, 45, 46,) “ Residence Blayden Springs, Choctaw, Alabama 

Mr. Lilley testified that he told Mr. Hays that Mr. Beardsle« 
resident of some spring (1 forget the name) in Choctaw County 
then he signed the certificate.’ (Page 14.) 

Mr. John G. Stokes, who during the Forty-third Congress was the clerk of Mr 
HAayYs's committee, testified (page 57) that he heard said Lilley tell Hays that 
the boy resided in Blayden Springs, Choctaw County; also that he, Lilley, told 
the witness so, and that the witness told Hays so 

Immediately after such certificate was given, said Beardslee went to the State of 
Alabama for the purpose of obtaining a residence 

On his way, as advised by Professor Charlier, he stopped at Washington to see 
said Lilley. (Ps 7 He was asked to sign a certificate in blank and to procure 
his mother’s signature also in blank, which was afterward falsely filled up by said 
Lilley by inserting that said Beardslee had actually resided in the fourth congres 
sional district of Alabama for six years and eight months. Said Lilley also wrote 
a letter for said Beardslee to copy and sign, directed to the Secretary of War 
der date of March 5, 1874, in which he makes said Beardslee state ‘ 
is Blayden Springs, Choctaw County, Alabama (Page 63.) 

In the written statement prepared and signed by Mr. Hays, and verified by him 
under oath, he states three times that Lilley told him that Beardslee lived in 
Choctaw County, Alabama. His last statement relating to it in such previously 


(Page 62.) 
was a bona fide 
Alabama, and 


zi.) 


un 
my residence 


| prepared statement is, ‘I remember distinctly asking him where the boy lived 


and he replied, ‘In Choctaw County,’ Alabama (Page 46.) 

In his oral statement (page 47) he states that Lilley told him that Beardslee lived 
in Choctaw, Choctaw County, Alabama. 

On page 48, after stating that he did not know that Lilley wrote on said nomina- 
tion, “ Residence, Blayden Springs, Choctaw, Alabama,” he is asked: 

“Question. Do you mean to testify that he made any other memorandum ? 

“Answer. None that I remember of 

“*Q. I mean any other memorandum than the one on the back of the paper 

“A. No, sir; not that | remember. 

The nomination, it will be bornein mind, reads as to residence, Choctaw, in the 
county of Choctaw Mr. Hays, so far from saying this was an inadvertence, in 
contradiction of all the evidence, aflirms that Lilley wrote it on a piece of paper 
and handed it to him. 

At page 49 Mr. Hays is asked : 

“Q. What led you to write in this certificate Choctaw, in the county of Choce- 
tawf 

“A. I got it from the poper that Lilley handed me; that is the way I came to 
write it. I should not have written it there if I had not believed that there was 
such a place.” 

The evidence discloses that there is no such place as Choctaw, in Choctaw County. 

Mr. Hays is asked, (page 48 :) 

“Q. Is there such a place as Choctaw in Choctaw County, Alabama ? 

“A, No, sir. I understand that there is not. I did not know it, however 


at that 
time.” 


THE INTRODUCTION OF MR. HAYS AND YOUNG BEARDSLEE BY LILLEY 


Mr. Lilley affirms the entire innocence of Mr. Hays 
him as to the residence of Beardslee, and that Mr 
actual, bona fide resident of his district. (Page 15.) 

The evidence of young Beardslee has satistied the committee that he \ 


; that he (Lilley) deceived 
liays believed the boy was an 


s entirely 
Point that 
he should go from the State of New York after his nomination and reside in the State 


of Alabama sixty days. Assuming equal integrity on the part of Mr. ILAys, it is 


and the relations 
in which they stood, an inquiry which one or the other would almost unaveidabl 
make would expose the gross deception which Mr. Lilley, on his theory, was prac 

It would not be expected 


therefore, that Mr. Lilley would voluntarily take the 


not only because of such risk of exposure 
but also because it would probably result in his being compelled to return the 
$3,000 which he had received for concocting and carrying on, as he claims, this 
double falsehood ; and yet the evidence discloses that while young Beardslee was 
at his house in Washington, at the time before stated dM 
Hays on some business that morning, and that if he would introd 
them. Mr. Hays came, and he did introduce them 

This, of course, was entirely safe if Mr. Hays understood the transaction and 
knew that Beardslee was on his way to Alabama to obtain, as he thought 
dence in that State. On the other hand, if Mr. Hays believed that Beardslee lived 
in Alabama and thought, as he alleges, that he was then on his way from Alabama 
to New York, (page 49.) it would be expected that he would make some inquir as 
to the time he left Alabama, or about his friends, or some other inquiry indicating 
that he felt at least some remote degree of interest in his protégé. Bat if he (Hay 
knew the real facts and that his protégé did not, his only safety was in the absolute 


he told him he expe 
came he 


are 


| silence which he maintained, except that he said, “I hope you will pass, as several 
| others have failed.” (Pages 25, 27 


and 48.) 
Mr. Hays (page 48) gives as a reason for asking no question that he expected 
to see the young man again here in town, but admits that he made no inquiry as 


| to where he was stopping or how long he would remain or any thing on the sub 
| ject. 


In regard to the testimony of Mr. Stokes that he told Mr. Hays that Beardslee 
lived in Choctaw County, it appears from his own statement not only that he knew 
nothing except what he heard Mr. Lilley say, (pages 56, 57,) but Mr. Hays ad 
mits (page 47) that Stokes had no knowledge excepting through Lilley 

Mr. Hays is asked 

“Question. Did Mr. Stokes 
Lilley told hin. ? 

‘ Answer. He only said that Lilley said that the boy was a resident of Choctaw 
County, Alabama, and that he was satisfied that he was 

“Q. Did Stokes claim to know anything about it of his own knowledg¢ 

“A. No, sir; nothing that I know of except through Lilley 

The necessity which Mr. Hays now feels for 


profess to know anything about it beside what Mr 


other representations than tho 
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made by Mr. Lilley is evidenced by that part of his prepared statement in which Mr. MUTCHLER. They are both ready to be made, I understand ; 
he alleges > 7 


About this time I made the recommendation and certified to his actual resi 
dence in the fourth congressional district of Alabama, because from the represen 
tations of Lilley and Stokes I believed it true. 

And yet his cross-examination just above stated shows that he had no informa 
tion except from Lilley 


In regard to the second inquiry, the committee report that there is not suflicient 


evidence to show that Mr. Hays shared in the $3,000 taken from Mrs. Beardslee 
for the appointment of her son. So far as Mrs Beardaslee is concerned, she evi 


dently had no knowledge that she was violating the law, and the same may be said | 


of Professor Charlier. (See pages 8, 9.) 

As to young Beardslee, there is no evidence but that he has acted in perfect good 
faith 

As regards Mr. Lilley, who claims to have practiced as an attorney here in Wash- 
ington for many years, and who advertised that he could procure appointments, 
such a suggestion can hardly be made ; on the contrary, from his own statements it 
is evident that he saw no way to get the $3,000 except throngh a system of gross 


deception, by procuring blank signatures and then filling the blanks with state- | 


inents utterly tals 
In regard to Mr 


be sufficient to find that he willfully made a frandulent certificate, it still excites 


grave suspicions, and shows in any possible view a carelessness which ought not 


to be tolerated 


Giving Mr. Hays the benefit of his own statement, the most that can be said 


in his favor is that with the fullest opportunity to ascertain the truth, he chose to 
rely upon the statement of Lilley 


in his State and had every reason to suppose was acting for a consideration. If 


Mr. Hays did not know the certificate was entirely false, he is certainly censura 


ble for signing it on evidence so barren and so suspicious. But taking the testi 
mony 


the case 


VIEWS OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTER. 


The undersigned entirely concur in the conclusion of the committee that no fur- 


ther action be taken in this case, but dissent from what purports to be the report 


of the majority in so far as it in any way reflects upon the honor or integrity of Mr. 
Hays 
rhe investigation of the case has been of the most thorough and searching char 
acter. Every witness who could by possibility know anything of the facts of the 
case has been examined, cross-examined, re-examined; some of them recalled and 
again subjected to the most rigid examination; every trail that might lead to a dis- 
closure of some improper conduct on the part of Mr. Hays has been followed tothe 
end. No pains has been spared by the committee to get the truth. After this 
thorough sifting of the case we desire to place it upon record that in our judgment 
there is no evidence that Mr. Hays knew or had reason to believe that Young 
Beardslee was not a bona fide resident of his district at the time he nominated him. 
Nor is there any evidence whatever that he received or was to receive directly or 
indirectly any consideration whatever for this appointment. On the contrary the 
evidence is clear, explicit, direet, and emphatic that he never received anything 
whatever, directly or indirectly, nor was he directly or indirectly promised anything. 
Mr. Hays had made nominations before this one of cadets to West Point. Some 
had failed in the examination ; one had declined. There was a vacancy to be filled 
from his district and one Lilley, with whom he had been acquainted for some 
years, requested him to appoint young Mr. Beardslee, representing the latter to 
be a bona fide resident of Choctaw County, in Mr. Hays’s district, and the son of 
a widow. John G. Stokes, who was clerk of the committee of which Mr. Hays 
was chairman, also made the same representation. Mr. Hays knew nothing of 
young Beardslee, and acted solely upon representations as to his residence, and it 
is nothing to his discredit that he did 80. Estaeenene a large district composed 
of fourteen counties. Choctaw is a remote county in that district—remote from 
railroad communication—in which Mr. Hays had never been but twice in his life 
and then only very briefly, and he had scarcely a personal acquaintance init. It is 
not therefore surprising that he should hav oateta on the statements made by oth- 
ers as to the residence of young Beardslee. In making this nomination Mr. Hays 
described Beardslee as of Choctaw, of the county of Choctaw, in the State of Ala- 
bama, and as having been a bona fide resident of the district for over two years. 
In doing so he acted upon the representations made to him as he might properly 
do, and the fact that he was unacquainted in the county and lived remote from it 
is ample excuse for his action in that behalf. 


Lilley received $3,000 for procuring this appointment, but there is not only no | 


reason to suspect that Mr. Hays received any part of that money but there is also 


no reason to suspect that he had the slightest knowledge that Lilley was being paid 
for what he was doing 


In looking over this whole case we feel it to be due to Mr. Hays, as a matter of | 


justice. to say that there is no evidence to sustain the charges affecting his honor 
or integrity 
WM. P. FRYE. 
WM. LAWRENCE. 
GEO. F. HOAR. 
FRANK H. HURD. 
GEO. W. McCRARY. 


By request of the above I annex a copy of the records of the committee, showing | 


that only four of its members sustain what purports to be the report of the ma- 
jority 


WM. P. FRYE. 
Housk OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 19, 1876. 


In the Committee on the Judiciary Mr. Lorp called up his report in the matter | 


of Hon. CHARLES Hays. 
following vote 

AYrs— Messrs. Knott, Ashe, Lord, and Caulfield—4 

Nors— Messrs. Hurd and Lawrence—2. 

Excusrep-—Mr. Lynde—1 

ARSENT— Messrs. Hunton, McCrary, Frye, and Hoar—4. 

1 certify the above to be a true copy of the proceedings of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee on July 19, 1876, in the case of CHARLES Hays. i 

CHARLES WICKLIFFE BECKHAM, 
Olerk Judiciary Oommittee House of Representatives. 


After lengthy discussion the report was adopted by the 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR INSANE—SURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Iask unanimous consent to present at this time 
the report of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Depart- 
ment in regard to the management of the Government Hospital for 
the Insane; also the report of the same committee, together with the 
testimony, relative to surveys of public lands. The minority report 
on the latter subject will be presented in a day or two, when the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WooDWoORTH] shall return. I ask that these 
reports may be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. CONGER. I object until both reports are ready. 


Hays, the committee report that while the evidence may not | 


who he knew had no acquaintance or interests | 


ll together, this committee recommend that no further action be taken in | 


| but owing to the absence of Mr. WoopwortsH the minority report 
has not been signed. 
Mr. CONGER. If both reports are ready, I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, both these 
reports will be ordered to be printed and recommitted 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be anderstood ; andif there 
| be no objection the order requested will be made. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

| Mr..JENKS. I now call for the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has agreed to resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. JENKS. I ask, then, for the execution of the order of the House. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union, Mr. CLYMER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk willreport the title of the first bill 
on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 53) toamend the third section of the act of Congress approved 
March 12, 1863, entitled “‘ An act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop- 
erty and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United 
States.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Irise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of moy- 
ing the committee proceed to the execution of the order of the House 
making the bill (H. R. No. 2203) to provide for arrears of pensions on 
account of death or wounds received or disease contracted in the serv- 
ice of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1861, and for the 
payment of the same, the special order in Committee of the Whole. 

There was some discussion had yesterday as to how the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union proceeded to the consideration 
and disposition of matters referred to it. Rule 114, which I had read, 
| points out very clearly how the committee shall proceed to dispose of 

such matters. But, sir, on the 22d of March the House suspended the 
rules and made the special order the bill to provide for arrears of pen- 
sions on account of death or wounds received or disease contracted in 
the service of the United States since the 4th day of March, 1861, and 
for the payment of the same. It was made the special order for the 
5th of April and from day to day until disposed of. Now I cannot 
imagine what benefit that bill would derive from the suspension of 
the rules in that case unless it should be entitled to be first taken up 
when the House went into committee. Several other special orders 
were made, but they are all for a later day, and the common practice 
always has been when two orders are made in the same day to take 
up the one first made, and then the other special orders are pushed 
ahead and disposed of when the first one and others preceding them 
are out of the way. 

If it is not a good point that the rules have been suspended to make 
this bill a special order and it takes precedence in Committee of the 
Whole, then it can be of no benefit to any bill to make it a special 
order in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the order of the House 
| is this Committee of the Whole shall proceed to take up special orders 
in preference to bills regularly referred in the morning hour. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not know what the practice of the House has 
been on this subject, but 1 understand the ruling of the Chair yester- 
day, or rather of the Speaker before the House went into Committee 
of the Whole, to be that all bills which were upon the Calendar 
should be taken up in the order in which they came, and therefore 
there could be no favoritism to any special bill which had been made 
the subject of consideration for any specified period, unless the ma- 
| jority of the committee should by vote so decide, And on that 
point made yesterday on the proposition made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HurRLBuT] I asked the Chair whether or not the 
bill which was first on the Calendar would be the subject of consid- 
eration by the action of a majority of the committee, and I under- 
stood the Chair to rule such would be the case. I cannot understand 
any reason why, when the House has resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, it should not take up the bills in the order in which 
they stand upon the general Calendar; and the fact that the House 
has made a rule or order giving preference to a particular matter 

‘sannot supersede the general subject-matters of legislation which are 
under consideration when the House resolves itself into Committee of 
the Whole. And the Chair, I understand, ruled in accordance with 
this opinion, that it required the action of a majority of the committee 
to postpone any bill which superseded the particular bill it was de- 
sired by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Rice] to take up. I think the 
ruling was a correct one, because, if it is not a proper ruling, we 
would have every other bill on any other subject laid aside without 
the action of the majority of the committee for the consideration of 
the special order to which my friend from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] has 
referred. I think the ruling was properly made yesterday, that what- 
ever action was taken on this subject should be action by a majority 
of the Committee of the Whole; that they had the right to say whether 
any measure made the subject of a special order should be considered 
in preference to a bill properly on the Calendar. : 

Mr. WILSON. of Iowa. The remarks of the gentleman from Mis- 








1876. 


sissippi referring to the ruling yesterday are correct. The point then 
raised was how bills were considered in Committee of the Whole 
onthe state of the Union. Rule 114, which I had read, clearly shows 
how they are to be considered, and this bill to which I have called at- 
tention was made a special order under a suspension of the rules, of 


all the rules, including Rule 114, giving it preference over all other bills | primarily consider the bill which stands first upon the Calendar. 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 


The Chair did not rule yesterday on the point I now suggest at all. 
He ruled yesterday in reference to the general rules, and especially in 
reference to Rule 114. This bill in reference to arrears of pensions, 
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that by, as the gentleman from Iowa has suggested, by the consent 


| of a majority of the committee. 


That is to say, the House having 
gone into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union may 
say by the action of a majority, “‘ we will consider this or that or the 
other measure; we will lay aside this or that bill;” but you must 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 


I desire to make a remark, Mr. Chairman, 
on just one point. 


rhe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rice] in making 


| his motion yesterday, that the House should resolve itse .f into Com- 


however, has the privilege and dignity of having been made under a | 


suspension of all the rules, and particularly of Rule 114 now, as regards 
the consideration of bills the special order, and it is the right of any 
gentleman to have that special order first taken up for consideration. 
When it is taken up, the majority of the House can postpone its con- 
sideration, because it is a common principle of parliamentary law 
that the majority at no time shall be compelled to consider anything 
they do not want toconsider. The only difference between my friend 
and myself is this, that he wants the call to begin at the top of the 
Calendar under Rule 114, and I wish to begin with the special order 
made under the suspending of Rule 114. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. Inaddition to what the gentleman from 
lowa [ Mr. WILSON ] suggests, will the Chair allow me to say that the 
position of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] would lead 
to this conclusion, it seems to me, that the Committee of the Whole 
could do in regard to the postponement of a bill what the House 
would under his view have no power todo. Now,I think it has been 
the practice of the House when from time to time it makes special 
orders that those special orders are called up and have the preference 
under the order of the House; but if no order is made—no special 
order—then bills are to be considered under that rule in the order in 
which they stand on the Calendar. 

Mr. BANKS. If the Chair will allow me, I desire to say that the 
effect of a special order is to give any member of the House the right 


on a particular day or any day thereafter to call that special order | 


up for consideration ; but if no member calls it up, it cannot be acted 
upon, The special order not being called, if the House votes to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Calendar, the committee cannot make 
that a special order which the House has not made a special order to 
be called up. If the Chair understands me, my point is that where 
a special order is made and nobody calls for it, it cannot be acted 
upon. And if in the mean time the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole on the General Calendar and that special order is on the Cal- 
endar, it must be considered only when it is reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My friend from Massachusetts must see 
that there is one difficulty here. This was made a special order in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and consequently 
could not be called up in the House, nor until the House resolved it- 
self into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman is mistaken. The effect of the special 
order is to give the member the right to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the day for which the special order is tixed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That cannot be the effect of aspecial order, 
because any member has a right to make that motion to suspend the 
rules that the House may resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House upon the Calendar at any time without making it a special 
order, And if the effect of making this bill a special order is not to 
give it precedence in Committee of the Whole, then I cannot imagine 
what the use of making it a special order is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the practice—what the rule may be I am 
not prepared to say—the practice has been where the House goes 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union generally, 
without going into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
sidering any specific bill which has been made a special order, that 
then the bills must be taken up in the order in which they stand on 
the Calendar; and the uniform practice when the object was to reach 
a specific bill has been to postpone the bills preceding it one after 
the other until the bill sought to be acted on is reached. Such has 
been the general practice, though I have not examined the rules on 
the subject. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say in answer to what has fallen from 
the gentleman from Iowa, and the suggestion made by the gentleman 
immediately in front of me, [Mr. Rusk,] that the proposition was 
made yesterday by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Rick] to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on a specific bill, the bill now referred to by the 
gentleman from Iowa, and the Speaker decided that that could not 
be done. Subsequently my friend from Ohio modified his motion and 


moved to go into Committee of the Whole generally on the state of | 


the Union without reference to the consideration of any specific mea- 
sure of whatever character. And therefore the position, as I under- 
stand it, assumed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. BaNKs] 
is the correct one; that it may have been in the power of the gentle- 
man from Ohio or of any other member to move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of a specific measure which 
had been made the special order for consideration for that day or any 
previous day; but after the ruling of the Chair my friend from Ohio 
moved to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the Calendar generally. And therefore I 
think the position of the gentleman from Massachusetts is impreg- 
unable; that when you do that you must take up the bills in the order 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering a certain bill did not assert its precedent eas being a special 
order. If he had asserted that that was a special order of the House 


|} and moved that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering that special 
order, the Chair would have been compelled to rule that the gentle- 
man was entitled to make that motion. 

Mr. HOOKER. But the Chair did not rule that way. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Chair did not enforee the rule. He 
was not required to rule upon the question of a special order, because 
the point was not made that this was a special order. Now, I cannot 
see what benefit will accrue from making a special order, or what 
force the special order of the House will have unless you enforce it 
when you go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the consideration of our practice 
here settles this question, and that the Calendar itself shows what 
the practice of the House is. It is very clear that the committee 
cannot in any way change the order of the House, but that you must 
obey any special order of the House. Therefore, when the House 
orders in sending a bill to the Committee of the Whole that it shall 
be 2 special order for a particular day, the committee has no author 
ity to do anything else on that day but to consider that bill. <A lit 
tle reflection will show the Chair how we always followed that prac 
tice out. Appropriation bills can be reported at any time, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has the authority to 
move at any time, even during the morning hour, to suspend the 
rules and go into Committee of the Whole upon an appropriation 
bill; but he always gets before doing that, when he sends the bill to 
the committee, the order of the House that the appropriation bill 
shall be the order of the day for a certain day and from day to day 
until disposed of; otherwise his bill would take its place upon the 
Calendar, and you would have to lay aside all the other bills on the 
Calendar until you reached that bill. When bills are made special 
orders it is usual to waive the right of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to except its bills from the special order; but if the Chair will 
look on the Calendar he will find that on the 3d of May a bill was 
made the special order for May 18, after the morning hour, and from 
day to day until disposed—a bill to apply the proceeds of sales of 
public lands to the education of the people. 

He will also find that this bill relating to invalid pensions was upon 
the 3d of May made the special order for May 16 after the morning 
hour and from day te day thereafter until disposed of: A bill grant- 
ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, 
and Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the same. 

It is the duty of the Committee of the Whole, it seems to me, to 
take up first the education bill made the special order for May 18 
after the morning hour until disposed of. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The gentleman will see that these orders 
were not made for the same day. 

Mr. HOAR. The last order made for a special day takes prece 
dence over the first. If the House orders that a bill shall be a special 
order for a particular day and then upon the next day orders that 
another bill shall be the special order for that day, the last order re- 
vokes the first. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I beg to read to the gentleman from Iowa 
from page 219 of the Manual: 

Where two special orders are made for the same time, the one first made takes 
precedence, 

Mr. HOAR. Then the gentleman from Iowa is right if thereis an 
express rule on that question. But it comes to the same thing, be- 
cause undoubtedly the committee can lay aside any bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I desire to refer the Chair to page 
99 of Jefferson’s Manual in Barelay’s Digest, in which I think the 
rule is stated as to orders made in the House, and it seems to me that 
the same rule ought to apply to orders made for consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole. But the same reason applies to special or 
ders made for consideration in the Committee of the Whole, namely, 
that the question which is made which is subject to the order is made 
privileged in a manner which repeals any general rule as to a special 
case ; hence it gives it preference on the Calendar for consideration. 
I will read the extract: 

When any member moves, therefore, for the order of the day to be read, no fur 
ther debate is permitted on the question which was before the House; for if the 


| debate might proceed, it might continue through the day and defeat the order 


in which they stand upon the general Calendar; but you may pass | 


This motion, to entitle it to precedence, must be for the orders generally, and not 
for any particular one; and if it be carried on the question “ Whether the House 
will now proceed to the orders of the day?” they must be read and proceeded on 
in the course in which they stand; for priority of order gives priority of 
which cannot be taken away but by another special order 


After these there are other privileged questions, which will require considerable 
explanation 
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Mr. HOOKER. I will ask the gentleman a question. If you go 
into Committee of the Whole you must take up the special orders in 
the order in which they stand upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I understand the point made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, but the order of the House has fixed the 
order for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BANKS. [But the effect of a special order is to give a member 
of the House the right on a particular day to move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on that order. If they do not do it, then the 
House does not go into Committee of the Whole, and if another mem- 
ber moves to go into Committee of the Whole upon the general Cal- 
eondar, then the special order does not come up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that the Committee of the 
Whole being a mere creature of the House, it is bound under all cir- 
cumstances to obey any special and specific order of the House. The 
Chair refers the House to Rule 114, which covers the general practice 
in committee, and it is upon that alone that the Chair understands 
that the Speaker of the House decided yesterday. He was alluding, 
as he said, to the mere general orders on the Calendar, the question 
of special orders not having been raised, and therefore he did not de- 
cide the case as it now stands before the chairman of this committee. 
Now the order of the House being that on a certain day, and from 
day to day thereafter until disposed of, the bill should be considered, 
the Chair is clearly of the opinion that the committee should consider 
such order; that it is the duty of the committee to obey the order of 
the House and to so consider the bills in reference to their precedence 
in order. But it being a question that is important in view of the 
character of the bill, the Chairman will giadly submit the determina- 
tion of the case to the action of the committee. Those who are of the 
opinion that the point of order raised by the gentleman from Iowa 
[ Mr. WILSON] is well taken will rise and stand to be counted. 

Mr. KASSON. What is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is that the House, instead 
of the consideration of the first bill on the Calendar, must proceed 
to consider the special orders made by the House in the order of their 
dates. 

Mr. RANDALL. In order of date? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; in order of date. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Has the question of reconsideration been 
raised upon this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, That question may arise after the vote has been 
taken on the point of order. 

The question was put upon sustaining the point of order made by 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa; and on a division there were—ayes 71, noes 
33; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOOKER. I raise the question of order that no quorum voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked twice whether a further count 
was desired, and he certainly did not hear any gentleman ask for it. 
If the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] says that he called 
for a further count 

Mr. HOOKER. I rose before the Chair asked the question and 
raised the point that there was no quorum voting, and supposed that 
the Chair was about to appoint tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon that statement the Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. JENKS. I make the further point that this is merely for the 
instruction of the Chair, and is not in any way binding upon the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hooker and Mr. JENKS were 
appointed. 

rhe committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 92, noes 32. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, it is the duty of the 
Chair under the rule to direct the roll of members to be called. 

rhe roll was called; and the following members failed to answer 
to their names: 

Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Banning, 
Bass, Beebe, Blackburn, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, Bright, Samuel D. Burchard, 
Burleigh, John H. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cannon, Caulfield, Chapin, Chit- 
tenden, John B. Clarke of Kentacky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Conger, 
Cowan, Cox, Crapo, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Egbert, Ellis, 
Ely, Faulkner, Freeman, Faller, Gibson, Glover, Robert Hamilton, Haralson. Ben- 
jamin W. Harris, Heury R. Harris, John T. Harria, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, 
Hays, Hendee, Henderson, Henkle, Abram 5S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, 
Hoge, Hoskins, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Frank Jones, Joyee, King, Knott, Frank- 
lin Landers, George M. Landers, Lane, Lapham, Le Moyne, Levy, Luttrell, Ma- 
goon, MeCrary, Miller, Money, Morrison, New, O'Brien, Oliver, Page, Phelps, 
Plaisted, Platt, Powell, Purman, Randall, James B. Reilly, Miles Ross, Sobieski 

Ross, Scales, Schumaker, Seelye, Sheakley, Slemons, Sparks, Spencer, Springer, 
Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Washington Townsend, 
John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 8. 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, White, White- 
house, Andrew Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fer- 
nando Wood, and Woodworth—i22 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore having resumed the Chair, Mr. CLYMER 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
having found itself without a quorum, he had directed the roll of 

members to be called and now reported the names of the absentees 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If required, the Clerk will read the 
list of absentees. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Will those who were absent at the time 
the rol] was called be now permitted to answer to their names? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. How many members answered to their 


names on the call? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the tally- 


clerk that one hundred and sixty-three answered to their names, 
That being more than a quorum, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. CLYMER] will now resume the chair as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. EDEN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that the rule must be observed 


and the names of the absentees read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman insists upon it, it 


certainly shall be done. Pending that, however, the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] that the House now adjourn is 
first in order. 


Mr. JENKS. Can the House now adjourn, a quorum having an- 


swered to their names in Committee of the Whole? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; the House can adjourn 


whenever it pleases. Before submitting the motion to adjourn, if 
there be no objection, the Chair will submit to the House certain 
requests. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. JAMES B. REILLY asked and obtained unanimous consent for 


the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Henry Parry, late assistant surgeon, United States Army. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. JAMES B. REILLY was granted leave of absence for one week. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The question was then taken upon the motion to adjourn, and it 
was not agreed to—ayes 57, noes 91. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CONGER] rises as to what is the regular order. The Committee of 
the Whole having found itself without a quorum, its chairman 
directed the roll to be called and reported to the House the names of 
the absentees. The gentleman from Michigan demands that those 
names shall be reported by the House. 

Mr. CONGER. There has not yet been called the names of the 
absentees under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no rule by which they can be 
called in Committee of the Whole; all that the Committee of the 
Whole can do is to report the list of the absentees to the House. If 
the gentleman desires those names to be read he has a right to have 
them read. Otherwise, as a quorum answered to their names, the 
House will at once resume its session in Committee of the Whole. 
Had no quorum answered to their names at the time the roll was 
called in Committee of the Whole, the only motion now in order would 
have been a motion to adjourn, or a motion for a call of the House. 
Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] desire the names 
of the absentees to be reported to the House? 

Mr.CONGER. My idea of the rule was that the names of the 
absentees must be called after the roll has been called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is upon a call of the roll in the 
House. 

Mr. CONGER. We are in the House now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true. 

Mr. CONGER. And [ask that the names of the absentees be called 
for their answers. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The uniform practice has been for the 
Speaker, when he finds that a quorum answered upon a call of the 
roll in Committee of the Whole, to immediately call the chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole to the chair, and the House resumes its 
session in Committee of the Whole without further order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has not only been the uniform 
practice, but it is the plain and explicit rule of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I was of opinion that there was a different rule and 
a different custom. If the Chair, however, rules that that is the prac- 
tice I will withdraw my call for the reading of the list of absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Michigan will 
look at the rule he will find that it is as the Chair has stated. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] will again take the 
chair, and the Committee of the Whole will resume its session. 


TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr CLYMER in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
special order, being the bill (H. R. No. 2592) to transfer the conduct 
of Indian affairs from the Interior Department to the War Depart- 
ment. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COOK. I yield the time to which I would be entitled to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. LAMAR. 

Mr. JENKS. I raise the point that this bill has already been passed. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk informs the Chair that such is not the 
fact. Asimilar bill has been passed by the House, but this particular 
bill has never before been acted upon. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I rise to a privileged question under the 
rules. I move to postpone the special order. This can be done by a 
majority vote. 

Mr. EDEN. But the gentleman has not the floor to make the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cook] has 
vielded the floor to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. LAMAR. ] 

“ Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. But before the House begins the consid- 
eration of this bill the motion to postpone the special order is in order 
as a privileged question. 

Mr. EDEN. But the gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The right to raise this question is one of 
which I cannot be deprived. 

Mr. COOK. This bill is a special order in Committee of the Whole, 


M ississippi. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If it is to be settled by unanimous consent 


that a certain gentleman is to speak, I have not a word to say; but 
I want to have it distinctly understood that the motion I have made 
is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the gentleman raises 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I object to the consideration of this bill; 
and Rule 114 says that in this case a majority shall decide whether 
the bill shall be considered or not. If there is any gentleman who 
desires to speak, I have no objection to his speaking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the consideration of this 
bill be postponed? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative; there 
being ayes 40, noes not counted. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I listened early in the session with 
great pleasure to an interesting and suggestive speech delivered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts upon the proposition to amend the 
Constitution so as to make the President of the United States ineligible 
to asecond term of service. I was struck with the views which he 
presented upon the subject of the relation of this proposed amendment 
“to the corrupt and debasing practices which have crept into the pub- 
lic service of the country.” Ido not propose to discuss that subject 
fully now; it is too large; but I may say as to the whole subject of 
civil-service reform that no cure can be successfully applied which 
does not secure that removal from office shall be made only for cause, 
and that the tribunal which decides that cause shall by its freedom 
from all interest or feeling as to the result guarantee the good faith 
and impartiality of its decision; and my object on this occasion is to 


discuss in this connection certain great agencies which through this | 


service affect the public interests. 

Mr. Chairman, it cannot be asserted that the practices and peculiar 
system of measures adopted by the present Administration for several 
years past command the approbation of a majority of the people of 
this country. On the contrary, the assertion may be ventured, with 
entire confidence in its accuracy, that the sentiment with which the 
greater portion of the Amerivan people regard the conduct of our 
public affairs is one of decided dissatisfaction and despondency. This 
sentiment is irrespective of the hostilities of party. Inside of the 
dominant party itself, among those in entire sympathy with the po- 
litical principles which brought it into power—that is to say, among 
republicans of earnest purpose, self-abuegating patriotism, and un- 
biased intelligence—there is an anxious protest against the methods 
of administration, the tone and character of the public service, and 
the principles of legislation which have marked the action of the 
Government for many years past. It must also be admitted that this 
sentiment, so pronounced and so pervading, has not produced its le- 
gitimate effect upon the action of the Government, has wrought no 
change in the administration either as to character or policy. 

This is a noteworthy fact in American politics. 

In every country enjoying the privilege of representative govern- 
ment such a condition of public sentiment would have found its 
active political expression. In England, whence we have derived 
our parliamentary instincts and habits, in spite of the checks upon 
the popular will to be found in a hereditary peerage and monarchy, 
such a condition of public sentiment would produce a change in the 
administration in twenty-four hours. How then is it that in our 
Government, the completest representative of the popular will in 
theory that has ever existed, with no check or hinderance upon the 
prompt and free expression and application of public opinion to its 
machinery, depending for its vitality upon its ready and sensitive 
sympathy with the public conscience, such a condition of public 
sentiment fails to impress itself upon the administration? What is 
this mysterious and invisible influence which, paralyzing the free 
activities of the American people, prevents them from bringing the 
action of the Government into conformity with their will. We 
must believe that the moral character of our people is sound, that 
they enter upon the second century of their nationality with increased 
moral earnestness, with higher standards of public virtue and official 
rectitude,and with a more solemn sense of the needs of restoring their 
Government to the tone and purity of the earlier days of the Republic. 
The question then grows in urgency, what is it that prevents the sen- 


timents of a free people from finding realization in the character and | 


policy of its government? I desire to give a single example, which is 
typical of the general condition that I am trying to illustrate, 


| wielded power and patronage for its own ends and not for the public gooc 
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But a short time since a convention of the republican party of 
Massachusetts was called in Boston. The president of that conven- 
tion, upon taking the chair, uttered the following significant re- 
marks. After referring with eloquence to the proud achievements 
with which the party named was identified, he warned the conven- 
tion “against the mistake of fighting the battles of the future upon 
the issues of the past.” 


In the year when a glad and patriotic people swells the chorus of anation’s jubi 
lee, itis not by lighting again the camp-fires of conflicts that are ended, it is not 
by kindling anew passions that ought to subside, it is not by postponing the final 
hour of peace and reconciliation that victories deserve to be won 


* * * * * * 


Speaking as a republican to fellow-republicans, I shall offer no apology for plain 
and honest words. No one who has watched the current of recent political events 


. . | has failed to see adeep, wide-spread, and growing dissatisfaction with the manage 
and it has now been reached. I yield my time to the gentleman from | 
| 


ment of national affairs. 
* * * # * « 


Have you any longer a doubt as to the causes which have wrought this change 


| inour fortunes? Surely we have not abjared our ereed. Our distinctive policy 


and aims were never more clearly aflirmed, our traditions and the names of our 
great leaders never more reverently held. 
* * * * * * * 

No, gentlemen, the protest is not against the record or the creed, but against the 
methods of administration ; against dominant influences and tendencies that have 
debased the character and tone of the public service; against a leadership that has 

1: against 
a partisanship narrow, intense, and violent, that has usurped the place of a broad 
and enlightened statesmanship and repelled accessions of recognized character and 
ability as an element too repugnant to be tolerated; against a code of financial 
morality that has corrupted the standards of official honesty and turned places of 


| public trust into opportunities of private gain or public plunder. 


‘ * * * * . * 

Observe with me for a moment, gentlemen, some of the forces of opinion and 
sentiment that indicate the drift and demand of the hour. Note first the anxious 
looking for relief from the long-continued depression that rests upon the material 
interests of the country and the feeling that some change, some new dispensation, 
is essential to such relief. 


It will be perceived that this gentleman here arraigns the vices and 
practices of the national administration, its lawless usurpations, the 


| corruption which revels in its high places, the trifling with the im- 


portant interests of finance and currency, the prostitution of public 
office to personal gain, in language which, if uttered upon this floor 
by a democrat, would be regarded as the exaggerations of partisan 
animosity. Yet, singular as it may seem, that convention was held 
in the interest, exclusively, of the great political organization under 
which these evils, thus characterized and thus held up to the repro- 
bation of the American: people, have been fastened on our Govern- 
ment. And these gentlemen, the members of the convention and the 
president of it, and perhaps largs portions of their constituents, with 
all their talents and moral influence, are in active co-operation with 
the administration so denounced in the support of a political party 
which has indorsed that Administration and, has in return been in- 
dorsed by it. 

Now what is the influence which thus sweeps vast masses of a free 
and virtuous people into a course of conduct in direct contravention 
of their most solemn convictions and their most earnest purposes. 

More than a quarter ef a century ago one of the greatest of the 
great statesmen of America, Daniel Webster, declared that the power 
of the Executive of our National Government had increased until it 
had become dangerous to liberty, and he predicted that if ever the 
President, who was the head of the nation, should become the mere 
head of a party, such party could and would, by the sheer force of the 
political power and patronage which it grasped, maintain that power, 
from term to term, and continue any policy which it devised in di- 
rect resistance to the will of a majority of the people, unless that ma- 
jority became overwhelming in numbers and rose to simultaneous 
action by some great excitement only short of civil revolution. 

Another great statesman, from another extreme of the Union, be- 
longing to a different school of politics, and yet his peer in intellectand 
patriotism, Mr. Calhoun declared that the patronage of this Govern- 
ment at that time—and it was nearly half a century ago—in the hands 
of the President was too great a power for the Chief Magistrate of a 
free people; that it wasimperial in its character, giving him absolutely 
to the extent of that power more control than the autocrat of Russia ; 
and he predicted when the corps of office-holders under this Govern- 
ment should reach one hundred thousand the people might almost as 
well surrender their liberty, the contest would be too unequal; for the 
party thus intrenched in power could show a vast superiority over 
the two-thirds of a popular majority scattered over the country unor- 
ganized and acting upon different grounds of opposition. 

In the predictions of these two great statesmen we see developed 


| the powerful agency which now nullifies the sentiment of a free peo- 


ple and prevents the application to the machinery of this Govern- 
ment of that great social force in all free governments, public opin- 
ion. 

An intermediate and irresponsible body known as the party has 
interposed itself between the people and their Government; a body 
unknown to the Constitution, having no part in the civil apparatus 
of society, yet tyrannizing with selfish and relentless energy over both 


| people and Government, converting the agents of the one, ay its 


highest officers, Cabinet officers, into the willing and active instru- 
ments in the advancement of its ambitious designs and employing 
the passions of the other as the servants of its partisan and mischiev- 


| ous purposes. This centralized party organization, forming as I said 
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no part of the Government, yet fastened upon it, intrenched in its 


interior departments, extending and ramifying its net-work of selfish 
power and dishonest influence to the remotest points and the obscurest 
neighborhoods of the Union, garrisoning with an army of 100,000 


oftice-holders and a reserve of another 100,000 expectants every De- | 


partment, every post-office, and every custom-house in the land, tempt- 


ing men from honest industry into the dependence and servility of | 
office-holding and oftice-seeking, wielded by a single will into unity | 


of purpose and concert of action—this monstrous perversion of pop- 
ular liberty is the great and insuperable obstacle to the reforms which 
the people demand—and which threatens to make this Government 


in all its departments the instrument of an irresponsible and despotic | 


power. 


But, sir, this, while it is the chief obstacle in the way of the harmo- | 


nious co-operation of all the elements in favor of reform, is not the 
onlyone. There are thousands of voters too honest to flatter power, too 
independent not to speak their condemnation of its abuses, and brave 
enough to unite in the effort to overthrow their own party for the 
good of the country, who yet hesitate, in view of the uncertainty and 
responsibility attaching to the next step. 
cept and co-operate with the democratic party as the instrument for 
inaugurating the system of measures which good government de- 
mands. 
that an improvement in the public service and reform in the methods 
of administration cannot be guaranteed by a mere change of party 
relations, by bringing the democratic party into the administration 
from which the other party has been expelled, with the same system 
at work, with the same amount of patronage, subject to the same 
tendencies, with the same control over its vast machinery, and ad- 
dicted, as they charge, in the past periods of its power, to the same 
use of the patronage in its hands. 

Sir, whether this apprehension be well-founded or not, there is one 
consideration touching this subject which should not be overlooked. 
It practically gives up the demand of the people for a reform in their 
Government. It isa virtual abandonment of the struggle. 
it may be possible or probable that the change of party may not in- 
sure this reform, it is unquestionably certain that no change at all 
will end all hope of reform. Sir, it is utterly impossible that the re- 
forms desired can be effected by continuing in power the party whose 
debasement of the civil service of the country and corruption of its 
administration is the thing to be reformed. 
VIOUS, 
the predominating influence, the strongest principle of the political 
organization which controls the Government, while the counteracting 
element of purity and reform is weak and subordinate. 

If this be so, if the controlling spirits of a party organization be 
those who represent its worst tendency, if they are the men of ac- 
tion and resolution, aggressive and dominant; while those who rep- 


resent the other element are passive and inactive, acquiescent and | 


submissive, it is utterly impossible that such an organization should 
reform itself by its own inherent and self-evolving energy; as im- 
possible as it is for an insane mind to restore its own reason by its 
own will. In addition to this, the suecess of this party at the polls 
will of itself give immunity to the corrupt practices which are the 
subject of such universal condemnation. If the people of this coun- 
try, at the ballot-box, in view of the great evils complained of, in 
view of the issue made against the present Administration and the 
bold acceptance of that issue by the Cincinnati convention, decide or 
indicate their feeling that they have other objects paramount to that 
of reform, such action is equivalent to a ratification of the existing 


system in all its enormity and closes all opportunity for overthrow- | 


ing it. Tosay,then,that by a change we have no assurance of a better 
state of things, is the policy of despair, of abnegation. It is the sur- 
render of liberty to power which Webster and Calhoun contemplated 
with such pungent apprehension. 

On the other hand, if this great republican party with its imposing 


achievements of the past is hurled from power by the American peo- | 


ple on account of the abuses of its civil service, on account of the 
practice of using the patronage of the Government for the purpose of 
consolidating party strength and controlling elections, such a defeat 
for such a cause will of itself inflict an incurable, if not a mortal, 
wound upon this pernicious system. It will of itself give tothe suc- 
cessors in power a practical warning of a like fate if they pursue a 
like policy. These will come in holding their newly acquired power 
under a tenure of office, which tenure is an abstinence from the courses 
of their predecessors. 

I do not overlook or undervalue the declarations of the republican 
candidate for the Presidency. I believe they are sincere. I applaud 
the sentiments and honor the author. But their significance must be 
measured, not by what he is willing to promise as a candidate, but 
by what he will be permitted to perform as a President. Sir, rarely 
in history have we seen the man who has the courage and resolution 
to put down the exacting tyranny of his own party, to impose upon 


it the impress of his own will, to infuse into it a higher life and say | 


to the selfish and ambitious politicians who had chosen him as their 
tool, “ Behold your master.” 

The character and fixed policy of the party of which he has con- 
sented to be the representative, the influences which are now com- 
bined in his support, are in direct opposition to those declarations. 
While these promises of the candidate are held out to the ear, the Ad- 
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They are reluctant to ac- | 


For though | 


And the reason is ob- | 
This result arises from the fact that such vicious tendency is | 
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| ministration which supports him itself is in every moment of its ex- 
istence breaking them to the hope. While the republican candidate 
| declares that there shall be no appointment as a reward for party 
service and no removals for party disservice, the Administration is 
eliminating from its own organization every element of reform that 
has by the mutations of appointment found its way there. 

But there is an avenue of reform, available and effective, which a 
change of parties will open. One of the greatest sources of the abuse 
of patronage and the corruption of administration is to be found in 
| the enormous revenues and expenditures of Government, making nec- 
| essary this extravagant number of officers and agents to collect this 
revenue and dispense these expenditures. A system of retrenchment 
and reform, cutting down the revenues and expenditures to the most 
economical needs of the Government, would at once deprive the Ex- 
ecutive of a large percentage of this patronage. To that policy the 
democratic party is not only pledged, but it has signalized its past 
administrations by a faithful adherence thereto, as a comparison of 
democratic administrations with that of the party now in power will 
abundantly demonstrate. 

Sir, the objections which the people of this country have hitherto 
had to the re-ascendency of the democratic party have never grown 


| out of its administration of the fiscal concerns of this Government. 
Their objection to such a course is based on the apprehension | 


They are based upon its use of the powers of this Government for 
what was supposed to be the maintenance of the interests of the 
slave-holding sections of the country. All the lawless usurpations 
and misuse of powers of government charged against the democratic 
party have reference to those subjects and to those alone. Upon all 
other subjects, and in all other interests, when the democratic party 
surrendered the Government into the hands of their opponents, it 
was, in the langnage of one of its most eminent men, without a stain 
upon its honor, matchless in its splendor, incalculable in its strength, 
the wonder and admiration of the world. The power which the na- 
tion showed in the great civil conflict, its resources of men and mate- 
rial, its vast appliances, manufacturing, mechanical, and commercial, 
were but the rich harvesting of a period of sixty years under demo- 
cratic rule out of seventy of the country’s existence. 

But, sir, there are other influences still more controlling which ob- 
struct the tendencies of the people to change their administration 
of government. One of them is the apprehension of a large class of 
voters that the presidential election involves not merely questions 
of administrative reform but political principles of vital importance 
tothe country. They believe that the great social and political trans- 
formations in the South which have resulted from the war of secession 
should be guaranteed a successful and peaceful working undisturbed 
by adverse influences. And they fearin the advent of the democratic 


| party to power an intluence unfavorable and dangerous to their 
| stability and permanence. 


These misgivings, based upon their esti- 
mate of the past career and purposes of the democratic party, are 
strengthened by the fact to which they point, that the people of the 
South are unived against the party which established the new order 
of things and in support of the party which opposed it, thus threat- 
ening the re-establishment of that southern sectional domination so 
repugnant to the sentiment and the purposes of the northern people. 
They therefore are not prepared, for the sake of correcting the dis- 
orders of administration, to peril the newly established condition of 
things by placing it in the hands of those who were originally in- 
imical to its institution. 

Without questioning the sincere acquiescence of the democratic party 
in the changes wrought by the constitutional amendments, they do not 
| regard that party as sufficiently identified in its views and purposes 
with the objects of those amendments to guard them against the dan- 
gers of reactionary movements. They consider the supervision and 
intervention of the Federal authority as necessary to the exercise and 
protection of the rights which these amendments guarantee to the 
newly enfranchised race at the South, and that should the democratic 
party succeed, this necessary supervision will be withdrawn. 

I have attempted, Mr. Chairman, tostate these views fully in order 
| that the southern people, the people whom I in part represent here, 
shall be fully apprised of the precise character and force of the pub- 
lic opinion which bears upon their present condition and their future 
destiny. I shall endeavor as a representative of the South to appre- 
ciate the value of these grave apprehensions. In doing so I shall 
speak as one who feels that he represents in part a people who even 
| in their desolation are no unimportant element in the national life ; 
who have accepted with manly sincerity the changes which the war 

has brought; who know that they have the confidence of the country 
to regain, but who are assured that, with a fuller and truer know!- 
edge of their condition, their motives, and their purposes, to which it 
is our duty here to contribute they can claim and will receive, that 
restored trust and affection which can alone bind the great sections 
of this Republic in the unity of the spirit and in the bonds of peace— 
that peace which in these days of miserable discord almost passeth 
the understanding. 

I believe the apprehension growing out of the united southern sup- 
port of the democratic party is wholly unfounded and should not 
stand in the way of the aspirations of a great people for progress and 
reform in their Government. The idea that the South under any 
combination of parties will ever again obtain the control of this 
giant Republic and wield its destinies against the will of its mighty 
| people is of all ideas the most visionary and haseless, 


| 
| 
j 
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Sir, if such an idea has any effect whatever with the North, nosuch 
hallucination inflames the imagination of the South. The southern 
people are a prostrate people. They have been defeated in war, and 
they have been made to know and feel that the sacrifices, the humil- 
iation, and helplessness of defeat are theirs; while the North have 
reaped the rich results of a victorious war, and have interfused them 
into the very elements of the national life and constitution. Their 
institutions, political and social, have been destroyed as completely as 
if an earthquake had overwhelmed them; their agricultural industries 
are disorganized ; their fertile soil sterilized by an all-devouring taxa- 
tion; their educational institutions languishing ; their population im- 
poverished and so inferior in numbers asto place them in every depart- 
ment of the Government in such a hopeless minority that, so far from 
ruling the interests of other sections, they are impotent to protect a 
single interest or right of their own. 

Sir, even if such a dream were in their mind, the occasion for it is 
gone, The conflicts inthe past grew out of questions connected with 
slavery, its area, and the maintenance of its constitutional right, 
its political privileges, and its property interests. These questions 
have been eliminated from the problem of American politics, and 
with them have gone all the passions and antagonisms to which they 
gave rise. Noris there any influence or incident connected with their 
present condition which makes them not fully homogeneous with the 
whole American people; nor anything, except harsh and ungracious 
administration, to prevent their sympathy and identity with the in- 
terest and destiny of the American nation. She feels that she must 
be either part of the nation or its province; must be part of the Gov- 
ernment or held in duress under it. With her people national patriot- 
ism is a philosophy, a moral and political necessity. To obey the 
laws of their country and to recognize its authority over themselves 
and their society as a mere matter of force and compulsion and fear, 
would be, as they well know, degrading to their character. As south- 
ern men, they know that to keep up the high moral standard of a 
high-spirited people obedience must emanate from patriotic love and 
not from ignoble fear. Their very sectionalism, which has hitherto 
tended to insulation, now identifies them with the national life and 
makes them cultivate that wider and broader patriotism which is co- 
extensive with the Union. They have no aspirations not bounded by 
the horizon of that Union, no purpose adverse to the national in- 
stinets, no scheme that looks to the disturbance of the elective fran- 
chise as it exists in the Constitution. 

In acting unitedly with the democratic party they are simply obey- 
ing the imperative law of self-preservation. It is not that they de- 
sire to reverse the policy of this Government as fixed and fertified in 
the fundamental law by the victorious forces of the Union, but sim- 
ply because they desire to escape from the practical grievances and 


sufferings which the hostile and oppressive policy of the republican 
party brings upon them. 

No, sir; the great constituency of a democratic administration, as 
must be seen by consulting the statistics of population, will be na- 


tional, and not sectional. The President will be a citizen of the 
State of New York. The Vice-President will come from the mighty 
West. The public sentiment which will be brought to bear upon its 
conduct of public affairs will come from that quarter in which the 
physical and political power of the country so overwhelmingly pre- 
ponderates, that which is the seat of population, commerce, the me- 
chanie arts, and all scientific and material development. All the 
South can hope for is such an influence as moral and intellectual ele- 
vation will give her Representatives and a representative share of 
the benetits and responsibilities of the common Government, accord- 
ing to the measure of her resources and population. 

Equally unfounded, I think, sir, is the apprehension that the re- 
sults of the war as embodied in the Constitution are unsafe in the 
hands of the democratic party. Whatever may be the future ad- 
ministration of this country, freedom, citizenship, and suffrage are 
established institutions, embodied in the fundamental law, recog- 
nized in all statutes, Federal and State, enforced by courts, accepted 
and acted on by the people. To say that these conditions will be 
periled by trusting them to the party which opposed their original 
establishment, is to contradict the philosophy of history; and if 
acted upon would in every free government keep the administration 
of its affairs always in the hands of one single party. There has not 
been a single great measure in the constitutional history of England, 
not a single great reform which after its establishment by one party 
was not in the course of time, and a very short period, placed in the 
hands of the party originally opposed to it. Repeated instances 
might be given; indeed no instance to the contrary can be found. 
The repeal of the corn laws, the great measures for law reform, the 
more recent measures of parliamentary reform which brought En- 
gland to the verge of revolution and came near sweeping from the 
English constitution the House of Lords, where the tery party had 
its greatest strength, have by the suffrages of the English people 
over and over again been placed in the hands of that tory party 
with perfect confidence of security. Indeed it is considered the very 
highest policy, after securing reforms adopted and pushed by the 
party of progress, to mature and consolidate them by placing them 
in the hands of the party of conservation and opposition. The demo- 
cratic party, when these measures were proposed, stood by the in- 
violability of the Constitution and opposed them on that account. 
But this very principle of devotion to the Constitution, which forced 
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that party into opposition, makes them now the safest custodians of 
those very innovations which by the vote of the people have become 
established parts of the Constitution itself. 

Now, sir, is there anything in the relation of the democratic party, 
to this subject, or its creed, or its past conduct which would justify 
any such apprehension? Its reluctance to adopt the measure referred 
to has simply been a little later than that of the republican party. 
Its advocacy of slavery and al! its incidents, its pledges to the exer- 
cise of the powers of government for its protection where it existed, 
was simply maintained for a short period after its republican oppo- 
nents changed their policy. 

Events have galloped upon this subject and both parties have 
been more or less the subjects of prodigious revolutions of sentiment. 
It was but ashort time since, in 1261, that a republican House of 
Representatives by a large majority adopted resolutions in favor of 
the enforcement of the fugitive-slave provision of the Constitution 
and called upon the States to enact laws for remanding all fugitive 
slaves to their condition of servitude. It was but a few days prior 
to the publication of the proclamation of emancipation that the 
illustrious author of that historical document declared in a pnblic let- 
ter that he would be in favor of establishing slavery if the doing so 
would save the Union. It was but a short time previous to the in- 
corporation of these great amendments into our Constitution that 
State after State in the North by overwhelming popular majorities 
recorded what seemed to be an intlexible hostility to granting to this 
newly emancipated race any of the rights of citizenship. As late as 
1865 the most distinguished war governors of the North were un- 
equivocally opposed to the policy of incorporating the four millions of 
emancipated slaves into the political system of the country and in- 
vesting them with citizenship and the right of voting. 

I will next address myself to the objection that the accession to 
power of the democratic party will suspend the habitual surpervision 
by national authority over the conduct of affairs in the Southern 
States, and that such a suspension of that supervision and interven- 
tion will involve great peril to the enjoyment of the newly acquired 
rights of the race recently enfranchised in the South; and that the 


republican party, with all its misconduct and misgovernment, is still 


an evil necessary to be endured for another presidential term in 
order to secure these rights and the conditions upon which they are 
based. 

Sir, I ask a patient, charitable consideration of the reply which it 
is ny duty as a southern Representative to make on this subject. 
I think, sir, if gentlemen will accompany me into an examination 
of the causes which produced the present condition of things in the 
South, they will find that it does not grow out of any natural or 
necessary conflict of race or any desire to abridge the rights, politi 
cal or personal, of any class of American citizens. 

The tirst to which I would call attention is the sudden incorpora- 
tion into the political system of the South of an element, not only in 
congruous with the political habitudes of our people and to the estab- 
lished conditions of their old society, but impossible except through 
time and education to be raised to that level of ordinary citizenship 
to which a century’s training of freedom has elevated the white citi- 
zen of the country. The magnitude alone of this new element, 
4,000,000 of people made citizens, 800,000 of them voters, made such 
in the twinkling of an eye, was of itself sufficient to shock and shat- 
ter the political order of any community on earth. 

Mr. Chairman, but a short time since when it was proposed to ad- 
mit the distant and sparsely settled Territory of New Mexico into our 
Federal community of States, the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] who addressed the House to-day so impress- 
ively and so earnestly, objected strenuously to the measure upon the 
ground that that feeble population of 120,000 inhabitants, largely 
composed of Mexicans and Indians, because they could not read or 
speak the English language, was disqualified to exercise the priv- 
ileges of citizenship, and should not therefore be admitted into the 
community of American States. 

Mr. HOAR. My point was that a community made up of such peo- 
ple ought not to be admitted as a State; not that the individual 
should not be allowed to exercise the rights of citizenship. 

Mr. LAMAR. Did the gentleman understand me as saying that? 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman used the phrase that such persons were 
disfranchised or should be disfranchised from exercising the rights 
of citizenship. 

Mr. LAMAR. No, sir; the gentleman puts into my mouth a word 
which I did not use. 

Mr. HOAR. I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. LAMAR. I repeat my proposition, The gentleman’s ground, 
as I understood, was that a body of that sort composed of people 
speaking the Spanish language (not because they spoke that lan 
guage, but because they could not read or write the English) was as 
a body unfit and disqualified, or rather unqualified, to discharge the 
duties of American citizenship, and therefore as a community sli 
not be admitted into our Federal system. 

Sir, but the other day a distinguished Senator from the Pacitic 
coast made a most striking protest against the further immigration 
of Chinese into the community there, and still more recently both 
parties seemed to be vying with each other as to which should go 
furthest in preventing this admixture of the Mongolian race with 
ours. To illustrate the disturbing force of this measure, let us sup 
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pose that in the six New England States and the States of New York 
and New Jersey, whose population corresponds most nearly to that 
of our Southern States, in one night 4,000,000 of unaccustomed, incon- 
gruous population, such as Mexicans and Chinese, should be incor- 
porated into the political system of those Commonwealths, and by 
some paramount powcr outside of those States should be so compacted 
together as to gain control of all the departments of their govern- 
ment, of all the offices, all the institutions, State and municipal—in 
« word, invested with the entire sovereignty of their body-politic, I 
usk you would not the repose of society be disturbed ; would not all 
assurance of law, of healthful industry, of business arrangements and 
investments—would not all confidence give way to dismay and per- 
plexity, to restless fears, wild passions, and bloody scenes? Why, 
sir, the more splendid their political civilization, the more complex 
their system of laws, and the more perfectly adjusted their social and 
economic forces, and the higher the moral tone of their society, the 
more hideous would be the ruin and the more refined the agony of the 
people subjected to such a catastrophe. 

But the case as supposed is not as strong as the case which actually 
occurred in the Southern States. The 4,000,000 of people who by 
a scratch of the pen were made citizens and crushed into our politi- 
cal system, the 800,000 voters and office-holders and legislators and 
magistrates, had just emerged from the immemorial condition of slaves. 

This fearful experiment was regarded by thinking men all over the 
world with the profoundest concern and misgiving. It was viewed 
with disfavor by a large majority even of the republican party. Its 
most able and its most extreme leaders looked upon it as committing 
society to the sway of ignorance, servility, corruption, and tyranny ; 
and such was their sentiment until the conflict of the republican party 
with President Johnson and one other cause, which I shall notice be- 
fore I close, seemed to sweep away every consideration of reason and 
justice. In 1865, the year in which there was in the South certain 
legislation which has been the subject of much denunciation of the 
South and the occasion and excuse for the oppressive and humiliat- 
ing methods which have been applied to her people—I say in that year 
Mr. O. P. MorTON in a message to the Legislature of Indiana used 
the following language : 

Tt is a fact so manifest that it should not be called in question by any that 4 
peapte who are just emerging from the barbarism of slavery are not qualified to 

vecome a part of our political system and take pen not only in the government of 
themselves and their neighbors, but of the whole United States. 

So far from believing that negro suffrage is a remedy for all of our national ills, I 
doubt whether it is a remedy for any, and rather believe that its enforcement by 
Congress would be more likely to subject the negro to a merciless persecution than 
to confer upon him any substantial benefit. 

By some it is thought that suffrage is already cheap enough in this country ; and 
the immediate transfer of more than half a willion men from the bonds of slavery, 
with all the ignorance and the degradation upon them which the slavery of gener- 
ations upon southern fields has produced, would be a declaration to the world that 
the exercise of American suffrage involves no intellectual or moral qualifications, 
and that there is no difference between an American freeman and an American 
slave which may not be removed by a mere act of Congress. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask that the gentleman’s time may be ex- 
tended, hoping that the same courtesy may be granted when the 
other side shall ask to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the gentleman’s time 
will be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, sir, in a speech which this gentleman made in 
Indiana before these people became invested with any political rights 
here is his language: 

I believe that in the case of four million slaves just freed from bon there 
should be a period of probation and preparation before they are brought to the exer- 
cise of political power. * * * Whatis their condition’ Perhaps not one in five 
hundred—I might say one in a thousand—can read, and perhaps not one in five 
hundred is worth $5 in property of any kind. 

Now, sir, notice the language of Mr. MorTON in the following sen- 
tences: 

Can you conceive that a body of men, white or black, who have been in this con- 
dition, and their ancestors before them, are qualified to be immediately lifted from 
their present state into the full exercise of power, not only to = themselves 
and their neighbors, but to take part in the government of the United States? 
Can they be regarded as intelligent and independent voters? The mere state of 
facts furnishes the answer to the question. * * * Tosaythat such men—and it 
is no fault of theirs; it is simply a misfortune and a crime of this nation—to say 
that such men just emerged from slavery are qualified for the exercise of political 
power is to make the strongest pro-slavery argument I ever heard. It is to pay 
the highest compliment to the institation of slavery. 


Then he goes on with his objections to clothing these people with 
the rights of citizenship and suffrage. Says he: 

The right to vote carries with it the right to hold office. You cannot say that 
= negro has a natural right to vote, but that he must vote only for white men for 
othee. 

Then, after demonstrating that point, he makes this conclusion: 


Tf you enfranchise all the negroes in these States you will have at least twenty 
negro votes to one white vote, and in the work of reconstructing the States of South 
Carolina, Alabama, and Florida you will have a larger pregernn—-oeee thirty 
colored votes to one white. Now, I ask you, what is to be the effectof that? The 
first effect will be, you will have colored State governments. 


After going into a long argument to prove this fact he reaches this 
conclusion : 


They will have colored governors and colored members of Congress and Senators 
and judges of the Supreme Oouri, &c. Very well; and suppose they do send col- 
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ored Senators and Representatives to Congress; T have no doubt vou will find men 
in the North who will be willing to sit beside them and will not think themselves 
degraded by so doing. I have nothing to say to this. I am simply discussing the 
political effect of it. In every State where there is a colored State government, a 
negro for governor and a negro for supreme judge, white emigration will cease. 
there will be no more white emigration to any such State. You cannot find the 
most ardent anti-slavery man in Wayne County who will go and locate in a State 
that has a colored State government. 

Now, sir, why ascribe to the conduct of the people of the South this 
exclusion of emigration when here is predicted beforehand the result 
of the state of things which have occurred? Here is his conclusion : 

I submit, then, however clearly and strongly we may admit the natural right of 
the negro—I submit it to the intelligence of the people that colored State govern 
ments are not desirable ; that they will bring about results that are not to be hoped 
for; that finally they would threaten to bring about, and I believe would result in, 
a war of races. 

Those are his predictions in 1865. Now what is hisremedy? Here 
it is: 

If I had the power I would arrange it in this way: I would give these men a 
probation and preparation ; I would give them time to acquire a little property and 
get a little education ; time to learn something about the simplest forms of business 
and prepare themselves for the exercise of political power. 


Well, sir, that looks amiable and friendly toward these men. But 
why put them under this syste of probation? For the benefit of 
the race? In order to elevate them? That is not the motive which 
upon that occasion he declared. Here is what he says: 

At the end of ten, fifteen, or twenty years— 

Sir, that time has not elapsed. What would he do at the end of 
ten, fifteen, or twenty years? 

At the end of ten, fifteen, or twenty years let them come into the enjoyment of 
their political rights. 

Why then? 

By that time these States will have been so completely filled up by emigration 
from the North and from Europe that the negroes will be in a permanent minority. 

There is his devotion to the colored race! Keep them ten, fifteen, 
or twenty years ont of the enjoyment of their political rights, until 
under the intluence of immigration the negroes shall be in a perma- 
nent minority! 

Mr. GARFIELD. At what time of the year was that speech deliv 
ered ? 

Mr. LAMAR. September 29, 1865. 

Why would they be in a permanent minority ? 

Because the negroes have no emigration, nothing but the natural increase; while 
we— 

He actually identifies himself with the whites of the South. 

A MemMBER. He was a white-liner then. 

Mr. LAMAR. He goes here further than the white-liners— 

While we have emigration from all the world and natural increase besides. 


He would put them under probation and keep them out of their 
rights, as he calls them, ten or fifteen or twenty years; by which 
time they will be in a permanent minority, and there will be no dan- 
ger of a war of races, because they cannot elect their own people. 

Thus by postponing the thing— 

Said he— 
only to such times as the negroes are qualitied to enjoy political rights, the dan. 
gers I have been considering would hove fully passed away. Their influence 
would no longer be dangerous in the manner I have indicated, and a conflict of 
races would not be more likely to happen than it now is in Massachusetts. In 
Massachusetts the negroes have exercised political rights for twenty-five years, 
and yet there has been no disturbance there, no conflictof races? Why? Because 
the negroes have been in the minority. 

I ask, sir, to append the continnous extract to my remarks and one 
also from Governor Andrew, of Massachusetts. 

Now, sir, if this terrible prospect struck this distinguished states- 
man in Indiana with such alarming effect, what must have been the 
shock to the people of the South upon whom the thunderbolt fell? 
If he foresaw this terrible avalanche and warned the ay of In- 
diana who were beyond its destructive sweep, what must have been 
the appalled feeling, sir, of the southern society upon whom it was 
to be let loose? Such was his advice in Indiana. Now suppose him 
to be in the South; take Mr. Morton from his gubernatorial chair in 
Indiana and put him in 1865 among the people of the South, and what 
would have been his advice? What in point of fact was his advice 
to the people of the South? What was the thing the people of the 
South were called upon to do at that time by this distinguished gen- 
tleman from the North as well as by a distinguished governor of Massa- 
chusetts whose views I ask permission to print with my remarks? 
His advice was: “ You must not admit these people into the political 
system of this Government; they are not qualified to vote; they must 
not take part in the government of themselves or the government of 
their neighbors or any participation in the Federal Government of 
this country; and to keep it from them you “aust fix upon them a sys- 
tem of probation which will hold them down and keep them out of 
your political system until they are in a permanent minority.” 

That being his advice, is it strange, I repeat, that the people of the 
South just returned from the war, all their society in ruins, full of 
wretchedness and disappointment, this race emancipated lying upon 
their plantations, neither slave nor citizen and without any indication 
of the natienal sentiment that they were to become citizens ; in dis- 
order, without law—for the slave laws were abolished and they were 
at that time not within the provisions of the civil code which applied 
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to the white race—is it strange, sir, that in improvising legislation 
which under this terrible pressure, this appalling calamity, these be- 
wildering changes, which have followed one upon the other with 
such rapidity—is it strange that that system should have some of the 
incidents of the old system ? 

Sir, is it to be arrayed against them until the end of time as an evi- 
dence on their part of a purpose to remand that people to the servi- 
tude of slavery? Measure these people by what the sentiment was 
at that time, and not by standards you have erected at this time. 
it was not a systemwhich was well advised or well executed, for, sir, 
it was repealed by the Legislatures which passed it the very moment 
the public sentiment of the South could reach those whodid pass it. 

It is worthy of special attention that Governor MORTON predicts 


the results of this policy which have actually followed its adoption. | 


If, sir, that policy furnishes an adequate and inevitable cause of these 
disorders which he beforehand said it would do, why now seek to at- 
tribute them, when they come, to a different cause ? Why send inves- 


and rebellious purposes of the whites? 

This policy, so repugnant to Mr. Morton’s sentiment and view of 
public interest, so suggestive of the alarming results which have act- 
nally ensued, could not possibly have been less unacceptable to the 
southern people. With no prejudice against the negro, they regarded 
this clothing of him with the awful powers of government as expos- 
ing their society to the wildest disorder. But when the policy was 
fastenéd upon them they knew that they had a more tremendous 
stake in its well-working than any other people; they knew that the 
attempt to reverse or obstruct it would be ruinous; and they set to 
work with an earnestness for which I know they do not get credit to 
adjust their ruptured relations to the new order of things, and give 
it a free, fair, and successful development. 
a development. There were agencies at the South of which Mr. Mor- 
ron took no note and which it is difficult from his stand-point to ap- 
preciate. Underneath the ruins of our political and social order we 
had uninjured the old civil institutions of Anglican and American 
liberty, the principles of the old common law, the mother of freedom 
and popular government and that Anglo-Saxon race of which we 
hear so much, so indestructible and invincible, accustomed to the 
handling of these institutions and trained in the discharge of the high 
duties of representative government. 

True, we had those 4,000,000 blacks, just emerged, as Mr. MORTON 
would say, from the barbarism of slavery, now free and invested with 
citizenship, suffrage, and eligibility to political power. But though 
a distinct it was not an antagonistic element. Harmony, friend- 
ship, and confidence existed between these two races. Indescribable 
sympathies, old memories, kindly services mutually rendered, ties of 
childhood, of youth, of manhood, days of labor, days of battle, nights 


of watching, nights of anguish, had so intertwined the lives of that | 
generation of southern men and women, white and black, that at | 


the close of the war there was scarce a black man, woman, or child 
who did not have some endearing relation with a white man, woman, 
or child and was not also the object of a reciprocal attachment. 

Under the operation of these benign intluences, these friendly re- 
lations, and the workings of local self-government, there was a well- 
founded hope that society at the South might be reconstituted, even 
though it would have to be done with the disjecta membra of the old 
broken-up system. There was one difficulty in the way. The conflict 
between the republican party and Mr. Johnson began. I do not wish 
to say anything against his memory; but his championship, or seem- 
ing championship, of the South seemed to me more damaging than 
his hostility had been. 

The result of that conflict was that the Federal Government as- 
sumed, as a political necessity, the exclusive prerogative of recon- 
structing government inthe South. The policy of reconstruction ex- 
cluded the white race (on account of its suspected disloyalty) as the 
basis of the new order. But as the black race was considered as in- 
conpetent to manage the new structures built for them, military 
power, for the first time in the history of the American Government, 
was employed as the force to put and keep in operation the machin- 
ery of civil government. I do not propose to discuss this policy, but 
ee to call special attention to one feature of it. All the measures 
in the furtherance of that policy, the Freedmar.’s Bureau, which cut 
all connection of the two races sheer asunder, whose agents and 
officers were made judges to try and punish offenses by the whites 
against the rights of freedmen, without jury or the right of judicial 
appeal; the act dividing the South without reference to State lines 
into military districts, and vesting the power of appointing all civil 
officers in a commanding general; the acts for restoring civil govern- 
ments, were all based upon this one idea of protecting the enfranchised 
black race against the wrongs anticipated from the disfranchised 
white race; and, as a matter of fact, therefore, this reconstruction 
legislation as conceived and enforced actually arrayed the two races 
into distinct and opposing classes, and drew the color-line as dis- 
tinetly and perfectly as if such race distinction had been enjoined 
in the Constitution. The very first principle of government your 
new-made citizens saw in operation was the principle of race discrimi- 
nation. The very first lesson in civil government which they learned 
was the proscription of the white race as an object of political dis- 
trust and resentment. 

The strange spectacle of these two races locally intermingled, bound 
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together by the strongest ties of interest and affection, yet as com- 
pletely separated politically as if a deep gulf had sunk between them: 
the passions incident to party contests in which the contestants dif- 
fer not in conviction, but in rare, and now charged as one of the 
heavy items against the South, find their authorship and origin in the 
legislation of the Government and the action of its agents. One mo- 
ment’s consideration wi!l convince any fair mind of this. The meas- 
ures devised for the sole benefit, protection, and ascendency of one 
race will surely command the support of that race; and if the same 
policy disfranchises the other race, hurls it from its proud tradition 
into a condition rife with all the elements of humiliation, and de- 
prives it even of its ancient guarantees against the oppression of ar- 
bitrary power, the inevitable effect is perforce to drive that race into 
opposition to those measures. Thus, I repeat by a policy which drew 
one race to its support and drove the other into opposition, the sepa- 
ration of the two was produced without the voluntary agency of 





| either and against the natural tendencies of both. 
tigating committees to the South to charge them upon the murderous | 


The report of every investigating committee sent to the South con- 
firms this; for, sir, the South has been subjected to an ordeal that 
no other community in the world has ever been subjected to. It has 
been uveovered and subjected to a microscopic investigation into all 
the details of its society. I hold in my hand a report made by Messrs. 
Hoar, FRYE, and WHEELER, in which, speaking of the state of 
things in Louisiana, one of the causes there mentioned is the fact 


| that the Administration party is made up by massing together al- 
| most entirely the black vote with a few whites, largely from other 


| States. 


It might have bad such | 
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These few whites largely from other States are a class of 
men who came as agents of the Freedman’s Burean, thence transferred 
to the military department, from which they were carried over by 
the bayonet to the reconstructed civil government. And there 
they have been maintained by the power of the Federal Government 
ever since, gorging themselves with the spoils of that plundered 
people until recently their grasp upon our throats has been broken 
by the protecting force of an enlightened public sentiment at the 
North and West. It is not my purpose to describe the character of 
the governments which resulted from this policy. I call attention 
simply to two principles they embodied. Gibbon, in his history of 
Rome, speaking of Egypt, says that the most absurd and oppressive 
system of government that can be conceived of is that which subjects 
the natives of a country to the domination of its own slaves. John 
Stuart Mill, in his work on representative government, says that a 
government administered by rulers responsible to the governed may 
be a good government according to the character of the constituency 
which it represents; but that a government administered by rulers 
who are not respousible to the people of the government, but to some 
other community or power, is one of the worst conceivable systems 
of government; and, sir, these hideous structures in the South were 
a composite of those two vicious systems. The people there were 
subjected to the domination of our former slaves; we were ruled over 
by men not responsible to the people governed, but to the Federal 
Government. Governor Chamberlain and Governor Kellogg come 
here to make their reports, and to get their instructions, and they 
neither think nor care for the people of Louisiana or South Carolina. 


| No man has ever had the temerity, since I have been here, to defend 


or apologize for these governments. 
timonies as to their character. 

Now, sir, but a short time ago a great cry was raised that the elec- 
tions of Louisiana were carried by intimidation and fraud and vio- 
lence and by organized murder, and a subcommittee was sent to 
Louisiana for the purpose of investigating and bringing before this 
body what had occurred in that State. Well, the committee went, 
and they came back with a report. It was composed of two republi- 
cans and one democrat. I see attached to the report the name of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [| Mr. FosTer,] who addressed the House on 
the other day. His name was the first in the order of signatures to 
the report, and I presume he presented it. Here are his statements 
in relation to the condition of things in Louisiana. After speaking 
of one of the parishes that were taken as samples of these intimida- 
tions, taken by republicans, and selected as the worst cases that 
could be brought before the committee, Mr. FOSTER says: 

It so happens that that parish was taken as a samovle parish of intimidation. 
Many witnesses from both parties we.e examined in reterence to it; they show be 
yond question that there was a free, full, fair, and peaceable election and registra 
tion there. There was no evidence of any intimidation of voters practiced on the 
day of election, although ® was asserted that intimidation of colored men before 
election had been effected by threats of refusal to employ them, or discharge them, 
if they voted the republican ticket. No evidence, either of discharge or of refusal 
to employ, was prentaced Certain witnesses, themselves every one office-holders, 
testitied generally to such action ; but hardly any one was able to specify a single 
instance in which he heard of any employer so threatening or discharging any 
voter, or knew of any employé being so threatened or discharged. Not one single 
colored man throughout the entire parish was produced to testify, either to such a 
threat or to the execution of sucha purpose, whether before or after the election 


I shall cite only republican tes- 


“Upon the general subject of the state of affairs in the South, and 
as to whether the alleged wrongs to colored citizens for political of- 
fenses are real or were asserted without due foundation,” he says: 


Asa whole, they are constrained to say that the intention charged is net borne 
out by the facts before us. No general intimidation of republican voters was es 
tablished ; nocolored man was produced who had been threatened or assaulted by 
any conservative because of political opinion, or diseharged from employment, or 
refused employment. Of all those who testified to intimidation there was hardly 
any one who of his own knowledge could specify a reliable instance of such acts 
and of the white men who were produced to testify generally upon such subjects 
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very nearly all, if not every single one, was the holder of an office. Throughout 
the rural districts of the State the number of white republicans is very few; it 
hardly extends beyond those holding office and those connectea with them. No 
witness, we believe, succeeded in naming, in any parish, five republicans who sup- 
ported the Kellogg government who were not themselves office-holders or related 
to office-holders or those having oflicial employment. 

But that is not all. He testifies in this report that there was intim- 
idation, that there was fraud, that there was murder committed for 
the purpose of carrying the elections; not that it was practiced by 
democrats on republicans, but by republicans upon democrats ; that 
the black men who wished to vote the democratic ticket were the sub- 
jects of intimidation. I read further: 

On the other hand, it was in evidence that blacks who sought to act with the 
conservative party were on their part sometimes exposed to enmity and abuse. In 
the interior, one colored man was shot for making a conservative speech; and in 
New Orleans, it appeared from the testimony that colored men who sought to co- 
operate with the conservatives were subject to so much abuse from the police, and 
otherwise, that an association of lawyers volunteered to protect them, but with little 
otfect. 

That was not the only kind of intimidation, but that was an intim- 
idation which of all others does more to keep down the public spirit 
of a people and to strike down the spirit of liberty, the spirit of inde- 
pendence in which our insfitutions were founded. I call special at- 
tention to it, for it is well for the country to know the appliances that 
have been, and may be again, used to bring about a foredetermined 
result. 

I read again: 

On the other hand, applications to the United States commissioners in the various 
parishes, not only for alleged crimes, but because of alleged threats of discharge, 
non-employment, or other interference with political preference, were frequent. 
Upon these affidavits warrants were often issued, and white citizens arrested and 
bound over for trial. In many localities the Federal troops were detained for serv- 
ice under the marshals and assistant marshals, and not only made large arrests 
immediately before the election, but the reports that they were coming to particu- 
lar neighborhoods about the clection time for the purpose of such arrests served, 
as the conservatives claimed, to intimidate, and sometimes even to produce a stam- 


pede among the white voters. 

I want the House to recollect that this is the testimony and report 
of a committee of whom a majority were republicans. 

“That served to intimidate and produce a stampede among the 
white voters.” Sir, I have seen two hundred good, plain men mount 
their horses and ride out of town without depositing their votes for 
fear of just such persecution, 

But that is not all; he goes on to tell that there was a perfect des- 
potism over that people, eating up all their substance by exorbitant 
taxation, taxing their real estate in the city of New Orleans up to a 
point beyond the rents and in some of the rural districts 8 per cent., 
and he quotes approvingly as an indication of the government there 
that the political power vested in the governor of the State was such 
as isscarcely exercised by any sovereign in the world. But the gentle- 
man from Ohio in his last speech said that in this report he told some 
truths that bore heavily upon his own party. I was astounded at that 
declaration. 

What! Does it bear heavily upon his party to report that a peo- 
ple charged with fraud, intimidation, and murder are not guilty? 
Does it bear hardly upen the republican party to prove that there is 
no such state of lawlessness and intimidation among a people who 
are writhing under all the oppression which corruption can invent 
and tyranny inflict? Is it a condition of republican success that the 
country should be told that there is murder and intimidation, and 
that if they are not there the trath which states the opposite bears 
hardly upon his party? Mighty God! Isit true that that is the nu- 
triment upon which the party must live? 

Sir, it did strike his party with amazement at the time, and another 
subcommittee, a thing which I never knew of before, went down to 
revise and review his action. They came back and reported some 
things which the gentleman did not report, some things which did 
not bear so heavily upon the party. It is due to them to say that 
upon the searching investigation which they made they came back 
and said that there was an organized system of violence and murder 
there for the purpose of intimidating voters and carrying elections 
and for the purpose of remanding these blacks into a condition some- 
thing akin to their former servitude. 

But the gentleman from Ohio would not yield to that ; that would 
not suit him. He made another counter-report, and said: 

We cannot agree to the report made to the committee by Messrs. Hoar, Frys, 


and WHeELER. All laws inimical to the colored people of Louisiana, referred to 
in their report, have been repealed for years. 


And he goes on to state that— 
In the absence of any direct evidence that the late election was not free and fair, 


the assumption by the minority that enough colored voters were therefore pre- 
vented from voting to change the result of the election throughout the State is an 
assumption so violent as not to be received. 

But even this report of Messrs. Hoar, Frye, and WHEELER con- 
tains admissions almost as startling as the statements of Mr. Foster, 
and shows a state of things which, without resorting to any theory 
of bloody conspiracies, would produce disorders and violence among 
the most virtuous people on earth. 

In the State of Louisiana there is a governor in office who owes his seat to the in- 
terference of the national power, which has recognized his title to his office, not 
by reason of any legal ascertainment of the fact by legal process, but has based its 
interference upon the illegal order of a judge. 

Here is what Mr. Hoar says about it. 


en ) He says, in the State of 
Louisiana there is a governor in office. 


Remember that this is the 
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governor who has the power of a monarch, according to the testi- 
mony of a Federal judge now there. 

How did it recognize it? If the governor owes his place to the in- 
terference of the national authority and that authority has not as- 
certained it by legal process, how did the national authority ascertain 
it and upon what did it base its interference? Mr. Hoar says it 
based its action “solely on the illegal order of a judge.” The judge 
who issued that illegal order, upon which the national authority 
based its action and interference, was driven to resignation by the 
fear of impending impeachment. But there sits that governor, who 
was put there by the national authority upon that illegal order, rul- 
ing that people with a scepter mightier than that of a monarch. 

So much for the executive. How about the Legislature? Says 
Mr. Hoar: 


In the same State there is a Legislature, one branch of which derives its author 
ity partly from the same order. 

What! The Legislature gets its authority from the same illegal or- 
der? Yes, sir; one branch of it does from the same illegal order. How 
about the other branch. Let Mr. Hoar answer: 


The other being organized by a majority who have been established in power by 
another interference of the national Government, and which majority derives its 
title, not from any legal ascertainment of the fact, bat from the certificate of a re- 
turning board which has misconceived and exceeded its legal authority. 


Therefore, at the time that report was made every branch of that 
government exhibited to the American people the spectacle of an ex- 
ecutive ofticer put there by national authority based upon an illegal 
order, one branch of the Legislature owing its authority to the same 
illegal order and the other branch having a majority based upon an- 
other illegal order. Ilegality imbedded in illegality, and upon the 
whole a colossal despotism crushing down the rights and interests of 
that people. 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] al- 
low me to ask him if he thinks he has fairly stated the conclusions of 
my report upon the point to which he has referred ? 

Mr. LAMAR. Upon that particular point? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. LAMAR. I think I have. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think so. 

Mr. LAMAR. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOAR. The report which the gentleman does me the honor to 
quote from states that, in the opinion of those who signed it, Gov- 
ernor Kellogg had a majority of the legal votes of the people of Lon- 
isiana; but that any ascertainment of the legal result by legal evi- 
dence was prevented by the frauds of his political opponents, who 
had so manipulated and treated the registrations and the returns— 
had finally carried them off, I think—as to deprive them of any legal 
authority whatever. Thereupon the judge of the United States 
court, misconceiving or usurping his power—I do not undertake to 
say wWhich—ordered Mr. Kellogg to be put in office, and on that order 
the United States executive officer based his interference. 

Now, the committee found, first, that Governor Kellogg was the 
lawfully-chosen governor of the State of Louisiana by all the evi- 
dence they could get at; second, that his political opponents had by 
fraud destroyed the returns or their legal value—that they had done 
wrong to that extent; third, that the judge was unjustified in his 
order and the executive was without justitication in relying on that 
order as authority for interfering. That is the statement of the re- 
port. Iagree that the gentleman from Mississippi has the right to 
cite my report as evidence of gross misconduct on the part of repub- 
lican officials in the State of Louisiana. I donot agree that he ought 
to cite my remarks as admissions against my own party unless he 
quotes the conclusions with which they were necessarily connected. 

Mr. LAMAR. I think I can appeal to the recollection of all pres- 
ent that I said the gentleman in his report did say that there was in- 
timidation and fraud and murder, and that the elections were carried 
by those appliances. 

Mr. HOAR. I also said that in my judgment Governor Kellogg 
was lawfully elected. 

Mr. LAMAR. I have not time to wrestle with the gentleman on 
that point; but I think if he will examine the report he will find its 
statement to be that the result could not be ascertained, but that in 
his opinion Mr. Kellogg received the majority of votes. Now I think 
I have the right to receive the gentleman’s admissions and reject his 
conclusions, especially when I give him the opportunity, which I am 
always glad to do, to interpolate into my remarks any explanation be 
may please. + a 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman is perfectly at liberty to receive my 
admissions and reject my conclusions. I think, however, that he 
should not state the admissions without the other. 

Mr. LAMAR. I will allow the gentleman always to state for him- 
self his own propositions and conclusions, and I have yielded the floor 
to him for that purpose in order that they might not be unfairly 
stated in passing through the medium of my brain. 

Mr. HOAR. I thank the gentleman for the very great courtesy 
with which he has allowed me to do so; and I say to him that I made 
this interruption of his eloquent and interesting speech with very 
great reluctance. 

Mr. LAMAR. Now, sir, as to the character of the government 
there we have the gentleman’s acknowledgment; and I riterate that 
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it is not I, but the gentleman, who calls upon the American people 
to note the fact. 

The American people are now brought face to face with this condition of things. 

Then he goes on to show that the governor there owes his author- 
ity to the interference of the national power, not by the ascertain- 
ment of legal process, but by an illegal order of a judge, and that 
both the other departments of the government rest upon the same 
illegal basis. As to his opinion that the election was carried one 
way or the other, that is a mere matter of opinion ; but when he him- 
self proclaims voluntarily that the whole superstructure of executive 
and fegislative power in that State is based upon the interference of 
the national authority, and that interference resting upon illegal 
orders, I think it is doing no injustice to him, nor to his conclusions, 
to hold that statement yp before an astonished people. 

The gentleman’s report presents the state of things in Louisiana 
very graphically, and with telling effect against that people I admit. 
1 do not think he rightly conceived their condition. He staid but 
a short time, and failed to note some of the most important clements 
of society there. He has concentrated his attention upon two classes: 
One the slaveholders, who are not the largest part of the white 
population, and the other the blacks. He overlooks that teeming 
population of non-slaveholders, the super-best race of men in the 
world, Thereis no order of men superior to those who were the non- 
slaveholders of the South. They were freemen and freeholders; 
free-soilers in the true sense of the term; for they worked their own 
land and reared families economical, independent, and virtuous; and 
they constitute one of the strongest forces of southern society at this 
time; yet the gentleman takes no note of them in his analysis of 
southern society. 

What does the gentleman say about the character of this govern- 
ment that thus rests upon illegal intervention? 

One fact is that there has been great maladministration by republican officials; 
there has been much dishonesty, much corruption in State and local adminis- 
tration in Louisiana. For this the republican party, especially under Warmoth's 
rule, are largely responsible, although in numerous instances their opponents have 
been equally to blame. 

Again he says: 

We do not overlook the causes which tend to excite deep feelings of discontent 
in the white native population of Louisiana. There has been great maladministra- 
tion; public funds have been wasted, public credit impaired, and taxation is heavy. 

What are these admissions? Tllegal governments based upon in- 
terference of the national authority; maladministration, dishonesty, 
corruption, waste of public fands—which means embezzlement and 
the misappropriation of public moncy—loss of public credit. This 
is the despotism under which everything that is precious and beau- 
tiful and oly in that State is withering and dying. 

I have other testimony. The President of the United States in his 
last annual message said not a word upon the subject of the disorders 
of the South; for, sir, this cry of disorder, intimidation, and violence 
always comes up in this Hall and in this Federal metropolis just be- 
fore an election when it is to be carried or just after an election 
when it is to be set aside. In the interim everything is quiet and 
orderly. But the President in his annual message before the last, 
speaking of these people in the South where these disorders occur, 
uses the following language : 

I sympathize with their prostrate condition and would do all in my power to re- 
lieve them, acknowledging that in some instances they have had most trying gov- 
ernments to live under and very oppressive ones in the way of taxation for nomi- 
nal improvements, not giving benetits equal to the hardships imposed. 


Sir, take the features of that statement. What are they? Oppressive 
governments, burdens of taxation, and prostrate people. What greater 
woe can there be than this? What more accursed fate can befall a 
people than such a government as Mr. Hoar describes, illegal in its 
every department, marked by maladministration, and reeking with 
dishonesty and corruption; or, as Mr. Foster describes it, an infa- 
mous despotism, consuming all the resources of a people? Where, I 
repeat, on earth or in what age of the world have you not had vio- 
lence and turbulence where a people are prostrated by the burdens of 
Sem government, and tortured and impoverished by taxation ? 
Where have you ever seen orderly, quiet, and peaceable citizens whose 
governors are lawless felons, whose ministerial officers are forgers and 
thieves, and their magistrates scoundrels? 

And, sir, when this prostrate people writhing in their agony turn 
over and jostle these rickety establishments that would fall down of 
their own rot if let alone, when, as is almost inevitable, disorders 
occur, the national authority is called upon, the Federal Executive is 
invoked—for what? To protect the prostrate people against these 
illegal, dishonest, corrupt, and oppressive governments? No; but 
to protect and maintain these governments and to hold the people 
down in quiet submission to them! Whatapolicy! This great Fed- 
eral Government powerless for the protection of the people against 
oppressions of local government, but omnipotent to maintain those 
governments and enforce their oppressions. 

Now, sir, I have read all this testimony with reluctanec. My pur- 
pose has been to show that ample cause exists for these troubles in 
the South without attributing them to a spirit of cruel vindictive- 
ness, or wild, restless, unlawful ambition on the part of southern 
whites. I have appealed to this evidence of earnest, leading repub- 
licans that the a en enfranchisement of 800,000 slaves threatened 
the very evils which have come upon us. I do not arraign your policy. 
Its attempted reversal now would lead to a shock and ruin even worse 
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than that which has resulted from its establishment. All we ask in 
common justice to the South is that you will reflect and act upon the 
fact that the governments you contrived have by your own testimony 
proved to you and to the world their utter incompetence to solve 
peaceably and prosperously a problem the difficulty of which we do 
notdeny. When you point me to acts of violence I acknowledge and 
deplore them. But ILask you, who has governed the States where this 
violence occurs for the last ten years? Have we? Who have taxed 
us, controlled our Legislatures, filled our courts, received the patrou 
age of the Federal Government, ruled over us at home and represented 
us here? 

Sir, you cannot by Federal and military intervention preserve those 
governments without trampling out the liberties of whole Common- 
wealths, because those governments are in detiance of that highest 
and most sacred of all constitutions, the law of nature. God had so 
identified the interests of these two races by the necessities of climate 
and labor and old associations that time would soon have re-adjusted 
their new relations. It is not yet too late for such an adjustment. 
You have given the black race the most delicate, the most dangerous, 
as well as the most sacred of all privileges. Let that privilege be 
maintained inviolably. But give him real freedom, and do not make 
him the Janizary of party tyranny. Allow that race to learn what 
you have learned in New England and carried with you into that new 
empire of the West which your energy has created, that moral worth, 
intelligence and industry and wealth are the true foundations of a 
people’s happiness and liberty, no matter what their color. Let it no 
longer rely upon Federal bayonets. They inspire a contempt for law 
and disqualify for self-government. 

Sir, this race problem is capable of solution. Two English states- 
men such as Lord Derby and Eari Russell, or Mr. Gladstone and Mr. 
Disraeli, could agree upon a basis of settlement in three days; and 
we could do the same here but for the interposition of the passions 
of party in the contest for the power and emoluments of government. 
It could be settled in this District and throughout the South without 
abridging universal suffrage or subjecting either race to the control 
of the other. Take the question out of national politics and it can be 
settled on a basis which would consolidate all the rights of the black 
man, make him free and equal with every citizen before the law, pre- 
tected in the fruits of his labor, safe in his person, happy in his hous« 
hold, secure in the enjoyment of whatever he can in fair competition 
achieve, whether it be of fortune or fame, and thus secure to him a 
higher and better life than he now leads as the misguided and de 
luded constituency of dishonest office-holders. 

I have not intended to intimate that the capacity of the black race 
for freedom and the duties of citizenship should be determined by the 
considerations which I presented. Whe freedom of this race, its citi- 
zenship, have not had a fair opportunity for favorable development 
at the South. Controlled through the authority of the Government 
by the worst men as they have been, it wonld be unjust to them to 
form any estimate of their capacity to meet the demands of their high 
position by the events of the last ten years. 

Sir, we know that one great cause of the jealousy with which the 
southern people are regarded is the fact that they stand between the 
ambition of a party and the glittering prizes of honor and emolu 
ments and patronage which the control of the Government for an 
other four years will give. I believe, sir, if they could do so consist 
ently with their constitutional obligations, our people would will 
ingly stand aloof and let the northern people settle the question of 
President for themselves, upon the condition that there shall be no 
further intervention in their local affairs. But, sir, they cannot ab 
negate their rights and duties as American citizens and impose on 
themselves a sullen and inactive incivicism. They must go forward 
and keep abreast with American progress and American destiny, and 
take their share of the responsibility in the settlement of the ques 
tions in which all parts of the country are alike interested. 

But it is asked why we are united in support of the democratic 
party. Acelebrated author in his work on political ethics says that 
in the history of all free countries there is no instance of a people be- 
ing unanimous in sentiment and action, unless they were made so by 
the imminence of some great and common peril or by the inspiration 
of some enthusiastic sentiment. 

The people of the South are not moved by the latter. Even if the 
events of the war and the sufferings since the war had not, as they 
have done, crushed out all their party attachments, nearly one. half 
the people of the Sonth have no attachment to the democratic party, 
and in acting with it for the time being, they only obey, as I said be- 
fore, the imperious law of self-preservation. 

The motive which prompts their co-operation is not the expecta 
tion of filling cabinets and directing policies, but simply to get an 
administration which will not be unfriendly to them, an administra 
tion which in place of the appliances of force, subjugation, and dom- 
ination, will give them amnesty, restoration to the privileges of 
American citizenship ; which will accord totheirStates the same equal 
rights with other States in this Union; equality of consideration, 
equality of authority and jurisdiction over their own affairs; equal 
ity, sir, in exemption from the domination of their elections by the 
bayonet and by soldiers as the irresistible instruments of a revolting 
local despotism. Give them that, give them local self-government, 
and you will then see at last what will be the dawn of prosperity in 
all the industries and enterprises of the North; you will see, sir, a 
true southern renaissance, a real grand reconstruction of the South iu 
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all the elements of social order, strength, justice, and equality of all 
her people. Rising from her confusion and distress, rejoicing in her 
newly-recovered liberty, prosperous, free, great, her sons and daugh- 
ters of every race happy in her smile, she will greet your benignant 
Republic in the words of the inspired poet— 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Thy gentleness hath made me great. 


[ Applause. } 


APPENDIX. 
{Extracts from the speoch of Hon. 0. P. Morton, at Richmond, Indiana, Septem- 
ber 29, 1865. ] 
NEGROES UNFIT TO VOTE. 


I believe that in the case of 4,000,000 slaves just freed from bondage there should 
be a period of probation and preparation before they are brought to the exercise 
of political power. * * * What is their condition! Perhaps not one in five 
hundred—I might say one in a thousand—can read, and perhaps not one in five 
hundred is worth $5 in property of any kind. * * * Can you conceive that 
a body of men, white or black, who have been in this condition, and their ances- 
tors before them, are qualified to be immediately lifted from their present state into 
the fall exercise of political power, not only to govern themselves and their neigh- 
bora, but to take part in the Government of the United States? Can they be re- 
garded as intelligent and independent voters? The mere state of facts furnishes 
the answer to the question. * * * To say that such men—and it is no fault 
of theirs; it is simply a misfortune and a crime of this nation—to say that such 
men, just emerged from slavery, are qualified for the exercise of political power is 
to make the strongest pro-slavery argument I ever heard. It is to pay the highest 
compliment to the institution of slavery. 


THE RIGHT TO VOTE INVOLVES THE RIGHT TO HOLD OFFICE. 


The right to vote carries with it the right to hold office. You cannot say that the 
negro has anatural right to vote, but that he must vote only for white men for 
office. The right to vote carries with it the right to be voted for. When that 
right is conferred, you can make no discrimination, no distinction against the right 
to hold office; and the right to vote in a State carries with it the right to vote for 
President and members of Congress and for all Federal officers. The right of 
suffrage being conferred in South Carolina, for State purposes, under our Constitu- 
tion, as I have before pointed out, carries with it the right to vote for President 
and Vice-President and members of Congress. 


COLORED STATE GOVERNMENTS THE RESULT. 


If you enfranchise all the negroes in these States you will have at least twonty 
negre votes toone white vote, andin fhe work of reconstructing the States of South 
Carolina, Alabama, and Florida you will have a larger proportion—perhaps thirty 
colored votes to one white. Now, I ask you, what is to the the effect of that? The 
first effect will be, you will have colored Stete governments. Under such a condi- 
tion of things the negro would no more vote for a white man than you up here 
would vote fora black man. They would no more elect a white man than you 
would elect a black man. Human nature is the same, whether in a white or col- 
ored skin. There could be nothing that would confer more pleasure upon a man 
of that race, of course, than the elevation to political power of a man of his own 
race and color. Having secured power, they would retort upon us that which we 
have so steadily practiced upon them. If yon give them the vote they will elect 
men of their own color, and we would have no right to blame them. We would 
rather think badly of them if they did pot. I would ask you if the negroes of 
Hayti, or any other place where they are in a majority, have ever elected a white 
man to office? Under Mr. Sumner's plan you will give them an overwhelming 
majority in every one of these States, and you will gife them the political power 
of the South. 

That they will exercise this power by electing men of their own color is abso- 
lutely certain. Believing that buman nature is the same under different complex- 
ions, that the negroes are not differently constituted from ourselves, and that they 
have like passions with ns, we cannot doubt how this power will be exercised. 
Some will say that it is all right; if they can find eskeeed men qualified, all right. 
There are enough colored men of education in the North to go to the South and 
fill every office there, and I have no doubt they stand ready todo it. Here we deny 
to them almost every right except that of mere personal liberty ; and it is soin Illi- 
nois and many other northern Stétes; and when you present to them the prospect 
of holding the highest offices in the gift of the people of the Southern States, rest 
assured they will embrace it. They will have colored governors and colored Mem- 
bers of Congress, and Senatora, and judges of the Supreme Court, &c. Very well; 
and suppose they do send colored Senators and Representatives to Congress, I have 
no doubt you will find men in the North who will be willing to sit beside them and 
will not think themselves degraded by dving so. I have nothing to say to this. I 
am simply discussing the political effect of it. In every State where there is a col- 
ored State government, a negro for governor, and a negro for supreme judge, white 
emigration will cease; there will be no more white emigration to any such State. 
You cannot find the most ardent anti-slavery man in Wayne County who will go 
and locate in a State that has a colored State government. You will absolutely 
shut off at once and effectually all emigration from the northern States, and from 
Europe, too, whenever that event shall happen. Thus they will remain perma- 
nently colored States in the South. The white men who are now there would re- 
move from them ; they would not remain under such dominion. 


EFFECT OF THEIR ENFRANCHISEMENT; A NEGRO BALANCE OF POWER. 


Very well, say some; that is all very well if we can get the negroes to go there. 
But let me say that the colored States would be a balance of power in this country. 
1 ask, is it desirable to have a colored State government! I say it is not; it is 
not for many reasons. One reason is that ouch States would perpetually consti- 
tute a balance of power. They would be held bound by that stringent tie that 
ever held men together: the tie of color and race, the tie of a down-trodden and 
despised race. As 300,000 slaveholdera by a common tie were able to govern this 
nation for a long time, so 4,000,000 people, bound together by a much stronger tie, 
dospised by the whole world as they have been, would constantly vote and act 
together ; and their united vote would constitute a balance of power that might 
control the government of this nation. 

I submit, then, however clearly and strongly we may admit the natural right of 
the negro—I submit it to the intelligence of the people that colored State govern- 
ments are not desirable; that they will bring about results that are not to be hoped 
for; that finally they would threaten to bring about and, I believe, would result 
in a war of races. 

THE SOLUTION OF THE DIFFICULTY. 


Now the question turns up, how can this be avoided? If I had the power I 
would arrange it in this way: I would give these men a period of probation and 
preparation ; I would give them time to acquire a little property and get a little 
education ; time to learn something about the simplest forms of business and pre- 
pare themselves for the exercise of political power. At the end of ten, fifteen, or 
twenty years, let them come into the enjoyment of their political rights. By that 
time these States will have been so completely filled up by emigration from the 
North and from Europe that the negroes will be in a permanent minority. Why? 


RECORD—HOUSE. AUGUST 2, 


Becanse the negroes have no emigration, nothing but the natural increase, while 
we have emigration from all the world and natural increase besides. Thus, by 
ostponing the thing only to such times as the negroes are qualitied to enjoy polit 
ical rights, the dangers I have been considering would have fally passed away, 
their influence would no longer be dangerous in the manner I have indicated, and 
a contlict of races would not be more likely to happen than it now is in Massachu 
setts. In Massachusetts the negroes have exercised political rights for twenty-tive 
years, and yet there has been no disturbance there, no conflict of races. Why! 
Because the negroes have been in the minority. 


{Extract from Governor Andrew's valedictory address. | 


Governor Andrew, of Massachusetts, in his valedictory address delivered on 5th 
January, 1866, speaking of the basis of reconstruction in the South, uses the follow 
ing language : 

“It may be asked: Why not demand the suffrage for colored men, in season for 
their vote in the business of re-organization? My answer is, I assume that the col 
ored men are in favor of those measures which the Union needs to have adopted. 
But it would be idle to re-organize those States by the colored vote. If the popular 
vote of the white race is not to be had in favor of the guarantees justly required, 
then I am in favor of holding on just where we now are. Lam not in favor of a 
surrender of the present rights of the Union to a struggle between a white minor- 
ity, aided by the freedmen on the one hand, against a majority of the white race on 
the other. I would not consent, having rescued those States by arms from seces 
sidu and rebellion, te turn them over to anarchy and chaos.” 

In urging the necessity of securing the participation of the whites, under a gen- 
eral amnesty, in the control of the new governments, he says: 

“T only know that we ought to demand, and to secure, the co-operation of the 
strongest and ablest minds and natural leaders of “tr inthe South. If wecan 
not gain their support of the just measures needful for the work of safe re-organi 
zation, re-organization will be delusive and full of danger. 

“Why not try them? They are the most hopeful subjects to deal with, in the 
very nature of the case. They have the brain and the experience and the educa 
tion to enable them tounderstand the exigences of the present situation. They 
have the courage, as weil as the skill, to lead the people in the direction their judg 
ments point, in spite of their own and the popular prejudice. Weaker men, those 
of less experience, who have less hold on the public confidence, are comparatively 

»owerless. Is it consistent with reason and our knowledge of human nature to 

slieve the masses of southern men able to face about, to turn their backs on those 
they have trusted and followed, and to adopt the lead of those who have no mag 
netic hold on their hearts or minds? Re-organization in the South demands the aid 
of men of great moral courage, who can renounce their own past opinions and do 
it boldly; who can comprehend what the work is and what are the logical conse- 
quences of the new situation; men who have interests urging them to rise to the 
height of the occasion. They are net the strong men, from whom weak, vacillat 
ing counsels come; nor are they the great men, from whom come counsels born of 
a ory and follies, having their root in an institution they know to be dead and 
vuried beyond the hope of resurrection.” 


Mr. GARFIELD obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. COOK, who moved the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore hav 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. CLYMER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the Union generally, and particularly a bill (H. 
R. No. 2592) to transfer the conduct of Indian affairs from the Inte- 
rior Department to the War Department, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GOODE. Irise to a question of privilege. The CONGRESSIONAL. 
RECORD which contains the proceedings of last Saturday represents 
me as having applied for and obtained an indefinite leave of absence. 
That is a mistake, as I did not apply for or obtain any such leave of 
absence. It would be an immaterial matter but for reference made 
to it for party puposes in certain public prints of the country. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The correction will be made in the 
Journal and in the Recorb. 


OSAGE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. GOODIN. Iask by unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of Osage 
ceded lands in Kansas to actual settlers, returned from the Senate 
with amendments, in order that they may be non-concurred in and 
a committee of conference requested. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.CONGER. I do not object to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kansas, if it is agreed that the amendments shall be printed in 
the Recorp. 

Mr. GOODIN. The amendments of the Senate are all printed in 
this morning’s RECORD, where they can be seen. I move that the 
amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GOODIN. I now move that a committee of conference be re- 
quested on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as managers of said confer- 
ence on the part of the House, Mr. Goopin, Mr. Lanz, and Mr. Mc- 
DILL. 

Mr. COX. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN REILLY. I move the following as an amendment to the 
motion to adjourn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns it be until eleven o'clock a. m. to-mor 
row, and that thereafter and until the close of the present session that bour be 
the regular hour of meeting; and that the hour between eleven and twelve be as 


signed first to the consideration of the pension bills on the Calendar, and next to 
receiving reports of committees, without considering the same. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That involves a change of the rules, 


and cannot be entertained. 
Mr. Cox’s motion was agreed to. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. WILL- 
1AM8, of Wisconsin, indefinitely. 
And then (at five o’clock and twenty-two minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


































PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pom were presented 
at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. CUTLER: Remonstrance of citizens of New Jersey against 
the licensing of prostitution in the District of Columbia by authority 
of Congress, to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of Benjamin Baker, late pri- 
vate Company C, Ninth Tennessee Cavalry, for a pension, to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 























IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, August 3, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the Uniged States 
to certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Committee on Naval Affairs, I believe, has a 
Senate bill relating to the same matter under consideration, and I 
move that this bill take that reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 24th ultimo, a statement 
of the aggregate number of civil officers employed in that Depart- 
ment from 1859 to 1875; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 



































PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MERRIMON. I present the memorial of W. W. Corcoran, M. W. 
Galt & Brothers, and many other citizens, business men, residing on 
Pennsylvaniaavenue, remonstrating against the passage of the amend- 
ment offered by Senator DorseEy,July 31, 1876, extending the time 
for repaving Pennsylvania avenue. The memorialists say that they 
have already suffered great damage by the present condition of the 
Avenue, and they are anxious that the paving shall be completed as 
soon as possible. I move the reference of this memorial to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask that by unanimous consent it be agreed that 
House bill No. 58 be taken up, and then I will give way until after 
reports are made. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the bounty bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course it is impossible to come to any conclu- 
sion on that bill in the morning hour. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not desire to interfere with morning business. I 
merely ask that the bill be taken up and then I will yield to morning 
business. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator wishes to have the bill considered in 
the morning hour, I understand? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California objects 
to the proposition of the Senator from Illinois. Reports of commit- 
tees are in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of the heirs of Daniel Spalding, deceased, have instructed me 
to report it back and ask to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation. It appears from an inspection of the papers that the claim is 
for contingent expenses, for clothing and equipments furnished by 
the ancestors of the petitioners during the war of 1812, and the com- 
mittee ask that the papers may be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 923) authorizing the appointment of Acting 
Passed Assistant Surgeon Francis V. Greene as surgeon and of Act- 
ing Passed Assistant eapeon Joseph J. Sowerby as assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 354) to give an American register to the 
steamboat Isabel, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 
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Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 22) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to carry 
the mails in their new iron steamships, to report it with an amend 
ment. 
as there is necessity for its speedy passage. 


ported, subject to objection. 


difficulty shall arise it may go over and we may look at it. 
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PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee on Post 


I desire the immediate consideration of the joint resolution, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The joint resolution will be re- 


The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 






Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very dangerous to act upon bills of this im- : 
ortance the very moment they are reported; but the Senator from ' 






Nevada says, and of course he is correct, that it is quite important 
that the action should be speedy. I have no objection to the bill 
being considered, subject to objection at any stage, so that if any 
There 







are one or two amendments I want to suggest. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes the Post- 
master-General to accept from the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 
for service in transporting the mails of the United States between : 
San Francisco and China, the steamships City of Sidney, City of New ' 
York, and City of San Francisco, the same being new iron American- 

+ 





built ships of more than three thousand tons register; these iron 

steamships to be substituted for the wooden side-wheel steamers now 

doing service under the act of Congress of February 7, 1865, they 

having been constructed in full with the requirements of said act ; 

but nothing contained in the joint resolution shall be construed as an 

indorsement of any claim now pending, or as a basis of any claim 

which may hereafter be preferred against the United States by the ' 
steamship company, growing out of any existing law or contract 

whatever, excepting the law of February 7, 1865. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads with an amendment in line 17, to strike out 
the word “existing ” before “law ;” so as to read: 

Thot nothing herein contained shall be construed as an indorsement of any claim 
now pending, or as a basis of any claim which may hereafter be preferred against 
the United States by said steamship company, growing out of any law or contract 
whatever, excepting the law of February 7, 1465, above referred to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have one or two amendments to suggest, and I 
have no donbt they will be entirely agreeable to the Senator from 
Nevada. In line 10 I move to strike out the word “the” and insert 
“any” after “for;” and to insert “lawfully” after “now” in that 
line ; so as to read: 

Said iron steamships to be substituted for any wooden side-wheel steamers now 
lawfully doing service under the act of Congress of February 6, 1865. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move in lines 12 and 13 to strike out all 
after the words “ eighteen hundred and sixty-five;” that is to strike 
out these words: 

The same having been constructed in full with the requirements of said act. 

That is a matter of fact that is quite unnecessary and it is not usual 
to put such a statement in a law, I believe. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In line 14 I move to strike out the words “an in 











































dorsement of” and insert “creating, reviving, or recognizing ;” so that 
it will read: 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed as creating, reviving, or recog- F 


nizing any claim now pending, or as a basis of any claim, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In line 181 move to strike out the word “ except- 
ing” and insert ‘‘except such as may lawfully exist under ;” so as to 
read: 

Growing out of any existing law or contract whatever, except such as may law- 
fully exist under the law of February 7, 1865, above referred to. 

It is the same idea the Senator had who dranghted the joint resolu- 
tion, and states it a little more fully. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so asto read: “A bill (S. No. 1021) allowing 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to carry the mails in their new 
iron steamships.” 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 1022) to provide for the tak- 
ing of testimony to be used in the General Land Office; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1023) for the relief of George H. Giddings, of 
Texas; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S.No, 1024) forthe relief of Henry M. Meade, 
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late paymaster inthe United States Navy ; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1025) to authorize the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to waive irregularities in declarations for pensions in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous censent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1026) for the issue of silver coin and to make 
a silver dollar a legal tender; which was read twice by its title, or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 23) in relation to the Hot Springs 
reservation, in the State of Arkansas; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. DORSEY. I move that the joint resolution (S.R.No.21) defining 
the meaning and intent of the act of June 11, 1870, entitled “An act 
in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in Arkansas,” which was 
introduced by me the day before yesterday, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to, 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (H. R. No. 2922) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make allowances for compensation to collectors of inter- 
nal revenue who went out of office prior to February 8, 1875, upon 
tinal settlements of their accounts was indefinitely postponed on the 
report of the Committee on Finance. Upon official information re- 
ceived by me this morning, I ask that this vote be reconsidered and 
the bill recommitted to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 


REPORT OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I rise to offer a resolution, and before I present it 
I wish to state one fact. It appears that by the act of March 3, 1875, 
provision was made for printing fifty copies of the summary report 
of the southern claims commission, that is, the list of claims that were 
rejected, twenty-five copies thereof for the use of the Senate and 
twenty-five for the use of the House. It seems that no provision was 
made in that act for giving to the southern claims commissioners 
themselves any copies of this report. My attention has been called 
to it by the commissioners. They think it but right and proper that 
at least five copies shall be given to them of the twenty-five, and I 
suppose there will be no objection on the part of the Senate to giv- 
ing them these tive copies, as they seem to be quite important for 
theiruse. At their request I have draughted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That whenever the twenty-five printed and bound copies of the sum- 
mary report of the commissioners of claims, ordered for the use of the Senate, are 
received by the Secretary of the Senate from the Publie Printer, he shall deliver 
tive copies thereof to the said Commissioners for their official use. 

I trust there will be no objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to move to take up the motion to recon- 
sider Senate bill No. 917, relating to the patent of Erastus T. Bussell, 
which I made yesterday; but if there are any further resolutions, of 
course they are entitled to precedence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa has not 
yielded the floor yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I supposed when a bill or a resolution was pessed 
the floor was empty for the moment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I sball not interfere with the Senator from Ver- 
mont. What I wished to propose to do was to take up House bill 
No. 3168, relating to partition of realestate in the District of Colum- 
bia. That bill the Senator from Vermont is familiar with; but I do 
not wish to interfere with him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Iowa would let me take 
up the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have a resolution to offer. There will be no ob- 
jection to it, I know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That being morning business takes 
precedence. 

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF ALLEN T. CAPERTON. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate pay from the pentingees fund of the 
Senate, upon the ee of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses, the expenditures made by the Sergeant-at-Arms on account of the death 


and burial of Hon. ALLEN T. CaperTon, late a Senator from the State of West Vir- 
ginia. 


HAMBURGH RIOTS. 
Mr. MORTON. Lask that the resolution I effered yesterday to print 
the President’s message relating to troubles in South Carolina be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. I thought it was until just now. 


AUGUST 38, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred, if there be 
no objection. 
SIGNAL SERVICE CORPS. 
Mr. SPENCER. I desire to call up and pass if possible during the 
morning hour a bill of general interest to which I do not think there 


; can be any objection. 1 move to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 


ate bill No. 731, to limit and fix the Signal Service. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like, before the bill is taken up, to 
know whether this service is required for the Signal Corps? 

Mr. SPENCER. The bill has been very strongly recommended }y 
the President of the United States, by the present and the late Se: 
retary of War, and by the Signa) Service itself, and also it is very 
strongly recommended by General Sherman, the General of the Army. 
The service has been emasculated by the sundry civil bill, and there 
will be no Signal Service unless this bill is passed. It is necessary in 
order to place the service on a permanent footing. There is a lony 
report accompanying the bill which can be read, if the Senator desires, 

Mr. MORTON. I think this matter will give rise to some debate. 
I should be glad to have the question of reconsideration proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDs] disposed of. 

Mr. SPENCER. This is a matter of general consequence to the 
country, and the matter that the Senator from Indiana speaks of is 
a local bill, entirely personal. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. LOGAN. If there is objection, of course I do not desire to say 
anything. 

Mr. SPENCER. My motion is pending. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely desire to say, in addition to what the Sena 
tor from Alabama has stated, that this matter of organizing the Sig- 
nal Service is a very important consideration. It does not affect the 
service so far as the Army is concerned, except that it puts it upon a 
basis where these officers cannot be taken away at the will and pleas- 
ure of anybody and assigned to other places after they have learne:| 
the duties of their office. The object of the bill is to establish the 
service upon a permanent basis, and it is a very important matter, | 
think, to the whole country. It does not change or affect the amount 
of money to be expended under the appropriation bill for thi, service. 
There are some amendments proposed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, which I suggested myself, in reference to the pay of these 
officers, cutting them down to infantry pay instead of cavalry pay, 
but so far as expenses are concerned the bill does not affect the gen 
eral cost of the service. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. McCREERY. The consideration of this bill having been ob- 
jected to, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question has not yet been sub- 
mitted to the Senate. The Senator from Alabama moves the present 
consideration of the bill he has named. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8S. No. 731) to limit and fix the 
Signal Service. It authorizes the President to appoint, as assistants 
to the Chief Signal Officer, two majors, six officers who shall have the 
rank and pay of captains mounted, six who shall have the rank and 
pay of first lientenants mounted, and six who shall have the rank 
and pay of second lieutenants mounted, or to detail as such assistants 
the said number of officers who shall have respectively the said rank 
and pay while so serving. 

Section 2 provides that the enlisted force shall be maintained as 
hitherto upon duty, and not to exceed one hundred and fifty ser- 
geants, thirty corporals, and three hundred privates; and the en- 
listed men of the Signal Service shall receive pay at the rates for 
merly fixed for enlisted men of the Signal Corps of the Army of sim 
ilar grades; but all acts or parts of acts relating to the duties of the 
Chief Signal Officer and the Signal Service shall remain in force. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs was 
to strike out the word “ mounted” in lines 5 and 8 and in lieu there- 
of insert “of infantry.” 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senate will understand that that amendment, 
instead of giving cavalry pay, gives infantry pay, which reduces the 
expenses as they exist. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Linquire whether this bill does not increase the 
expense of the Signal Service ? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My understanding is that in the sundry civil 
bill there was an appropriation for that service. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My impression is that this bill will increase 
the expense of that service and require an additional appropriation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not atall. The appropriation bill provides for the 
amount which shall be expended this year, and this bill does not af- 
fect that at all. These officers are paid in the Army and it is a part 
of the pay of the Army, and they are officers of the Army now. The 
effect of this amendment, as the Senator will see, is to reduce the pay 
of the officers from that of cavalry officers to that of infantry officers, 
which makes quite a difference so far as the pay is concerned. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator says that is the case, 1 have no 
objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

r. LOGAN. It does not now increase it; that is certain, because 
we cannot get any further appropriation, and I would not ask for any 
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myself. The appropriation is less for this year and this bill does not 
affect it either directly or indirectly. All that this bill does is to 
make the service permanent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and pdssed. 

ERASTUS T. BUSSELL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move as an act of justice to the 
gentleman whose patent matter was disposed of yesterday to take up | 
the motion to reconsider that I entered yesterday in order that the | 
matter may be now disposed of. I voted against the passage of the | 
bill, coming in late, because it appeared to me that it was not sufti- 
ciently guarded in respect of articles that might be manufactured 
during the period that this patent has expired since 1874 and down 
to the new extension. With an amendment which I propose to offer, | 
if it be reconsidered, to protect everybody who has manufactured ar- | 
ticles during that time and to use them afterward, I should be will- 
ing to vote for the bill. I move, therefore, to take up the motion to 
reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider | 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. No. 917) to 
enable Erastus T. Bussell, of Indianapolis, Indiana, to make applica- 
tion to the Commissioner of Patents for extension of letters-patent 
for a “combined rubber and spiral steel spring” was rejected. 

The motion to reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill was 
agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to reconsider the vote ordering the 
third reading of the bill, so that I may offer an amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to add at the end of the present pro- | 
viso the following words: 

Nor in respect of any article manufactured during said time, nor shall any right 
exist to prevent the use of any such article so manufactured during the said time. 

So that the proviso will read: 

Provided, That no damages shall be collected of any person for an infringement 
of said patent between the time of the expiration of said patent and the time of the 
renewal of the same, nor in respect of any article manufactured during said time, 
nor shall any right exist to prevent the use of any such article so manufactured 
during the said time. 





The word “during” in the print should be changed to“ between.” 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Vermont seems to be diverted 
fora moment. I suggest to him that that should be “after the ex- 
tension and before the renewal thereof.” 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Yes,it should be so changed according to the print. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will simply say to the Senator from New York 
and the Senator from Vermont that if they will reflect one moment 
they will see that nothing of that kind is necessary, because this ex- 
tension when granted by the Commissioner, if it shall be granted, 
does not relate back to the expiration of the patent, and from the 
expiration of the patent until the extension is issued anybody can 
manufacture and anybody can sell articles thus manufactured with- 
out this inventor having any rights whatever against such a person 
under the law as it now stands, without any proviso in the bill at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam not sure that that is not so as matter of 
law. I was talking about the sense of the amendment. If the amend- 
ment is necessary at all, it ought to inean something. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not dispute my friend’s law; I am too wise 
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for that. But I took it for granted that as there was a proviso in this 
bill of exactly this character, only that it was too narrow, the framer 
of the bill and the committee who reported it thought as a matter of 
precaution it was desirable to make an absolute and unquestioned 
security. Therefore my attention was only directed to perfecting the 
limitation contained in the proviso in the bill. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will say now in reference to this bill as well as 
other bills reported from the Committee on Patents that that has been 
put in the bills for the purpose of not arousing any objection in the 
Senate and thereby obstructing their passage; but any lawyer will 
see on reflection that it is not necessary, because when there is no 
patent no right can be gained by the inventor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there was a patent, and it is to be renewed, 
and it depends upon the date when the renewal takes effect. If this 
man is to be re-instated as of his former estate in the regular way, 
under the principles of the patent law, then the extension would 
operate all the time unless there be special words to prevent it; but 
there is no use in spending time upon it. Certainly the amendment 
will not do any harm. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I do not object to it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I voted against this bill yesterday on the general 
principle that the extension of patents is wrong. Iam told that this 
patentee is a very worthy gentleman and very poor. I have no doubt 
that is true, and I do not want by any vote of mine to do him injust- 
ice; but I think as a general rule it is entirely wron 


6 


that private individuals should suffer than the public generally suffer | 


by granting the extension of patent-rights. 

There is an admission in this bill that there have been springs man- 
ufactured by other parties than this gentleman, and precaution is 
taken to guard against the patentee having rights as against those 
parties so manufacturing; but you can see very readily how those 
parties may be damnitied by the passag> of this bill. In order to 


g, and it is better | 
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manufacture these articles after the expiration of the patent, they 
must necessarily have fitted themselves up for that purpose; they 
must have possessed themselves of the proper machinery, and may 
be engaged to-day in that business. You, therefore, by the extension 
of this patent stop these gentlemen, whoever they may be. I donot 
know that there is any such person; but I suppose that may be the 
case from the precaution that is taken to guard against any liability 
on their part. You at once render entirely useless all the capital 


| they may have invested in machinery, shops, &c., necessary to man- 


ufacture these springs after the expiration of this gentleman’s pat- 
ent. We may be doing this gentleman a favor, but we may be do- 
ing great injustice and injury to other gentlemen by the passage of 
this bill. I do not wish to do this gentleman any injustice, and I do 
not want by any act of mine to do any injury to other parties who 
have engaged in this business after the expiration of this gentleman’s 
patent. I therefore cannot vote for the bill. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I presume that the Senator from Delaware and 
myself will not disagree and that the Committee on Patents will not 
disagree with him in reference to the general rule which should be 
adopted in relation to the extensions of patents. I am opposed to 
any general extension of patents. I think they should not be ex 
tended except in some peculiar cases where great hardship has been 


| suffered by the inventor and where justice and right demand that his 


patent should be extended for the purpose of giving to him what the 
Constitution gives him. In this case I assure the Senator from Del 
aware that no injustice of the kind to which he alludes can possibly 
happen. The committee examined into that question, and they ascer 
tained that so far from any injustice being done to gentlemen who 
may have been engaged in manufacturing these articles there are 
none of those gentlemen who have not done great injustice to this 
inventor. They have been using his invention for years; they have 
been fighting him inthe courts; they have been preventing him from 


| getting any reward for his ingenuity, skill, labor, and time, and there 


are no manufacturers of these springs which have not been in exist 
ence for a long time infringing on the rights of this gentleman. 

Mr. SARGENT. Did the court sustain him ? = 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The courts sustained him in 1874. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


| of the Senator from Vermont. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID DE HAVEN. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 932, for the relief of David De Haven. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 932) for the relief 
of David De Haven was read the second time and considered as in 


was read 


| Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Captain 


De Haven, of Boonville, Missouri, of $50,000, in full payment and 
complete satisfaction of his claim against the Government of the 
United States for the steamboat Alonzo Child, of which he was for 
mer master and owner, and which boat was taken possession of by 
the officers of the Mississippi squadron, and used and appropriated 
for the benefit of the Government of the United States in the sum 
mer of 1862. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case read. 
That is quite a handsome little sum of money. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. Sar- 
GENT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, on the 21st of June: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the claim of Captain 
David De Haven, of the State of Missouri, for the loss of the steamer Alonzo Child 
beg leave to report that they have had the matter under consideration, and have 
carefully examined the evidence submitted in sppport of said claim and find the 
following facts fully established : 

About the month of April, 1261, Captain David De Haven, the claimant, was the 
master and owner of the steamer known as the Alonzo Child, which was at that 
time a regular passenger-packet plying on the Mississippi River between Saint 
Louis and New Orleans. That about the middle of the said month of April the 
said packet cleared the port of Saint Louis on her regular trip, arriving safely at 
New Orleans, where she remained a short time to take in her cargo, and then left 
that port under regular clearance-papers from the United States custom-house for 
the port of Saint Louis 

That when opposite Memphis, Tennessee, on her upward-bound trip, that city 
being then in the handsof the confederates, a shot was fired across the bow of the 
said steamer from one of the confederate batteries and Captain De Haven was 
directed to bring his boat ashore. There being no alternative but to obey this 
order, the captain ran his boat ashore and made a landing. 

As soon as this was accomplished his boat was boarded by a strong detachment 
of soldiers under one Captain Frank Hicks, the cargo discharged and contis 
| cated, and the beat retained by the said Captain Hicks and his command. 

Captain De Haven, finding himself completely in the power of the enemy, im 
mediately proceeded to the headquarters of General Pillow, and made every effort 
in his power to get his boat released and to be allowed to pass up the river. In 
this, however, he entirely failed, and thinking that if he remained with his boat 
and kept his own men on board of her he could the better protect her from injury, 

and hoping that an opportunity would be afforded him to escape, he made a request 
| to be permitted to remain with her, which was granted, ond his officers and men 
| remained with him on the boat until the confederates ran her into the Yazoo Rivet 
and blockaded her with rafts, so that she could not be got out, and then he left her, 
leaving two of his men on board of her to watch her, and to keep him advised of 
| any change that might take place, and with instructions, also, that should the 








Federal forces get possession of the river and recapture her, to inform them that it 
was his boat, and also the circumstances of her c ipture by the confederate forces. 
Captain De Haven, finding it useless to remain longer with his boat, with a view 
of getting beyond the confederate lines, and being himself in feeble health, went 
into the interior of the State, to Shelly Springs, where he remained a long time an 
invalid 
Some time in 1862, the Federals got possession of the Yazoo River, and found 
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this steamer lying at Yazoo City, with her cabin furniture undisturbed, bed and 
bedding sufficient to accommodate seventy-five men, and a cargo of yellow pine, 
consisting of about one hundred thousand feet, all of which, together with the 
boat, was taken possession of by the Mississippi squadron, under Admiral Porter, 
and the boat used in the naval service for nearly a year, when she was by them 
completely gutted, and her hull condemned and sold as a prize at Mound City, 
Illinois, and purchased by the Government. 

The farther fact appears that at the time that the Federal forces took possession 
of this boat, they were not only informed by the two men whom Captain De Haven 
had left on board of the boat that she was the property of Captain De Haven, and of 
the circumstances under which she was taken from him by the confederate forces, 
but that the chief engineer of the Mississippi squadron, who actually took possession 
of the boat, was well acquainted with Captain De Haven, had know him fora long 
time, and knew his boat, and as soon as they came in sight of the boat, told Admiral 
Porter that it was Captain De Haven's boat, the Alonzo Child, and that he knew 
him well, and that he was a loyal man. 

It further appears that as soon as Captain De Haven was informed of the fact 
that the Federals had got possession of his boat, he sent a message to General Mor- 
gan L. Smith, with whom he was acquainted, and who was then in command of a 
division of the Federal forces at Snyder's Bluffs, the point to which she had been 
taken after her recapture, that the Federal forces had got possession of his boat, 
the Alonzo Child, and requested him to protect his interests therein. 

It further appears that at the time the boat was taken possession of by the Fed- 
eral forces she was nearly new, and had cost Captain De Haven $85,000 in gold, 
and the chief engineer of the Mississippi squadron, to whom she was turned over, 
and by whom she was used, swears that she could not have been built short of 
$125,000. 

Captain De Haven was and is a resident of a loyal State, and his loyalty is es- 
tablished beyond question; and as to the merits of this case your committee are of 
the opinion that there can be no question. It is clearly proved that she was never 
employed in aid of the rebellion, by consent of her owner. On the contrary, her 
owner was @ loyal man, and so known to the Federal officers in charge of the expe- 
dition which made the capture, and also to the Government oflicer at the time of 
the sale of her hull. This boat was not a lawful prize when taken possession of by 
the Government, and no act of condemnation could make her so; and the report of 
the honorable Secretary of the Navy shows that they did not consider it as a prize, 
and did not so treat it. They took it into the naval service and kept it for about 
two years, and during nine months of the time used it in the service; then, after 
appropriating everything buat the hull, they had that sold and the proceeds distrib- 
uted; and in the list of published prizes it is expressly excluded, and reported as 
taken into the naval service. 

Your committee are, therefore, of opinion that it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to have immediately restored the boat to her owner, or, if the exigencies of 
the service required her impressment, the Government was as much bound to pay 
for her as though she had never been captured by the enemy, and had been taken 
possession of within the Federal lines on her way up the river to Saint Louis. 


The claimant, therefore, now stands as a claimant for the value of this boat, as 
thongh no such proceedings had been had. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend that Captain David De Haven be paid 
the sum of $50,000, in full for the steamer Alonzo Child, the proof being clear that 
that sum is a small estimate of its value, and report the accompanying bill with a 
recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy referred to in that report read. This seems to me to be 
rather an extraordinary proposition. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 1 will ask the committee from which this re- 
port comes whether any inquiry has been made at the Treasury De- 
partment for information concerning this claim ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; and we have here copies of the opinion 
of the Second Comptroller and of the Auditor recognizing the claim 
so far as the facts are concerned and the loyalty of the claimant, 
and stating that the only provision of law under which they could 
proceed was one authorizing a payment for property taken in the 
military service of the country ; and they state that that does not 
embrace the naval service; and on that, which might be considered 
a technicality, unquestionably a correct decision, and on that ground 
alone they rejected the claim for payment that was made there. 

Mr. CRAGIN. They had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. SARGENT. They held they had no jurisdiction of the case 
under the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. SARGENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
of the Navy read. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hold in my hand the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy, which is simply an extract from public documents showing 
that the schooner Alonzo Child was captured by the Mississippi squad- 
ron, taken to Springfield and taken into the naval service. This is a 
list of vessels captured and destroyed in violation of blockade or in 
battle, &e. 

Mr. LOGAN. What was the time of the capture? 

Mr. SARGENT. April, 1861. 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean by our forces. 

Mr. SARGENT. Jn 1862, at Yazoo City. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This report of the Secretary of the Navy, as it is 
called, seems to be a leaf cut out showing a table of vessels mentioned 
in a report of the Secretary of the Navy which I have sent for. The 
heading is as it here stands, “Statement of vessels captured and de- 
stroyed for violation of the blockade or in battle, &c., continued,” and 
among others is the Alonzo Child, captured by the Mississippi squad- 
ron, sent to Springfield, which I suppose is in Missouri, and taken 
into the naval service. This was 1862~63. Now the report of the 
committee shows that this vessel was eaptured by the confederates 
at the town of Memphis, Tennessee, in April, 1861, and that she re- 
mained in the possession of the confederate government, as we call 
it for short—the government of the rebellion—for about a year and a 
half, down to some time in 1862, when the Union forces recaptured her 
in the Yazoo River where the rebels had her fastened to keep her 
from being got away. 

I should like to ask my friend from California, who, I see, made 


Then they could not try it. 
They did not pass upon it for that reason. 
I should like to hear the report of the Secretary 
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this report, on what authority of law it is that he states that this 
was not a lawful capture by the United States forces when we seized 
the vessel and got her back? I had the impression that the law 
was 

Mr. SARGENT. I think I did not say in the report that it was 
unlawful for the American forces to recapture her. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I mean by “lawful capture” is a lawful 
captare jure belli, and that is one which changes the property and 
transfers the dominion from the government from which the capture 
was made into the government making the capture. 

Mr. SARGENT. My impression is that the Senator would hardly 
desire that I should assume to instruct him upon the law on that 
point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; but I asked him to explain to the Senate 
what is stated in the report. 

Mr. SARGENT. Unquestionably it is the law of nations, well set- 
tled and laid down by all the leading authorities and our own Supreme 
Court, that where a vessel or any other property or thing belonging 
to the citizens of one government has fallen into the possession of an 
enemy, on being recaptured by the forces of the nation friendly to 
the individual, it should be returned to him. I lay that down as a 
broad proposition and have proceeded on that theory in this report. 
I think I could show the Senate, if I had time, that that view is 
really sustained by the authorities. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is, then the Senator has got, probably, a 
pretty good ground for this report as far as I now understand him; but 
I certainly do not understand that to be the law. I ask the Senator tu 
let this bill go over until to-morrow that we may look into it. If he 
is right about his law, he has taken one great step in favor of this 
claimant undoubtedly; but if the law should turn out to be the 
other way and it is only by special statute that a return is made 
after the enemy has had firm possession, as I believe they call it, that 
is, for twenty-four hours, then of course this was a lawful prize 
when the United States took possession of it again and the right of 
the individual owner was entirely gone when the confederates had 
captured her and kept her for twenty-four hours. If the Senator is 
right about the law, then the case certainly would fall within a 
class that deserves consideration. I do not know particularly about 
its merits, and the only thing that struck me in the report was that 
question of prize or international law—the law of capture. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hold in my hand a memorandum of a report of 
the Second Comptroller in the case of the Anglo-American and Saint 
Charles presenting a claim for vessels taken by the Quartermaster’s 
Department. I have had of course no opportunity to verify this 
memorandum as being from a written opinion of the Comptroller; 
but there are certain authorities cited here which agree with my idea 
of what the law is, and if the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
call his attention to this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. This memorandum says: 


Up to date of capture the vessels were within rebel jurisdiction and control. 

In such a case the right of post liminium obtains, “by virtue of which persons 
and things taken by the enemy are restored to their former state or country again 
into the possession of the nation to which they belonged.” 

The sovereign is bound to protect the persons and property of his subjects, ani 
to defend them against the enemy. When, therefore, a subject or any part of his 
property has fallen into the enemy's possession, should they come into the pos 
session of his sovereign, it is undoubtedly his duty to restore them to their forme! 
condition, to re-establish the persons in all their rights and obligations, and to 
give back the effects to the owner; in a word, to replace everything in the same 
footing in which it stood previous tothe enemy's capture. (Vattel, Book 3, chap 
ter 14, page 392; vide Wheaton, supra, page 653.) 

The time when the restitution takes place ‘as soon as such person or things cap 
tured by the enemy fall into the hands of soldiers belonging to their own nation 
or are brought back tothe army, the camp, the territories of the sovereign, or othe 
places under theircontrol.” (Vide Vattel, supra, page 393, section 206.) 


I think that is the law, and upon that theory of the law the report 


is drawn. The vessel was built a year or two, I think two years, be- 
fore the capture by the confederates. She was nearly a new vessel at 
the time of her seizure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I of course am not prepared to dis- 
pute Vattel or Wheaton; but I think if the Senator would look into 
the text he would find a very considerable qualification of that doc- 
trine. I am very sure it was not so understood by the Government 
of the United States when in 1799 or thereabouts—I forget the exact 
date—we passed an act of Congress which provided that when prop 
erty of American citizens which has been captured by the French, 
with whom we had a quasi war, should be recaptured by vessels of 
the United States, it should be delivered up to the owner upon an al- 
lowance of salvage to the recaptors and pointing out how much sal- 
vage should be allowed and how much it should be. I certainly had 
the impression that the law was in respect of a vessel on navigable 
waters, whether she belonged to citizens of one of the belligerents or 
of a neutral power; that if she had been captured in due course of 
war by the other belligerent and recaptured after a period which is 
short, (I believe it is twenty-four hours, but I will not be sure about 
that;) but certainly after a long period like this when she has been in 
firm possession of the opposing belligerent and is recaptured, the re- 
capture makes her a case 0 se and she is entitled to be condemned 
and the proceeds distributed. Upon this principle, wherever there is 
a state of belligerency between two parties who are recognized as bel- 
ligerents as these were in this war of the rebellion, and one party 
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makes a capture and reduces that capture into firm and permanent 
possession, the right of the individual owner is absolutely extin- 
guished. On this principle this steamer, the Alonzo Child, became 
the property of the Confederate States of America, public property ; 
and it being their public property they might have sold it to any- 
body they liked and would have made a good title. Now, its being 
recaptured by the forces of the Union did not revive the property of 
the owner, but it divested the firm property that before existed in 
the confederated states and transferred it to the United States. On 
that principle it appears, although the vessel was taken into the Navy 
because they needed her on the spot, as soon as they could she was 
libeled in a prize court and condemned as prize of war. That is what 
the report states, as I understand. But my friend says in his report 
that— 

This boat was not a lawful prize when taken possession of by the Government, 
and no act of condemnation could make her so. 

That is exactly what I should like a little time tolook into. If he 
is right in that statement, it takes us a large step forward in the case. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont a question. 
Does he not recollect that we have treated other vessels precisely as 
the claimant in this case asks to be treated ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not remember any such case. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have an impression that there are several such 
cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the unfinished business is the river and harbor bill. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to call attention to an error in an enrolled 
bill. The sundry civil appropriation bill contains a provision which 
was intended to abolish the oftice of Congressional Printer and to es- 
tablish the office of Public Printer, with the same duties and obliga- 
tions and responsibilities, but holding his office by a different ap- 
pointment and by a different tenure. The bill as it was enrolled 
reads : 

That so much of all laws or parts of laws as provide for the election or appoint 
ment of Public Printer be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

There was no Public Printer at the time this bill was before us, 
and therefore this enrolled act, as I understand it, abolishes an office 
which did not exist, and the one which was intended to be abolished, 
I suppose, stillexists. I move that the matter be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis the point? Why not refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Printing ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Because it is a legal question. Perhaps it should 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is an error in the enrolled bill. I have made 
inquiries at the State Department and have received a dispatch from 
the Secretary of State. So I suppose the office of Congressional 
Printer still exists. 


TREASURY STATEMENTS AND ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. DAVIS. It will be recollected a few days ago I gave notice 
that this morning I should ask the Senate to take up the report of 
the Committee on Finance on the Treasury discrepancies so that I 
might make some remarks. I then excepted the bill now pending. 
I now give notice that to-morrow morning, if this bill should be dis- 
posed of in the mean time, I shall ask the Senate to allow me to sub- 
mit my remarks in the morning hour. 


THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


Mr. SARGENT. _Iask leave to make aremark. The legislation to 
give effect to the Hawaiian treaty has been pending before the Sen- 
ate for some time. We have been prevented from bringing it up by 
the fact that so much time was absorbed by the impeachment and 
other important matters. I shall ask the Senate as early as possible 
to give consideration to that legislation. Business interests are be- 
ing somewhat disturbed for want of action. For these considerations 


and because of the importance of the measure, I shall ask its earliest 
consideration. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I concur fully in that suggestion. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Allow me to say in that very connection that I 
shall ask the Senate to give consideration to the post-route bill as 


soon as the pending measure is disposed of, and I hope the Senate 
wil give me an opportunity. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the 
sale of Osage ceded lands in Kansas to actual settlers, and requested 
a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon ; and that the Speaker of the House had appointed Mr. Joun 
R. Goopin of Kansas, Mr. LAFAYETTE LANE of Oregon, and Mr. 


James W. McDILt of Iowa, managers at the conference on the part 
of the House, 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U.S. 
GRANT, jr., his Secretary, announced that the President had yester- 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 982) providing for the completion of the Washing 
ton Monumeat; and 

An act (S. No. 774) to remove the political disabilities of Samuel 
Jones, of Virginia. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. MITCHELL to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations as to a canal around the 
Cascades of the Columbia River, to insert after the word State : 

And jurisdiction to hear and determine such proceedings is hereby conferred on 
the circuit court of the United States for the district of Oregon ; and no appeal shall 
operate to stay proceedings. 

So as to make the committee’s amendment read : 

Of which amount the Secretary of War is authorized to expend so much aa, ip 
his judgment, may be necessary and proper to secure title and right of way for 
canal and blocks not exceeding the sum of $10,000; and whenever, in the prosecu 
tion of the said work, it shall have become necessary to obtain the right of way 
over any lands for the said canal and locks, the Secretary of War shall take pos- 
session of and use the said lands, after having purchased the same, or, in case the 
said lands cannot be purchased for a reasonable price, then after having paid for 
the same, or secured the value thereof, which value may be ascertained in the 
mode provided by the laws of Oregon for the condemnation of lands for public 
uses in that State. And jurisdiction to hear and determine such proceedings is 
hereby conferred on the circuit court of the United States for the district of Ore 
gon ; and no appeal shall operate to stay proceedings. The Department of Justice 
shall represent the interests of the United States in any legal proceedings under 
this act to obtain the right of way for said canal. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I had the honor yesterday to pro- 
= what I thought was a very innocent amendment to the river and 

arbor bill. To my surprise, however, it met with violent opposition 
from the honorable Senator who sits immediately behind me and also 
from certain other Senators. I did not yesterday evening, by reason 
of a motion made to adjourn by the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. ANTHONY,] have an opportunity to reply to the objec- 
tions made by these Senators to my amendment; and now in order that 
I may have that opportunity I shall do what I have never done before 
in the Senate, make a dilatory motion. I now move that the river 
and harbor bill be recommitted in order that I may have an oppor- 
tunity to say what I desire to say in answer to what was said yes- 
terday. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves the 
recommittal of the bill to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
question is on that motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Mr. President 

Mr.ALLISON. Before the Senator proceeds on that theory, I should 
like to make a suggestion. 1 do not wish to disturb him at all; but, 
if I understand the rule, a motion to recommit is also subject to the 
five-minute arrangement. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
to amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I have failed to read the rule correctly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, yesterday the honorable Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BayarD] in making his objection to the amend 
ment offered by myself used this language: 

Mr. BayYarpb. I trust the Senate will pause long before they give their consent 
to the doctrine of this amendment. We have had the question raised in this body 
several times, and I am not aware that any decision can be found for it. I am not 
aware of any judicial decision of the courts of the United States, and certainly 
there bas been no legislative precedent for any such claim of power on the part of 
the Government of the United States. If you can assume such a right to con 
demn lands in invitum, what becomes of the right of eminent domain which in all 


periods of the history of this Government has been supposed to be vested in the 
States themselves? 


The five-minute rule only applies 


The doctrine enunciated by the honorable Senator is that the Gov 
ernment of the United States has no power whatever to exercise the 
right of eminent domain over lands within a State desired for the 
use of the United States Government unless the consent of the State 
has been first had. In the course of the discussion, the honorable 
Senator who sits immediately behind me [Mr. CONKLING] used these 
words: 


Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would let me understand the Senator from 
Oregon. Does he say that there is no statute of Oregon under which the United 
States may take property for a public building or anything else? 

Mr. MircHeLLt. I know of no such statute in Oregon. There is a general in 
corporation law providing for the condemnation of private property for public use 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest that Oregon had better prepare herself to receive 
appropriations for improvements. 

Thereby concurring, as I understand, fully with the doctrine laid 
down by the honorable Senator from Delaware, which, as I have 
stated, is to the effect that the Government of the United States 
through its Congress has no power to exercise the right of eminent 
domain over lands within a State unless the consent of the State is 
first had. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Senator will pardon me. Be 
fore he proceeds now to knock me down in argument, I wish to dis- 
claim altogether the construction which he puts upon my remark. 
He commenced by saying that I had violently opposed this amend- 
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ment, whereas my impression was that I had merely undertaken to 
understand what the amendment means. Now he refers to my re- 
mark that Oregon had better prepare herself to receive improvements. 
I beg to state to him in advance that what I meant was exactly this: 
that inasmuch as the Legislature of the State of New York, with 
whose doings I am more familiar, and the Legislatures of all other 
States whose action has been brought to my knowledge in that connec- 
tion, with which I am less familiar, have at all times spontaneously and 
readily done whatever was necessary to make over to the United 
States both possession and jurisdiction where that was necessary to 
the construction or completion of a work, I thought it would be well 
for Oregon, if she had not that kind of statute, to adopt it in order to 
remove any impediment which might be found in receiving such ben- 
efactions or benefits, if that be more accurate, conferred by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, the only trouble with the position 
of the honorable Senator from New York is that the Supreme Court 
of the United States, as well as several other courts in the different 
States, have decided that, so far from the States having any power to 
exercise the right of eminent domain for the benefit of the United 
States, no such power exists. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not affirm that it did exist. I will affirm 
what I believe to be the law about it when I get the opportunity, 
but I do not wish words put in my mouth. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think I had a perfect right to infer from the 
language used by the honorable Senator from New York that it was 
his judgment that it was the duty of the State of Oregon, before 
coming to the Congress of the United States and asking for an ap- 
propriation in aid of a great internal improvement and for the con- 
demnation of private property within the limits of the State of Ore- 
gon necessary forthat improvement, to give its consent. That I under- 
stand to have been the position of the honorable Senator yesterday. 
If it is not his position to-daylam glad to see that he has reformed, 
and that he has accommodated his views to the decisions of the 
courts and the views of elementary writers on this particular subject. 

I said yesterday before I had time to examine the authorities upon 
this point, that I was surprised at the position taken here that it was 
necessary to ask the consent of a State before the Congress of the 
United States could exercise the right of eminent domain in constract- 
ing a great public improvement. That never was the law. No court 
ever held that, so far as I know, and I am surprised at the honorable 
Senator from Delaware to-day in hearing him enunciate the doctrine 
that he has enunciated here. Why, Mr. President, that would have 
done very well under the old government of the confederation, where 
no power could be exercised by the Congress except those powers that 
were erpressly delegated; and that is one reason why the govern- 
ment of the old Confederation was set aside by the people of this 
country who, in order to form a more perfect union, ordained and 
established the Constitution. But there are certain implied powers 
under the Constitution of the United States and there are certain ex- 
press powers. What is one of the express powers? By article 1, sec- 
tion 8, of the Constitution Congress shall have power— 


To regniate commerce with foreign nations, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes 


In regulating commerce they have a right under this clause, as has | 
been decided over and over again, to encourage commerce, to promote | 


commerce, and how is this done? By the improvement of our rivers 
and harbors, by the construction of canals, and by the building of 
railroads, if you please. As an incident to that power it becomes 
necessary to condemn private property, not only within the Territo- 
ries, but within the States; and the constitutional question raised by 
the amendment that I have offered to this bill is simply whether the 
Congress of the United States can exercise the right of eminent do- 
main over private property within a State without the consent of the 
State. It has been decided in Ohio; it has been decided in Michigan; 
it has been decided, I think, in California, and, better than all, at the 
last term of the Supreme Court of the United States the Supreme 
Court unanimously decided it. It is true Judge Field dissented from 
the judgment upon certain minor points involved, but upon the gen- 
eral question as to the right of Congress to exercise the right of em- 
inent domain within a State, that question was finally and conclu- 
sively settled in the case of Mary R. Kohl and Others, Executors of 
John 8S. Kohl, rs. The United Stateslecided at the October term, 1875, 
The case came up from the State of Ohio in reference to the condem- 
nation of land in Cincinnati. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to my friend, as I happen to know 
about it, that there was some difficulty in getting the needed legis- 
lation from the State of Ohio; indeed it was practically impossible ; 
and therefore that made a test case of the authority of the United 
States which condemned a whole square in the city of Cincinnati, a 
square appraised at six or seven hundred thousand dollars. The 
matter was contested with great activity by many of the lot-owners, 
carried through all the stages of litigation, and it was intended by 
the Government of the United States to be a test case as to its right 
to condemn private property for public use. 

Mr. CONKLING. That was for a custom-house and post-office ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before proceeding to call the attention of the 
Senate to precisely what that decision is, I wish to refer to a few ele- 
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mentary authorities. Upon this point I refer first to Cooley’s Con. 
stitutional Limitations. I read from page 525: 


As under the peculiar American system the protection and regulation of private 
rights, privileges, and immunities in general properly pertain to the State govern 
ments, and those governments are expected to make provision for those conven 
iences and necessities which are usually provided for their citizens through thy 
exercise of the right of eminent domain, the right itself, it would seem, must per 
tain to those governments also, rather than to the government of the nation; and 
such has been the conclusion of the authorities. In the new Territories, however 
where the Government of the United States exercises sovereign authority, it pos 
sesses, as incident thereto, the right of eminent domain, which it may exercise «; 
rectly or through the territorial governments; but this right passes from the nation 
to the newly formed State whenever the latter is admitted into the Union. 


But now hear what follows: 


So far, however, as the General Government may deem it important to appropri 
ate lands or other property for its own purposes, and to enable it to perform its 
functions—as must sometimes be necessary in the case of forts, light-houses, mi! 
itary posts, or roads, and other conveniences and necessities of government—the 
General Government may still exercise the authority, as well within the State as 
within the Territory under its exclusive jurisdiction, and its right to do so may be 
supported by the same reasons which support the right in any case ; that is to say, 
the absolute necessity that the means in the Government for performing its func 
tions and perpetuating its existence should not be liable to be controlled or defeated 
by the want of consent of private parties or of any other authority. 


I refer also to a very able decision made by Judge Cooley in the 
case of Trombley rs. Humphrey, 23 Michigan, page 471. In that able 
opinion, in discussing the powers of the General Government to ex- 
ercise the right of eminent domain without the consent of the States, 
he uses this language, and here I take pleasure in stating that I learn 
from the report that my honorable friend from Michigan [ Mr. Curis- 
TIANCY ] participated in that decision: 

Under the division of the power between the United States and the individual 
States, each has its sphere of sovereignty, within which it moves and operates with- 
out let or hinderance from the other, and within that sphere it employs the eminent 
domain whenever needful to the complete and effectual exercise of its powers, and with 
as little occasion or necessity for the permission or assistance of the other as if the 


two governments were wholly foreign to each other instead of being constructed as 
parts of one harmonious system. 


The right to take private property for public purposes is an incident to all goy 
ernments. (Baldwin, 205.) 


And so it is, Mr. President, it is incident to all governments. It 
does not come, perhaps, so much from the Constitution as from the 
fact of sovereignty; as every sovereign State may exercise this right 
within its sphere, or else there is an end at once to all government. 
But not only so, the authority in the case of Michigan does not stop 
here; neither does the authority of the Supreme Court of the United 
States stop here; but they go further, and they uproot and under- 
mine the suggestions and the — made and taken yesterday by 
the honorable Senator from New York and the honorable Senator 
from Delaware. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him to recon- 
cile what he is now expressing with the seventeenth paragraph of 
section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution, which says Congress shall 
have power— 

To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not 
exceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular States and the accept 
ance of Congress, become the seat of the Government of the United States, and to 
exercise like authority over all places purchased by the consent of the Legislature 


of the State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arse 
nals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings. 


I should like him to reconcile the opinion which he is now express- 


| ing with this clause; and then to answer this further interrogatory, 


whether he believes it is competent for the General Government to 
enter within the limits of a State and acquire property for any and 
for every pu that Congress may determine ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No question about it, Mr. President, provided 
that property is necessary to carry out any end that Congress may 
have in view within its sphere. I will answer the honorable Senator 
further that that provision of the Constitution does not apply and has 
no kind of reference to the question of the appropriation of property. 
It only refers to the exercise of jurisdiction over the property after it 
has been acquired. That has been decided. That was decided in thé 
case in Michigan; that was decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case to which I have referred. I call the atten- 
tion of the honorable Senator, in answer to his interrogatory, to the 
following in the case from Michigan. I read from the syllabus: 

Consent of State not condition-precedent, only necessary to transfer jurisdiction. 
The consent of the State is not a condition-precedent to the taking of lands by the 


General Government. Its consent is required only for the purpose of a transfer of 
jurisdiction. 


And the Supreme Court of the United States, I will say to the hon- 
orable Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY, ] following up that 
idea and adopting the principle and 1 may say almost the very lan- 
guage of the supreme court of the State of Michigan, holds to the same 
view, as I will show. I now read from the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Kohl et al. vs. The United 
States, decided at the October term, 1875, in which they use this lan- 
guage: 

The consent of a State can never be a condition-precedent to its enjoyment. Such 
consent is needed only, if at all— 

Even a doubt in the mind of the Supreme Court whether it is 
needed at all— 


only, if at all, for the transfer of jurisdiction and of the right of exclusive legisla 
tion after the land shall have been acquired. 
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So it is not a condition-precedent to the taking of the land. It is 
a monstrous doctrine, let me say to the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware, to hold that before the Congress of the United States can ap- 
propriate a foot of land for a fort or an arsenal or an armory or a 
light-house or a canal they must obtain the consent of the State or 
the consent of anybody else. Such a doctrine would destroy this 
Government and make it as powerless before the people as was the | 
government of the Confederation, where they could not exercise any 
power except that power was expressly granted to them in the Arti- 
cles of Confederation. 

But, Mr. President, not only so, as I was about to say, when inter- 
rupted by the honorable Senator from Delaware, the decisions and 
the elementary writers on the subject go further, not merely to the 
effect that Congress may exercise this power, but they go further and 
sav the States have no right to exercise it for the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and why? For the simple reason that every sovereignty 
may exercise the right of eminent domain, for what purposes? For 
its own purposes, but not for the purposes of another. The right of 
eminent domain is a right recognized the world over, in all govern- 


ments, in all sovereignties: in France by making compensation as we | 
do here; in England frequently without making any compensation. | 


ool 


accomplished within their territorial limits, are just as much beyond the s« ope of 
the eminent domain as possessed and exercised by them as they would be if to be 
accomplished within the exclusive jurisdiction of a foreign nation. Under the 
division of powers between the United States and the individual States each has 
its sphere of sovereignty within which it meves and operates without let or hinder 
ance from the other, and within that sphere it employs the eminent domain whet 
ever needful to the complete and effectual exercise of its powers, and with as little 
occasion or necessity for the permission or assistance of the other as if the two 
governments were wholly foreign to each other, instead of being constructed as 
parts of one harmonious system. For the one to enter the sphere of the other an 
employ its officers and machinery in the exercise of its eminent domain for th 
benefit of the other would not only be as much without warrant, but also as much 
a work of supererogation, as for the United States to exercise the like authority 
and employ the like agencies in a foreign country in order to appropriate individual 
property therein for the benefit of the government of such foreign country, whic! 
as a sovereignty, had powers of its own fully adequate to the purpose. ~ 

In the exercise of its sovereignty, and as a part of its provision for the regulation 
control, and protection of commerce— 


Now, speaking of commerce— 
the United States erects light-houses, and may without question scize the property 
of individuals for the purpose, observing the constitutional requirement of mak 
ing due compensation therefor. To do this, would be but an ordinary exercise of 
the right of eminent domain. But when the State undertakes to do the same— 


I call attention to this— 





That right, deemed so necessary to the welfure of a great govern- 
ment,is exercised time and again, and has been asI have said in En- 
gland without making compensation, although they sometimes do 
make compensation. What is the law,then? Not as suggested by 


the honorable Senator from New York ; not as stated and elaborated | 


But when the State undertakes to do the same—not for any purposes of its own 
but in order to turn the property over to the United States, the difticulties appear 
to us insurmountable. In the first place there can be no necessity for the exercis« 
of this right by the States for this purpose, for the authority of the nation is ampk 
| for the supply of its own needs in this regard under allcircumstances. In the se« 
ond place, the eminent domain in any sovereignty exists only for its own pur 
poses. 





by the honorable Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD,] but just 
the reverse. The law is that no State within the Federal Govern- 
ment can condemn property for the use of the Federal Government. 

Mr. CONKLING. I interpose now a second time. I have once said 
to the Senator from Oregon that I expressed no opinion on this ques- 
tion. I have read the REcoRD, and I find that I expressed none. 
Having disclaimed it, he has now for the third time imputed to me 
what I never said or never intimated; and as I am not ambitious to 
have the Senator from Oregon associate my name with this debate— 
I will do that myself if I choose to do it—I ask him again to omit me 
when he refers to the Senators who have stated in the Senate the 
contrary of this doctrine. I said nothing about it; I maintained 
nothing about it. I have my view about it, which I will endeavor to 
state myself, inadequate as that statement may be compared with 
one which the Senator from Oregon may make. But now in good 
nature and in seriousness, I say to him again that I will thank him 
to omit me in this repetition time after time of what has been said 
by Senators. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I certainly have no intention of doing the Sen- 
ator from New York any injustice, nor am I ambitious to associate 
his name with a debate that he does not care to have it associated 
with; but, unfortunately, the Senator from New York himself asso- 
ciated his name with this debate; and, if I think it necessary or 
proper in defending the amendment which I have had the honor to 
offer and which the honorable Senator from New York, as he had a 
perfect right to do—because I do not question that for a minute— 
saw proper to question, then I cannot help it if it becomes necessary 
to refer to his name. Of course I shall feel compelled to do it, and 
shall do it, in perfect good nature, because I never get out of humor 
and I am not out of humor now; and I shall certainly say nothing 
intentionally to associate his name unpleasantly with this debate, or 
to place him in afly awkward or false position. I thought I had a 
right to say what I have said after what the honorable Senator from 
New York had said in the suggestion he made yesterday, that Ore- 
gon had better prepare herself to receive appropriations for improve- 
ments. I will say to him in all candor, in all kindness, and in all 
good nature, and I will say to the Senate, that the State of Oregon 
assumes no such right, the State of Oregon assumes no such power as 
to dictate to the Government of the United States when it shall or shall 
not condemn private property within its limits for the purposes of a 
great — improvement in the interest of commerce. 

Mr. President, as I was saying when interrupted by the honorable 
Senator from New York, the doctrine laid down in the case in Mich- 
igan and which was adopted by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the decision to which I have attracted attention, is to this 
effect—not only to this effect, but is absolutely this, and I call the 
attention of the Senate to it and of every member of the Senate— 
namely, that a State of this Union, while it has the power under its 
right of eminent domain to condemn private property within its limits 
for the use of the State, for the use of corporations created by a State, 
has no power whatever, directly or indirectly, to condemn private 
property for the use of the United States. That is the doctrine, and, 
that being the doctrine, the State of Oregon has no power whatever 
to entertain jurisdiction to condemn property at the Cascades of the 
Columbia River for the use of the United States Government upon 
which to erect a canal and locks. 

Now allow me to quote from these decisions to see whether or not 
I am correct. The supreme court of Michigan, Judge Cooley deliver- 
ing the opinion in the case of Trombley vs. Humphrey, used this lan- 
guage : 


The States of this Union possess the eminent domain for all legitimate purposes 
under their own sovereignty. They may take and appropriate lands for roads, 
canals, state-houses, court-houses, school-houses, and many other purposes need- 
ful toenable them to accomplish the objects for which their governments have been 
created by their people. But there are other public objects which, though te be 


“Only for its own purposes.” The United States cannot condemn 
property for the use of a State, neither can the sovereign power of a 
State condemn property for the use of the sovereignty of the United 
States. Each one is exclusive within its own sphere and its own 
jurisdiction. 

But further: 


And to furnish machinery to the General Government, under and by means 
which it is to appropriate lands for national objects, is not among the ends contem 
plated in the creation of the State government. Thus we perceive that the founda 
tion upon which must repose the right to appropriate individual property against 
the will of the owner under the eminent domain is wholly wanting iu the case be 
fore us. We do not doubt that the appropriation would have been effectual bad 
the United States seen fit to accept the land and the owners to receive the com 
pensation awarded ; for a statute may transfer the title to land in any form the 
parties mutually assent to, (Embury vs. Conner, 3 New York, 511;) but, until the 
assent of both is signified, the proceedings are and must be wholly inoperative 





The Supreme Court of the United States, following in the line of 
that decision, delivered their opinion in the case of Kohl rs. The 
United States at the October term last. The opinion was delivered 
by Mr. Justice Strong, and it asserts the doctrine, as I have stated, 
positively and emphatically that the right of eminent domain not only 
exists in the General Government to condemn private property within 
a State for the use of the General Government, but that it is an ex 
clusive right in the General Government and that no such right exists 
in the States whatever. I must be pardoned if I quote at length 
from this opinion in order that Senators may understand what they 
are doing in voting on this amendment. 

Tt has not been seriously contended during the argument that the United Stat 
Government is without power to appropriate lands or other property within the 
States for its own uses and to enable it to perform its proper functions. Such an 
authority is essential to its a existence and perpetuity. These cannot 
be preserved if the obstinacy of a private person or if any other anthority can 
prevent the acquisition of the means or instruments by which alone governmental 
functions can be performed. The powers vested by the Constitution in the Gen 
eral Government demand for their exercise the acquisition of lands in all the 
States. These are needed for forts, armories, and arsenals, for navy-yards and 
light-houses, for custom-houses, post-oflices, and court-houses, and for other public 
uses, 

This is another public purpose : 

If the right to acquire property for such uses may be made a barren right by the 
unwillingness of property-holders to sell or by the action of a State prohibiting a 
sale to the Federal Government, the constitutional grants of power may be rendered 
nugatory and the Government is dependent for its practical existence upon the will 
of a State, or even upon that of a private citizen. 


I call the attention of the honorable Senator from Delaware to this 
because it is a perfect answer, I think, to the interrogatory he pro- 
pounded to me some time ago. 

This cannot be, 

Say the Supreme Court. 

No one donbts the existence in the State governments of the right of eminent 
domain ; a right distinct from and paramount to the nght of ultimate ownership 
It grows out of the necessities of their being, not ont of the tenure by which lands 
are held. It may be exercised thongh the lands are not held by grant from the 
Government, cither mediately or immediately, and independent of the considera- 
tion whether they would escheat to the Government in case of a failure of heirs. 
The right is the offspring of political necessity, and it is inseparable from sover 
eignty, unless denied to it by its fundamental law. 


That is the doctrine of the Supreme Court upon this subject. Even 
though there were no implied power resulting from any express lan- 
guage used in the Constitution, still the right of eminent domain 
would exist necessarily in the General Government; and why? As 
a political necessity, as a matter growing out of the fact of sover- 
eignty. The Supreme Court, proceeding further, say : 

But it is no more necessary for the exercise of the powers of a State government 
than it is for the exercise of the conceded powers of the Federal Government 
That Government is as sovereign within ita sphere as the States are within theirs 
True, its sphere is limited. Certain subjects only are committed to it, but its 
power over those subjects is as full and complete as is the power of the States over 
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the subjects to which their sovereignty extends. 
transfer to another holder. 

But now I call attention to the other question decided by the Su- 
preme Court, and that is the question as to the absence of all power 
in the States to exercise this right for the benefit of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The Supreme Court, in referring to the case of Trombley 
rs. Humphrey, 23 Michigan, page 471, say: 

A different doctrine was assertod, founded wo think upon better reason. The 
proper view of the right of ominent domain seems to be that it is a nee belonging 
tw a sovereignty to take private property for its own public use, and not for those 
of another. Beyond that there exists no necessity, which alone is the foundation of 
the right. If the United States have the power, it must be complete in itself. It 
«an neither be enlarged nor diminished by aState. Nor con any State prescribe the 
manner in which it must be exercised. The consent of a State con never be a con- 
dition-precedent to is enjoyment. Such consent is needed only, if at all, for the 
transfer of jurisdiction and of the right of exclusive legislation after the land shall 
have been acquired. 

This is the language of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
In reference to this pending amendment it was suggested by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] on yesterday that while it per- 
haps was, as stated by him, within the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to confer jurisdiction on the Federal courts to condemn property, 
the amendment offered by myself was inefficient; that it would not 
have that effect, in that it did not prescribe how it should be done; 
whether by a court, or a commission, or a Jury, or how. I beg to call 
the Senator’s attention to this case in the Supreme Court, which per- 


The power is not changed by its 


haps proves enough to show that my amendment is not necessary at | 


all, because the Supreme Court held in this case that it was not nec- 
essary that there should be any legislation by Congress further than 
a mere right to purchase property for the specific purpose in order to 
give the circuit court jurisdiction. In this very case of Kohl and 
Others vs. The United States, the only legislation as I believe on the 


subject was an act of Congress authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
No refer- | ws ‘ 
| great constitutional questions, to some extent at least. 


ury to purchase property for the specific purpose required. 
ence was made in the legislation whatever to any Federal court. No 
authority was given to the circuit court of the United States for the 
district of Ohio to try the case or to entertain jurisdiction, and yet 
the Supreme Court of the United States held that under their com- 
mon-law powers, or rather under the grant of the Constitution con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon the Federal courts, they had the right to 
entertain jurisdiction in that proceeding and to condemn this prop- 
erty. From that part of the opinion Justice Field dissented. By an 
act of Congress approved March 2, 1872, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was oaibeneal to purchase a suitable site for the erection of a 
building for the accommodation of the United States courts, custom- 
house, &c., in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio. The act wes further 
amended June 10, 1872, by which a sum of money was therein appro- 
priated and set apart “for the purchase at private sale or by con- 
demnation of the ground for a site” for the building. The act did 
use the words “or by condemnation of the ground,” for the purposes 
herein set forth. That was all the legislation there was by Congress 
conferring jurisdiction upon Federal courts to determine this ques- 
tion ; and yet the Supreme Court of the United States held that they 
had the power to condemn this property without any further legisla- 
tion upon the subject. Upon that point the Supreme Court say: 

Bat it is contended on behalf of the plaintiffs in error that the circuit court had 
no jurisdiction of the proceedings. There is nothing in the acts of 1872, it is true, 
thet directs the process by which the contemplated condemnation should beeffected, 
or which expressly authorizes a proceeding in the circuit court to secure it. Doubt- 
less Congress might have provided a mode of taking the land and determining the 
compensation to be made, which would have been exclusive of all other modes, 
They might have prescribed in what tribunal or by what agents the taking and the 
ascertainment of the just compensation should be accomplished. The mode might 


have been by ® commission or it might have been referred expressly to the circuit 
court; but this, we think, was not necessary. 


It is true my amendment goes a little further than the Supreme 
Court, that is a majority of them, say is necessary. Justice Field 
thought it was necessary that there should be some farther legisla- 
tion conferring jurisdiction than was contained in the act under con- 
sideration at that time. The Supreme Court say further: 

The investment of the Secretary of the Treasury with power to obtain the land 
by condemnation, without prescribing the mode of exercising the power, gave him 
also the power to obtain it by any means that were competent to adjudge a con- 
demnation. The judiciary act of 1789 conferred upon the circuit courts of the 
United States jurisdiction of all suits at common law, or in equity when the United 
States or any officer thereof, suing under the authority of any act of Congress, are 
ay If, then, a proceeding to take land for public uses by condemnation may 

» a suit at common law, jurisdiction of it is vested in the circuit court. That it 
isa “suit” admits of no question. In Weston vs. Charleston, 2 Peters, 464, Chief 
Justice Marshall, speaking for this court, said ‘ the term [suit] is certainly a very 
comprehensive one, and is understood to apply to any proceeding in a court of jus- 
tice by which an indiv-dual pursues that remedy which the law affords. The 
modes of proceeding may be various, but if a right is litigated in a courtof justice, 
the proceeding by which the decision of the court is sought is a suit.” 


I do not deem it necessary to read further from this decision. It 
is clear then that the law is well settled that the Congress has not 
only the right to do just what is proposed to be done by my amend- 
ment, but that the State of Oregon has no right whatever. That is 
the law of the land, and that is the reason why I offer the amend- 
ment, and I trust it may be adopted. I hope that the Senate will 
adopt this amendment. The honorable Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
BAYARD] yesterday very kindly stated that he felt friendly to this 
improvement, as I have no doubt he does. I will say to him that in 
my judgment, under the decision of the court to which I have at- 
tracted his attention this morning, unless this amendment is adopt- 
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ed, this improvement will in all probability be obstructed by the 
power in Oregon that has had control of the waters of the Columbia 
River ever since that river was discovered almost. The object of 
this legislation is to break down the monopoly that has abel itself 
in power at the Cascades of the Columbia River, and that has bid de- 
fiance to the people of Oregon in all past time. Will it be said now 
that before the Congress of the United States can have the privileges 
of constructing a canal and locks at that point in order to break 
down that monopoly and build up the commerce of that great and 
growing country they must kneel before that monopoly and before 
the power that perhaps it may exercise insidiously over the minds of 
a legislative assembly ? 

I hope, Mr. President, the amendment will be adopted. I hope 
thatall objection will be withdrawn to the amendment. Iam nowsat- 
istied that no objection whatever would have been made on y esterday 
either by the honorable Senator from New York or by the Senator 
from Delaware had they been advised of the very recent decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, of which I had no know].- 
edge myself, I confess, until after this debate was opened. 

I am sorry to have detained the Senate so long, and would not 
have done so had I not deemed it absolutely necessary to the great 
interest for which I have been contending in this body ever since | 
have had the honor of a seat here, namely, the removing of obstrac- 
tions from and the opening up of the commerce of the second river on 
the continent. 

I withdraw my motion to recommit the bill, having made it simply 


to avoid the restriction imposed by the five-miuute rule, applicable to 


discussion on my amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to my friend from Oregon that he do not 
reprove the committee again for occupying five minutes in explana- 
tion of the bill, as he did yesterday, as I observe he has now occupied 
an hour. If we are to pass this bill we have to omit debate upon 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very sorry to have detained the Senate; 
but I think the honorable Senator from Iowa will find a sufticient 
excuse in what took place yesterday for me in the time that I have 
taken to-day. I certainly have not done so because I wanted to be 
heard talking on a constitutional question. It was because I want 
this amendment adopted and because I believe it is necessary to the 
commencement of this work, that I spoke at the length I did. 

Mr. KELLY. I renew the motion to recommit the bill, for the pur- 
pose of making a few remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WALLACE in the chair.) 
Senator from Oregon moves to recommit the bill. 

Mr. KELLY. I would prefer really the amendment as reported by 
the committee with a slight modification. I think we had better de- 
rive the title of these lands through the laws of the State of Oregon. 
That has been the mode heretofore adopted; and it seems to me it 
stands upon better ground or at least quite as good ground as the 
mode prescribed by the amendment of my colleague to the amend- 
ment of the committee ; and if that shall be voted down I shall offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee, which will make 
it read in this way: 

That the Secretary of War shall take possession of and use the said lands, afte: 
having purchased the same, or, in case the said lands cannot be purchased for a 
reasonable price, then after the title to the same shall be procured by the United 
States, under the laws of Oregon, in such manner as the Legislature of that State 
may prescribe, 

I admit that at the present time under the existiny laws there may 
be doubts whether the courts have the right to condemn land in case 
the United States cannot make this purchase, I refer to the consti- 
tution of the State of Oregon, which contains this clause: 

Private property shall not be taken for public use, nor the particular services of 
any man be demanded, without just compensation ; nor except in case of the State 
without such compensation first asse; and tendered. 

The State has provided for the condemnation of lands by a corpora- 
tion under the general law, and after so providing, section 52 of the 
act provides that: 

When+ver the law authorizes private real property to be appropriated to publi: 
uses, the same may be entered upon, examined, surveyed, and selected in the mo«: 
prescribed by the statute giving such authority, and thereafter the State, count) 
or other municipal or public corporation therein, seeking and authorized to mal 
such appropriation, may proceed in the mode in this title prescribed to have such 
property appropriated and the compensation therefor determined. 


That authorizes the State, county, or any municipal corporation in 
the State to condemn lands. It does not include the United States. 
It does not say the United States may proceed to condemn lands for 
public use. Therefore the law in that respect perhaps does not au- 
thorize a condemnation of these lands by the United States; but the 
Legislature of Oregon will be in session in five weeks from this time 
and I doubt not that by a unanimous vote in both branches thie 
Legislature will provide a mode by which the property may be con- 
demned in the courts of Oregon. I have no doubt that when the 
matter is called to their attention this will be done. It will be nec- 
, according to my judgment, for the State of Oregon to sanction 
the purchase of the Uni States before any moneys shall be ex- 

nded. 
rhe. MITCHELL. I call the attention of my colleague to the fact 
that the Supreme Court of the United States decide emphatically 
that it is not necessary. 

Mr. KELLY. I will presently refer to that point. I call the at 
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tention of the Senate to section 355 of the Revised Statutes, which 
Bays: 

os nublic money shall be expended upon any site or land purchased by the 
United States for the purpose o engeting Saoete any armory, arsenal, fort, fortifi- 
cation, navy-yard, custom-house, light-house, or other public building, of any 
kind whatever, until the written opinion of the Attorney-General shall had in 
favor of the validity of the title, nor until the consent of the Legislature— 

To this I call the attention of the Senate— 
nor until the consent of the Legislature of the State in which the land or site 
may be, to such purchase, has been given. 

Where the land is to be purchased for any building whatever, as 
the building of locks in this case for a canal, it is, in my judgment, 
within the purview of the statute. No money can be expended upon 
the construction of that canal and the locks until the assent of the 
State is given to that purchase. Here is a statute of the United 
States, and I presume it will be paramount and will control this case, 
to the effect that no officer of the United States shall be authorized 
to make an expenditure until the State has = its assent to the 
Federal Government making the purchase. That being the case, as 
I have said, the Legislature will shortly assemble, within a little more 
than a month from this time, and I have no doubt that the assent of 
the Legislature of Oregon will be given to this purchase and that it 
will at the same time authorize the lands to be condemned in such a 
way as it may deem proper and just. 

As to the right of a State to condemn the land, I will say that this 
amendment substantially conforms to the law that was passed on the 
3d of March, 1875, in relation to the Fox River improvements, where 
it is provided : 

That whenever, in the prosecution and maintenance of the improvement of the 
Wisconsin and Fox Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin, it becomes necessary or 
proper, in a of the Secretary of War, to take possession of any lands, 
or the right of way over any lands, for canals and cut-offs, or to use any earth- 
juarries or other material lying adjacent or near to the line of said improvement 
and needful for its prosecution or maintenance, the officers in charge of said works 
may, in the name of the United States, take possession of and use the same, after 
tirst having paid or secured to be paid the value thereof, which may have been as- 
certained in the mode provided by the laws of the State wherein such property 
hes 

That, it seems to me, is the proper way to have the lands con- 
demned. I will say here that while the decision rendered in the State 
of Michigan is certainly a very able one, it is in direct opposition to 
two cases that had been decided before that time. I refer to a case 
in Massachusetts and especially to the case of Gilmer vs. Lime Point, 
decided by the supreme court of California, and reported in the 
eighteenth volume of the supreme court reports of that State. They 
there held, after an elaborate review of the law upon this subject, 
that the State has a right to take and condemn lands for the purpose 
of erecting buildings for the United States. The supreme court of 
California say : 

The phrase employed in our Constitution is: “Nor shall private property be 
taken for public use without just compensation.” The words ‘ public use” here, 
wean a use which concerns the whole community, as distingushed from a partic- 
ular individual or a particular number of individuals. It is not necessary, how- 
ever, that each and every individual member of society should have the same de- 
gree of interest in this use, or be personally or directly affected by it, in order to 
make it public (18 California Reports, page 251.) 

It may be for the public use of the State; it may be for the public 
use of the United States. Here let me say that this is in my judg- 
ment a correct view of the law. Where the constitution of Oregon 
says that private property may be taken for public use, it may be 
taken for the public use of the State or for any county in the State, 
or for the United States, where the benefit accrues to the people of 
that State. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will my colleague allow me a moment ? 

Mr. KELLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Supreme Court of the United States decides 
the reverse and overrules all those decisions. 

Mr. KELLY. I do not understand it so. I do not understand that 
the decision rendered at the last term of the court overrules them. 
The decision says that the United States have a right to proceed in 
their own courts and condemn land. There is no question about 
that; but the objection I make to the proposition of my colleagne is 
that there is no law at this time which authorizes the courts to pro- 
ceed and assess the value. It is true that in the case referred to con- 
cerning the land for a custom-house in Cincinnati, the United States 
courts did proceed to take jurisdiction of the case. They proceeded 
to condemn lands, and undoubtedly it was the law of the land; but I 
question the propriety of the court undertaking to decide this matter 
without any law of the United States upon the subject. I admit it 
would be very proper, very appropriate, that such a law should be 
passed, especially after this decision has been made, but at present 
there is no law of this kind. Inasmuch as the State has the right, as 
I conceive, to acquire this title and transfer it to the United States, 
I think the amendment reported by the committee should be agreed 
to. I prefer, inasmuch as the State has a right to condemn as well as 
the United States, that the amendment as the committee have report- 
od it should be adopted with slight modifications. 

Therefore I shall vote against the amendment of my colleague, 
hoping that the amendment of the committee with the modification 
which I have suggested will be adopted, so as to proceed in the State 
courts to acquire this title. I have no doubt we can do it and pro- 
ceed with this work. Not only the Legislature, but the courts of 
Oregon and every individual in the State, or nearly so, unless such 
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‘individual ha ppens to be adverselytinterested—the whole community, 

no doubt, will assist in acquiring the title to these lands and give 
them to the United States at a very moderate compensation. I think, 
therefore, the proper way is to intrust to that State the right to ac 
quire this land and the right to transfer it immediately to the United 
States for their benefit. 


I withdraw the motion to recommit the bill. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, previous to 1871 or 1872 the prac 


tice I believe had been uniform, when the United States wished to obtain 
property in the States for public works of any kind, to borrow the power 
of eminent domain of the several States to acquire it. The right of the 


States to exercise that power for that purpose came first squarely ont 
in the case that has been cited from Michigan, a case in the decision 
of which I participated, and for that reason I would not cite it here 
if the Supreme Court of the United States had not fully ratified it by 
the decision which they have recently made in the case of Kohl and 
Otheis vs. The United States. Asto the substance of that decision I will 
sroceed to state the point and then how far I think the decision of the 
Tnitea States court has affirmed the points in the case in Michigan. 
Iread from the decision : 


This State has no authority, by virtue of its eminent domain, to condemn private 
lands within its boundaries for the purpose of turning the same over to the United 
States for the erection and maintenance of light-houses thereon. Act No. 119 of 
1867, (session laws, 1867, page 158,) which undertakes to authorize the governor to 
do this, is unconstitutional, for the reason that its enactments are not within the 
sphere of State powers, and if put in force would constitute an appropriation of the 
property of individuals without due — of law. 

The eminent domain is the rightful authority which exists in every sovereignty 
to control and regulate those rights of a public natare which pertain to its citi 
zens in common, and to appropriate and control individual property for the public 
benefit, as the public safety, necessity, convenience, and welfare may demand. It 
has its foundation in the imperative law of necessity, which alone justifies and lim 
its its exercise. 

The States of the Union cannot any more exercise this right within their terri 
torial limits for purposes which under the division of powers between the United 
States and the individual States are within the sphere of the sovereignty of the 
United States than as if the two governments were wholly foreign to each other 
Such purposes, though to be accomplished within the territorial limits of a State 
are beyond the scope of the eminent domain of such State. 

The United States in the control of its sovereignty, and as a part of its provis 
ion for the regulation, control, and protection of commerce, erects light-houses, 
and may in the exercise of its eminent domain, by observing the constitutional re 
quirement of making due compensation thereof, seize and condemn the property 
of individuals for that purpose. 

The right of eminent domain in any sovereignty exists only for its own pur 

ses; and to furnish machinery to the General Government for it to appropriate 
ands for national objects is not among the ends contemplated in the creation of 
the State government. 

The United States has never, by any legislation, undertaken to confer upon the 
States authority to judge of its needs of lands for national purposes or to assess 
the compensation it should pay, and any such judgment and assessment must 
therefore, be wholly provisional and subject to its acceptance and ratification. 

The aid of the State, as here attempted to be afforded, in obtaining a site fora 
light-house, is not analogous to the aid it gives the General Government in render 
ing its war power effectual. 

The proceeding under said statute cannot be sustained on the ground of the in 
terest of the State by reason of its coastwise commerce, in the establishment of 
light-houses upon these waters. The statute does not proceed on any theory of 
State interest. 

Where, in a proceeding of this nature, ‘he State abandons the proceeding before 
its completion, and the owner of the lands, sought to be taken, applies for man 
damus to compel its being carried into eftect, the question of the State power is of 
necessity Sebel. This right, if it exists at all, must be mutual 

The consent of the State is not a condition-precedent to the taking of lands by 
the General Government. Its consent is required only for the purpose of a trans 
fer of jurisdiction. (23 Michigan Reports, pages 471 and 472.) 

Now I wish to see how far the Supreme Court of the United States 
have ratified that decision and how far they have approved or dis- 
approved the case cited by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. KELLY ] 
from the courts of California. 

It is trae— 

Say the Supreme Court of the United States— 
this power of the Federal Government has not heretofore been exercised adversely, 
but the non-user of a power does not disprove its existence. 

That is the power of the Federal Government. 


In some instances the States, by virtue of their own right of eminent domain, 
have condemned lands for the use of the General Government, and such con- 
demnations have been sustained by their courts, without, however, denying the 
right of the United States to act independently of the States. Such was the ruling 
in Gilmer vs. Lime Point, 18 California, 229, where lands were condemned by 
a proceeding in a State court and under a State law for a United States fortifica 
tion. A similar decision was made in Burt vs. The Merchants’ Insurance Com- 

any, 106 Massachusetts, 356, where land was taken under a State law as a site 
or a post-office and subtreasury building. Neither of these cases denies tho 
right of the Federal Government to have lands in the States condemned for its 
uses under its own power and by its own action. The question was whether the 
State could take lands for any other public use than that of the State. In Trom- 
bley vs. Humphrey, 23 Michigan, 471, a different doctrine was asserted, founded, 
we think, upon better reason. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. Shall 
he proceed by unanimous consent ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Are we under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did not the Senator from Oregon renew the mo- 
tion to recommit the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He did and withdrew it when he sat 
down. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the Senator from Michigan can renew it 
and finish his reading. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I renew the motion to recommit the bill in 
order to conclude what I have to say. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan will | 
proceed. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. 

In Trogpbley vs. Humphrey, 23 Michigan, 471, a different doctrine was asserted, 
founded, ‘qe think, upon better reason. The proper view of the right of eminent 
domain seems to be that it is aright belonging to a sovereignty to take private 
property for its own public use and not for those of another. Beyond that there 
exists no necessity, which alone is the foundation of the right. If the United | 
States have the power, it must be complete in itself. It can neither be enlarged 
vor diminished by a State. Nor can any State prescribe the manner in which it 
must be exercised. The consent of a State can never be a condition-precedent to 
its enjoyment. Such consent is needed only, if at all, for the transfer of jurisdic- 
tion ont of the right of exclusive legislation after the land shall have been ac- 
quired, 

Showing conclusively that the Supreme Court of the United States 
have approved the decision which I have just read from the State of 
Michigan in everything perhaps, I may say without any qualifica- 
tion; but in the application of it there may be an exception. It may | 
be true that the supreme court of the State of Oregon might decide that 
they had the constitutional power to use the right of eminent domain | 
for the benefit of the United States. That would be directly contrary 
to the decision in Michigan, but still it might be the law of that State, 
because the decision of the supreme court of that State might be be- 
yond the reach of the Supreme Court of the United States. I am 
inclined to think it would be so, and therefore if the supreme court 
of the State of Oregon should so decide, that must be looked upon as 
a final decision. They have not yet so decided, as I understand, al- 
thongh the State of California has. But the Supreme Court of the 
United States have gone further. They have held that the right of 
eminent domain may be exercised by the United States authority and 
in the United States courts without the aid of an act of Congress; 
and that is the very point which arises upon thisamendment. Under 
this decision I see no objection to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the amendment reported by the 
committee on the authority of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. I must frankly say that without that decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States I should have thought we 
should be taking rather bold ground to say that the power of eminent 
domain on behalf of the United States could be exercised without the 
authority of an act of Congress regulating its exercise ; but, after all, 
Iam rather inclined to think the decision of that court is right in 
principle, and it certainly is the law of the land. It is based, as I 
understand it, upon this ground, that if the proceeding in the Fed- 
eral court be of a character which sufficiently protects the rights of 
individuals, it may be done without an act of Congress; otherwise it 
cannot. That, I think, is the full extent of the decision, and to that 
extent I think the decision is right in principle; but it would be | 
much better to have an act of Congress covering the whole ground. 
I see no objection, however, to the amendment as reported by the 
committee within the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. But the amendment suggested by the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. KELLY] based upon the decision in the eighteenth California 
Reports, might or might not be valid as the supreme court of the 
State of Oregon should or should not decide. Such I understand to 
be the legal positions involved in thisamendment. For myself Iam 
in favor of the amendment reported by the committee and opposed 
to that suggested by the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. KELLY. ] 

I withdraw the motion to recommit the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to recommit is with- | 
drawn. The pending question is upon the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
16, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Anthony, Bruce, Christiancy, Edmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, Har- 
vey, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Oglesby, Sargent, West, and 
Wright—16. 

NA YS— Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Cockrell, Conkling, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gor- 
don, Ingalls, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, Maxey, Merrimon, Randolph, | 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—21. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bogy, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton, Conover, Cragin, Dawes, Dennis, 
Dorsey, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Jones 
of Nevada, McCreery, McDonald, Norwood, Paddock, Patterson, Robertson, Sharon, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, and Windom—34. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KELLY. I now offer an amendment, which I ask the Clerk to 
report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment 
reported by the committee the words: 

After having paid for the same, or secnred the valne thereof, which value may 


! 
be ascertained in the mode provided by the laws of Oregon for the condemnation 
of lands for public uses in that State. 

i 


The court say 


And in lieu of those words to insert: 


After the title to the same shall be procured by the United States under the laws 
of Oregon in such manner as the Legislature of that State may prescribe. 


So that, if amended, that portion of the amendment will read: 


Of which amount the Secretary of War is authorized to expend so much as, in his 
judgment, may be necessary and proper to secure title and right of way for canal 
and locks, not exceeding the sum of $10,000; and whenever, in the prosecution of 
the said work, it shall have become necessary to obtain the right of way over any 
lands for the said canal and locks, the Secretary of Warsha!| take possession of and 
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| ence of that Government ? 


| for local advantage. 
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use the said lands, after having purchased the same, or, in case the said lands ey 
not be purchased for a reasonable price, then after the title to the same shall be 
yrocured by the United States under the laws of Oregon in such manner as the 
Postaleaure of that State may prescribe. The Department of Justice shall repre 
sent the interests of the United States in any legal proceedings under this act w 


| obtain the right of way for said canal. 


Mr. MORTON. I did not pay very careful attention to the read 
ing of the decision of the Supreme Court; but I think I understand 
the drift of it, and it is this: that so far as the right of eminent 
domain is concerned the United States has it, and a State cannot give 
it to the United States. If the Government cannot procure the land 
by purchase, this amendment provides for obtaining it under the laws 
of Oregon; but according to principles that seem very well settled, 
Oregon cantiot confer this right by her own law. Shecan take land 
for State purposes, but she cannot take land for United States pur 
poses. The United States can take that herself and does not have to 
go to the State of Oregon. This amendment makes a muddle of this 
whole doctrine, and recognizes that the Government cannot get a foot- 
hold in a State even for a post-office or a public work or a custom- 
house without the consent of the State. As far as I am concerned | 
want to put my foot, small as it is, on that doctrine wherever | 
find it. That doctrine denies to the Government the power to have 
a post-office in a State by denying her a foothold. We recognize 
the converse of that proposition by denying to a State the power to 
tax United States bonds. We say if a State can tax United States 
bonds it can tax the bonds out of the State. If it be true that the Goy- 
ernment cannot get a footing for a public work of any kind ina 
State without the consent of the State, then it is in the power of that 
State to keep the Government out. I will never recognize that doc- 
trine, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I always regret when I hear an ar- 
gument in this Senate or elsewhere in the country based upon the 
idea that there is a necessary hostility upon the part of States to- 
ward the Federal Government. Why, sir, the States could scarcely 
exist, would certainly blot out their national existence, without this 
great tie of the Union to bind them, just as much as the Union itself 
must fall if the States are not preserved in their integrity; and by what 
method of reasoning is it that an American can suppose that a con 
stitnent portion of his country’s Government is hostile to the exist- 
Mr. President, would it not have been 
as well to wait until there had been some suggestion on the part ot 
some State that there was an unwillingness to aid in the necessary 
prosecution of the Government’s business by making it a free graut 
of its lands or assisting in every way to give it jurisdiction over 


| those portions of its territory necessary to the operations of the Fed- 


eral Government? 

Why. sir, there never has been a case in the history of this Gov- 
ernment known to me in which there has been the least hesitancy on 
the part of a State freely to cede jurisdiction and aid in the estab 
lishment of Government works. What a spectacle does this bill pre 
sent? We have had too much here in my opinion of local search 
It was to have Government works built in the 
State, Government moneys expended in the State, that we have seen 
so much ardor, somuch just, prompt, quick apprehension of local ad- 
Why, then, is the necessity 
to state this proposition, that in this community of feeling, each for 


| mvtual advantage, the Union covering the States with its blessings 


and the States maintaining the Union in its integrity, for suggesting 
here that there is danger to us as a people under a Federal Union 
that that Union will ever be injured or weakened by the refusal of a 


| State to give us that aid or that cession of its territory which is nec- 


essary for Federal purposes ? 

Mr. MORTON. Willthe Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not suggest the idea that there is hostility ; 
but I oppose the idea of making the Government of the United States 
dependent upon the consent of a State toown a custom-house in that 
State. There has been hostility in ten States where the Government 
would have been denied the right if she had applied for it and where 
she was even driven from her own property. It is of no use to talk 
about a thing of that kind being impossible; it is possible, because 
it has been. But the idea that I am combating is this, of making 
the United States dependent upon a State for the possession of any 
property in a State. I do not know that the time will ever come 
when a State will refuse it; but I do not want the Government to be 
in the position of depending upon a State. It destroys her sover- 
eignty. The idea that lies at the bottom of that has been the author 
“of all our woe.” 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I exceedingly regret that it does not 
seem possible for the honorable Senator from Indiana to take part in 
a debate but what there must be a resuscitation or a reference to 
causes of past strife in no way necessarily connected, inno way in my 
opinion properly to be adduced in the consideration of this question 
before us, twas speaking only in a feeling of unity and peace, try- 
ing to show that the best hopes of this nation lie in the happiness of 
the people of the various States. That was my idea, and I do not 
think it at all necessary to assume a doubtful power or to make 2s- 
sertions of a doubtful power when there is no possible necessity for 
it and has been no suggestion of necessity for it. For my own part, 
I believe that this Government is just as likely to fall from hostility 
at the hands of those whe have Federal power as itis at the hands of 
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those who have State power, because the existence of both is equally 
essential to the happiness and existence of each. Therefore it is that 
| resist when it is now put forth this first claim by an act of Congress 
to the exercise of that right known to lawyers as the right of eminent 
domain of the States, the right of Congress by a law to give either to 
representatives of the United States or other parties the power to take 
in invitum the property of private citizens for public use. That power 
has in the history of our Government always been exercised through 
the sovereign powers of the States. It has never yet been exercised 
under the authority of Congress by the Government of the United 
States, and I say therefore until there shall occur some occasion in 
which the interests of the Federal Government are obstructed selfishly, 
improperly, by the action of a State, the asserted power, for the ex- 
ercise of which no necessity is shown to exist, will not be claimed. I 
would rather take a thing as a free gift from one whom I love and re- 
spect than have it with the feeling that he gave it to me under com- 
pulsion. There is no necessity for making this precedent in this case 
and J would pause before it is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLY. I do not deny the binding authority of the decision 
of the Supreme Court which has been read and commented on by my 
colleague and other Senators who have spoken. I do not deny that 
where the title cannot be procured through State authority or under 
State law the United States may acquire it as it did in the case of 
Kohl vs. The United States, in Cincinnati; but where the State is 
willing under its laws to have the property condemned, certainly the 
United States can acquire the title to the property they desire under 
the State law, and that is the mode which has been invariably pur- 
sued in all the States heretofore. I see no good reason why we should 
depart from it now, and I have therefore offered this amendment, 
knowing that the Legislature, that meets in five weeks from this 
time, will, as the California Legislature did in the Lime Point case, 
provide laws for the condemnation of its property in case it cannot 
be purchased. Feeling satisfied that the State of Oregon will do this, 
I have offered this amendment. I have no doubt that a law will be 
provided at the coming session by which this property may be con- 
demned and the title acquired, and that the United States will get it 
as cheaply and perhaps more so than if they were to purchase it with- 
out any condemnation whatever. I know it is the interest of the 
people of that State that this work shall be prosecuted, and as I said 
before I am satisfied there will not be a dissenting voice in either 
house of the Legislature as to this mode of obtaining the title. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Legislature of Oregon desires to convey this 
property, it has ample power now. If it does not, I think some way 
will be found by which the United States can take possession of it if 
we appropriate this money. 

Mr. KELLY. I should like to correct the Senator. There is no 
law at the present time in Oregon authorizing the United States to 
condemn land, and that is the reason why I have offered this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Legislature of Oregon meet in five weeks, 
andif they want this money expended in that State they will make 
some provision for it. If they do not the United States Government 
will find some way to do it. Therefore I move to lay the amendment 
on the table. I want to finish the bill some time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a point of order. 

; Mr. MORRILL. I wish to put an inquiry to the Senator from 
owa. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My point of order is this, that the motion car- 
ries the bill with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I raise the further point of order that this is 
not a general appropriation bill within the meaning of the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not sustain the point. 
This is an appropriation bill within the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the rule read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Senators will find on reading the rule that all ap- 
propriation bills, excepting this one, shall go to a certain committee, 
thereby making this one, if there is any meaning in language. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that rule read. 

The Chief Clerk read the second clause of Rule 30, as follows: 


All amendments to general appropriation bills reported from committees of the 
Senate, proposing new items of appropriation, shall, one day before they are offered, 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and all general appropriation bills 
shall be referred to the said committee; and in like manner notice of amendments 
to bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors shall be given and referred 
to the committee to which such bills shall be referred. 


Any pending amendment to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the table 
without affecting the bill. 


Mr. MITCHELL. The rule just read shows that this is not a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that the second clause be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read again for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And in like manner notice of ar 

rivers and harbors shall be given 
bills shall be referred. 

Any pending amendment to a general 
ble without affecting the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the question. 
The motion of the Senator irom Iowa is to lay upon the table the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon to the right of the Chair, 
[Mr. KeLty.] The other Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mircue. ] 
raises the point of order that this carries with it the bill, which point 
the Chair overrules. From that decision the Senator from Oregon 
has appealed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now Oregon does not seem to have exhausted it- 
self upon this particular measure, and I withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
the point of order, the Chair supposes ? 

Mr. MiTCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question. I notice in the phraseology reported as an amendment 
from the Committee on Appropriations that the Government is to 
take possession of — 
and use the said lands, after having purchased the same, or, in case the said 
lands cannot be purchased for a reasonable price, then after having paid for the 
same, &c.— 
they shall be condemned under the laws of Oregon. I desire to 
ask the Senator from Iowa if he thinks it would be a sufficient title 
upon the bare purchase on the part of the United States from an in- 
dividual. I see that this does not provide for anything if it can be 
purchased previously. It strikes me that that is hardly enough. In 
nearly all cases where we have provided for acquiring lands we have 
provided that we shall have the consent of the Legislature that they 
are not to be taxed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. KELLY] read a pro- 
vision which I understand applies to this clause as well as to all 
others, that the Attorney-General shall see that the title is perfect 
before any money is expended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That relates merely to the title. 
tion of taxation. 

Mr. MORRILL. The question is whether the Government of the 
United States can acquire a sufficient title to lands for public use by 
merely purchasing them of an individual. I think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the point now of the Senator from 
Vermont. I think very likely that might be amended so as to cover 
the objection made. 

Mr. KELLY. I think the consent of the State would cure it. The 
section of the Revised Statutes that 1 referred to before provides: 

No public money shall be expended upon any site or land purchased by the United 
States for the purposes of erecting thereon any armory, arsenal, fort, fortification, 
navy-yard, custom-house, light-house, or other public building, of any kind what- 
evor— 

It may be a question whether the building of the locks of a canal 
is a public building. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should think so. 

Mr. KELLY. I think so too— 
or other public building of any kind whatever until the written opinion of the At- 
torney-General shall be had in favor of the validity of the title, nor until the con- 
sent of the Legislature of the State in which the land or site may be to such pur- 
chase has been given. 

According to my construction of that, no money can be expended 
upon the site of this proposed canal until the assent of the Legisla- 
ture of Oregon is given. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble about that is it has not the slightest 
reference to a canal at all. It has reference, as the Senator has read 
it, to public buildings and things of that sort. If we have any right 
at all in this matter, it is a right that belongs to the United States 
under the Constitution, and not one that we are to acquire by virtue 
of any sovereign assent of a Legislature. Neither the Legislature of 
Oregon nor the Congress of the United States nor both put together 
can resort to any contrivance by which Con gress is authorized to do 
a thing that the Constitution of the United States does not allow. I 
take it everybody will agree to that proposition. 

The question then is whether the Constitution of the United States 
authorizes Congress to make this improvement around these rapids 
in the Columbia River by means of a canal instead of blowing the 
rocks out in the swift water and building locks right in the midst of 
the river. It is the same thing in substance exactly, just as year after 
year we have improved the Des Moines Rapids in lowa, by going 
within the territorial jurisdiction of the State of lowa either with or 
without its consent—I do not care which for my present point—and 
instead of taking rocks out of the channel of the river we have gone 
to the edge and are digging them out there to make a canal instead of 
a mere river lock. We either have the constitutional authority todo 
that or we have not. If we have the constitutional authority to do 
it then does it not follow that we have the constitutional author- 
ity to take every step necessary to doit? If we have not the con- 
stitutional authority to do it, how can the State of Oregon confer 
upon us the authority to do a thing that the Constitution of the 
United States has not authorized us to do? 
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Mr. MORTON. Allow me to ask my friend a question? What 
would be the worth of a title coming through the laws of Oregon? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The title possibly asa mere piece of private prop- 
erty, like private ownership, if you can suppose that for the general 
welfare the United States of America might possibly own a piece of 
private land that they took on execution for instance, might be worth 
something; it might be possibly something that we could sell. But 
when it comes to exercising the necessary sovereign dominion to reg- 
ulate the persons by whom and the manner in which transit shall be 
made through it, with such conditions for security or tolls or anything 
else as we think proper to impose, then it is an entirely different ques- 
tion. If we have not the power to regulate the conditions npon which 
and the manner in which vessels are to go through this so-called 
canal, just as they do through the Louisville Canal and the Saint 
Mary’s Canal around the falls of Saint Mary’s, both of which are per- 
fectly analogous cases, then we ought not to pass any such law at all; 
we ought not to spend a dollar of the money that belongs to the United 
States for such a purpose. So Il regard the vote of the Senate against 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
as a definitive destruction of the whole appropriation, because as it 
now stands it is absolutely inoperative and must be so upon consti- 
tutional and legal principles; and this amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon farthest from me [Mr. KELLY] does not help it 
a bit. It merely makes it a matter of trade and regulation depend- 


ing upon the sovereign will of the State of Oregon. The constitu- | 
tional rights of Congress do not depend upon the sovereign will of | 


any State at all; and of course as my friend from Maine [ Mr. Ham- 
LIN] suggests she can exercise it without this language as well as 
with. It only clouds the subject and makes a concession in this bill 


which I never will vote for, that we have no right in the exetcise of | 


our constitutional powers granted, where we have the power to do 
anything at all to act without the consent of a State. 


Taking it for granted that we have the power to make the im- | 


provement—and I think in this case we have—I will never admit that 
this power that we have to do this thing depends upon the will of 
anybody, because if it isa power at all it is a constitutional power 
and it exists because the Constitution gives it to us, and our power 
is sovereign and complete under the Constitution and does not de- 
pend upon the will of anybody. When it comes to political domin- 
ion in the sense of punishing crimes and that sort of thing, then the 
Constitution of the United States says that the United States, in re- 
spect of certain subjects—and I will take it for this purpose to 
mean all of them—shall have exclusive legislative power with the 
consent of the State, just as it has in the District of Columbia; and 
that makes it as to the State foreign territory. We do not want this 
for foreign territory. This is not the point for which we want it at 


all. It is not for the purpose of getting the legislative dominion in | 


the sovereign sense of exercising the political power of making laws 
and furnishing an asylum for fugitives who may run over on to a lock 
in this canal. Thatis not it. That is entirely wide of the mark. 
That is all this provision of the Constitution has any reference to at 
all, and that is to give to the United States full dominion in the legal 
and public sense over such places in the States as the States may 
cede. The United States does not ask for any such legal and politi- 
cal dominion in respect of its jurisprudence and the execution of 
justice or anything of that kind; so that I hope we shall not utterly 
spoil this thing by adopting the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. KELLY.] 

Mr. MITCHELL. One word. I hope the amendment of my col- 
league will be voted down, because I think if the State had the power, 
which I am satisfied it has not, to do the thing that is proposed here, 


it can do it just as well under the amendment reported by the com- | to give a sufficient depth of water to accommodate the steamboats traveling ou 
mittee, and I think the amendment of my colleague would have this 


effect: After the title has been obtained in that way an appeal from 
the decision of the inferior court would tie the matter up, and pro- 
ceedings conld not go on until a final decision, until the title was de- 
termined; whereas under the general incorporation law of the State 
of Oregon we can secure the money to be paid and take the property. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. KELLY] to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agree to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he chooses to leave 
this matter as it was originally reported, leaving it entirely in the 
power of the Secretary of War to purchase the lands, and take no 
other proceeding ? 


will examine that question further, and if anything further is neces- 
sary will see that it is put in in conference. 


Mr. MORTON, It seems to me that the Government has the right | 
to procure by purchase and direct deed from the vendor any property | 
it has a right to own and hold for any purpose. The question of ac- | 


quiring exclusive jurisdiction is another and distinet question. But 


if the Government has a right to own a piece of property, it has | 


the right to buy it directly like an individual. 


Mr. MORRILL. Would it not be subject to taxation asmuch as | 


though owned by any individual, after such a purchase? 
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Mr. MORTON. That would be another question, which it would 
not be necessary to decide in deciding this particular point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be read. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 498, to reduce the appropriation “for the improvement of the 
harbor at Racine, Wisconsin,” from $9,000 to $8,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 500, to reduce the appropriation 
“for the continuing of the work on the ship-channel in Galveston 
Bay ” from $100,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the next amend- 


| ment. 


The next amendment was in line 501, in the clause making appro- 
priation for the continuing of the work on the ship-channel in Gal- 
veston Bay, tostrike out the words “to be expended between Red 
Fish Bar and Morgan’s Point.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
words: 


Src. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause examinations or 
surveys, or both, to be made at the following points, namely: 

Dan River, from Clarksville, Virginia, to Danville, Virginia. 

New River, from the lead mines in Wythe County, Virginia, to the mouth of 
Wilson in Grayson County, Virginia. 

Onancock Creek, Virginia. 

Hunting Creek, Virginia. 

Tonawanda Harbor, New York, on the east branch of Niagara River, at the 
mouth of Tonawanda Creek, and extending north and south therefrom. 

Sackett’s Harbor, New York. 

Harbor at Whitehall, at the south end of Lake Champlain, to procure twelve 
fect of water. 

Bayou Rartholomew, Arkansas. 

Saline River, Arkansas. 

Upper Arkansas River, commencing at Kansas City, in the State of Kansas, to 
Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas. 

Holston River, Tennessee, commencing above the mouth of French Broad River, 
to Union, Tennessee. 

Nolachucky River, Tennessee, from its mouth to Warrensburgh. 

Sunflower River, Mississippi. 

Paul River, Mississippi. 

Big Black River, Mississippi. 

Towne Creek, Monroe County, Mississippi. 

Chattahoochee River, from Columbus, Georgia, to Thompson's Bridge. 

Examination and survey of the harbor at Annapolis, Maryland, and an estimate 
of the cost of the removal of the bars at the entrance thereto. 

Western branch of the Patapsco River, from Light Street Bridge to Elk Ridge 
Landing. 

Pocomoke River, Maryland. 

Great Choptank River, between Denton and Greensborough, Maryland. 

Head Haven Creek, at or near Easton Point, Talbot County, Maryland. 

Laurel Creek, Kentucky. 

Harbor at San Luis Obispo. 

Coos Bay, Oregon. 

Coquille River, Oregon. 

The channel in Back River between the Kennebec, at Bath, Maine, and the 
Sheepscott River. 

Manistee River, from its mouth to Sherman, Wexford County, Michigan. 

From The Dalles of the Saint Croix River to Lake Superior in Minnesota, with a 
view to a water-route. 

Port of Memphis, Tennessee, so as to ascertain what measures, if any, are nec- 
essary to protect the landings and wharf from further injury from the current of 
the Mississippi River. and the cost of the same. 

Mouth of Bell River, Saint Clair County, Michigan. 

Cohasset Harbor, Massachusetts. 

Gloucester Harbor, Massachusetts. 

Man-of-War Shoal at Boston, Massachusetts. 

Breakwater at Fairweather Island, Connecticut. 

Bayou Courtableau, from its mouth in the Atcbafalaya River to Washington, 
Louisiana, with estimates of the cost of removing obstructions in said bayou so as 


the bayou. 

A survey to ascertain the practicability and cost of the construction of a sea-wall 
or breakwater for the protection of the city and harbor of Galveston, Texas, against 
storm floods from the Gulf of Mexico, to be paid for out of the appropriation for 


| the survey of rivers and harbors. 


A survey to ascertain the practicability and cost of the construction of a water- 
route for transportation from the mouth of Saint Mary’s River on the borders of 
the States of Georgia and Florida through the Okefenokee Swamp and through 
the State of Florida to the most available and convenient point on the Gulf of 
Mexico; and that the sum of $7,500 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for 
that purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

A survey for a ship-channel through Galveston Bay, beginning at twelve feet 
water in the mouth of the San Jacinto River, and running out of the mouth of said 
river east of Morgan's Point to the present channel, through Red Fish Bar; thence 


| through the same, extending through Galveston Harbor, passing west of Half 


Moon Shoals and Pelican Island, and to twelve feet water in Galveston Channel ; 
and to cause an estimate of the cost of the same to be made, and of the compara- 
tive merits of the same, with the route to the head of Bolivar Channel; and of the 
effects of the completion of each of said channels on the Galveston Harbor as to 
shoaling or deepening the same, and report the same to Congress by the Ist day of 


| December, 1876. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the bill is well enough as it stands; bnt I | 


A resurvey and estimate of the cost of deepening the channel across the bar at 
the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, and an estimate of the capacity of the har- 
bor at the mouth of the Brazos and its fitness for a barbor of refuge and nava! sta 
tion. 

Harbors of Ashland and Bayfield, in Wisconsin. 

Chaumont Bay, in Lake Ontar‘o, New York. 

The Missouri River, from the town of Saint Charles to the mouth of said Mis- 
souri River, with the view to protect the owners of land on the banks of said river, 
in Saint Charles County, Missouri, against the deflection and abrasion of the cur- 
rent of said river by reason of the erection of the Saint Charles bridge. 

A survey and estimate of the damages, if any, done or to be done to riparian 
owners of lands and improvements thereon at or in front of the town of Venice, 
Illinois, near Saint Louis, Missouri, by reason of Government improvements made 
or to be made at or near said town of Venice. 
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Delaware River, near Cherry Island Flats. 

Delaware River, near Petty’s and Smith's Islands. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And the sum of $40,000 is hereby appropriated for incidental repairs of harbors 
for which there is no special appropriation provided for by law and for examina 
tion and survey of such rivers and harbors as in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War will subserve the general interests of commerce. 


Mr. ALLISON. There is one matter struck out of the second sec- 
tion that I supposed was in the first section. It relates to asurvey of 
the ship-channel in Galveston Bay, from line 79 to 92 inclusive. That 
is not really a survey. It is an examination of the hay at Galveston 
with a view of ascertaining how best to expend the money appropri- 
ated and to be appropriated for that harbor, and the Engineer Bureau 


] 


} 


say that it is very desirable to make that survey. Therefore I want | 


to reserve that portion of the section and insert it at the end of the 
first section. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have here a diagram of the harbor. 

Mr. ALLISON. It must be provided for. It is really to ascertain 
the best mode of improving Galveston Harbor. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the objection that is included between lines 113 
and 118 intended as an addition to section 1 or as an independent 
section? 

Mr. ALLISON. Asan addition to section 1. It is not printed as 
we intended. We intended to have it inserted at the end of section 
1, and then to strike out the second section, but by some mistake the 
amendment was inserted after. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be better to make it a separate section, 
as it is a separate subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not quite a separate subject. The sum of 
$40,000 is appropriated for incidental repairs of harbors for which 
there is no specific appropriation. Therefore it is really an appro- 
priation for repairs as well as fu. new surveys. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care about it. Take your choice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the money to come from for this survey 
of the bay of Galveston ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It may come from the $40,000 or the principal ap- 
propriation for Galveston Harbor. We have appropriated $225,000 
for Galveston Harbor, and there is a question as to the mode of mak- 
ing this improvement. So the engineers say, and they want author- 
ity to make the survey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why will it not fall under the clause at the end 
for the “examination and survey of such rivers and harbors as in 
the judgment of the Secretary of War will subserve the general in- 
terests of commerce ?” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is left in, there is a direct direction to do 
a particular thing without any money to pay for it, whereas if you 
leave it under the general head, if the interests of commerce in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War warrant it he will make this very 
examination to which the Senator has alluded. 


Mr. MAXEY. I think I can explain it to the Senate without diffi- | 


culty. The survey is one of the very greatest importance. There are 
two distinct sets of improvements going on; one from Houston down 
through Buffalo Bayou and the San Jacinto River to the mouth, and 
then in Galveston Bay at the outer bar. That is one system. Then 
there is another system from Galveston to the outer bar. There is a 
conflict, and a very important one as an engineering question—I have 
examined the whole matter on the ground—as to where the ship- 
channel for the improvement from above, that is, from the Houston 
Harbor down, should run through the bay. It is contended by the 
people of Galveston that if it runs in the direction that it is sought 
to be run by the people of Houston, it will have the effect of creat- 
ing an underdrain that will carry the waters of North Galveston Bay, 
which now furnish the water ot Galveston, around Bolivar Point and 
will thus shoal Galveston Harbor. The Senate has limited the ap- 
propriation of $75,000 for the upper work that I referred to, to work 
between Morgan’s Point and Red Fish Bar. That leaves the dis- 
puted question between Red Fish Bar and Bolivar’s Point or the har- 
bor of Galveston as the route may be determined by the engineers, 
and therefore it is an important question for the Senate to direct that 
survey tobe made. It is a matterof the utmost consequence to those 
two peoples. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The same may be said, probably, of nine-tenths 
of all the clauses in this second section. This is to make an excep- 
tion for a single survey of one particular locality when there are fif- 
teen or twenty or perhaps thirty in the whole section. In lieu of all 
of them, the committee propose to give $40,000 for incidental repairs 
and for all these examinations, which covers this and all others. Now 


why we are to make a special exception in favor of this particular | 


locality and require a survey there and require it nowhere else, I do 


not quite understand. I do not doubt that it is valuable and impor- | 


tant. Many of the others are valuable and important ; but when we 
have given this sum of money for this general purpose, if the Sena- 
tor is correct, and I have no doubt he is, that this isa proper thing 
to do, then can there be any doubt that the Secretary of War will do 
it? Certainly he has authority under this amendment recommended 


by the committee to examine such harbors as in his judgment “ will | 
subserve the best interests of commerce?” I hope the Senator will not | 





3107 


LECORD—SEN ATE. 


insist upon this clause; the result will be to get above the $5,000,000, 
and it is rather invidious. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not think it makes a particle of difference so 
far as that is concerned, because it will come ont of the $40,000. But 
as will be seen by any one who understands engineering, the amount 
of $75,000 is limited from this point on which I have my finger [in- 
dicating on a diagram] down to Red Fish Bar here. [Indicating.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that limited? 

Mr. MAXEY. In the bill. The continuation of that work, as 
claimed by those having an interest in the improvements above, is to 
run it according to the red line to Bolivar Point. [Indicating.] 
There is the city of Galveston; here is the North Galveston Bay. 
[Indicating.] They insist that if the channel is cut through there 
the embankments thrown up will necessarily create an underdrain 
which will throw this water of the North Galveston Bay now feeding 
Galveston Harbor around by Bolivar Point, and thus shoal Galveston 
Harbor. 

Mr. SARGENT. Why will not that all be provided for under the 
second section as the committee propose it? If the engineers think 
that the survey should be made and that it is necessary for the gen- 
eral interests of commerce that it should be made, of course they will 
avail themselves of the allowance under the second section to expend 
money for the purpose. 

Mr. MAXEY. Now I will go on and finish what I had to say. It 
is insisted by those above that it will not have that effect and that 
they will save several miles in getting to the outer bar by going the 
way they want. It is insisted by the people of Galveston that it will 


| have that effect. Whether it will or not is a matter that I think a 





| 


layman cannot determine. It will have to be determined by an en- 
gineer, and it isimportant to have it determined speedily, in order to 
make the $75,000 effective which is appropriated already to this work. 

Mr. CONKLING. I confess I can see no objection to the request of 
the Senator from Texas, and I think the Senator from Vermont on 
reconsideration will see none. If the latter section of the bill as it 
now stands includes this, then the division of the amendment has no 
effect one way or the other. If, on the contrary, that latter provision 
is for any reason too narrow to embrace this, the effect will be not to 
increase appropriations made by the bill or any one of them, but to 
take from the money appropriated for this harbor enough to answer 
this need, which need is an essential one as affecting the providence 
and safety and good judgment with which the whole appropriation 
may be applied. 

Surely, on that state of case I can see no objection to this proposi- 
tion. It may be that that would be the law upon the general pro- 
vision at the end. If so, my answer is, then it does no harm, and 
that I have a right to say because the committee has the evidence 
that the board of engineers and its chief consider this survey proper, 
consider it necessary. Therefore it would be certain to fall within 
the last section of the bill if for other reasons that section is broad 
enough to include it, and then there can be no possible reason, I sub- 
mit, why we should not specifically nominate it in the bill to cure 
all doubt. On the other hand—and I repeat myself—if it should be 
held to fall without the concluding section of the bill and to require 
the payment of money not there devoted, then it comes out, not of 
any other money, not of any future appropriation, implies no increase 
of appropriation here, but it is simply subtracting that small sum, 
which we cannot now definitely determine, from the appropriation 
contained in the bill devoted to that harbor and to the security of 


| that appropriation, to the well-doing of the work for which that ap- 


propriation is made. We are assured by the experts that this survey 
is needed. Now, either way, how can there be any reason why we 
should not allow the Senator from Texas to “‘ make assurance double 


| sure” by retaining these words? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly Ido not wish to stand in the way of 
the Senator from Texas in doing anything he wishes that does not cost 
the Government anything. I move toamend the part proposed to be 
stricken out by the committee, and which the Senator wishes to have 
retained, by adding after the word “six,” in line 92, these words: 
“the cost thereof to be paid out of the $40,000 hereinafter mentioned,” 
so as to make it clear and definite that the expense is to be borne by 
the forty-thousand-dollar appropriation. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Texas does not object to that ; 


| it is in his interest. 





Mr. MAXEY. I do not object to it at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is it proposed to keep in the words in lines 1, 2, 
and 3 of section 2? To have this stand by itself would be singular. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; we will change it to “to survey;” so as to 
read: “The Secretary of War is hereby directed to survey,” &c. 

Mr. CONKLING. The mode, I submit, should be to non-concur in 
the amendment striking out the lines named by the Senator from 
California, 1, 2, and 3, on page 22, so as to read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause examinations or surveys, 
or both, to be made at the following points, namely. 

Then will follow this one point, and then will follow : 


And the sum of $40,000 is hereby appropriated for incidental repairs of harbors 
for which there is no special appropriation provided for by law, and for examina 
tion and survey of such rivers and harbors as in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War will subserve the general interests of commerce 


But, to make it exactly grammatical, I suggest to the Senator from 
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Iowa that in line 2, in place of “examinations,” it should be reduced 
to the singular; so as to read “to cause examination and survey,” 
and then strike ont “or both,” “to be made at the following point,” 
make that singular, “namely.” Then will come in the words: 


A survey for a ship-canal through Galveston B &ec 


Mr. ALLISON. I think wecan arrange it ina moment. I ask the 
Senate to strike out 


is needed 


Mr. CONKLING. 


all of section 2, and then we can re-insert what 


Probably that is the shortest way. 
Iowa, for the reason that I think the striking out of all these surveys 
would be an admission that we have arrived at that degree of poverty 
referred to by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. HOWE] the other day, 
when he spoke of the condition of : 
chase seed to sow in the spring so as to raise a crop. Now, sir, if there 
is any ground for contemplating in the future any new improvements 
in the way of rivers and harbors, the best indication of where exam- 
inations should be made would be to take this bill asit stands, with- 
out the amendment offered by the committee. Here we find indicated 
a number of places in diflerent portions of the country where it is 
believed that surveys will show improvements to be practicable, im- 
provements which would be greatly beneficial to the commerce of the 
country. This is the way in which the great improvements that have 
already been made of this kind have been commenced, their feasibil- 
ity ascertained; and, as has been said heretofore in this debate, this 
country isnot yet finished; further improvements of this kind will be 
made; further improvements are needed; and to neglect to make sur- 


useful to the general commercial interests of the country will result 
in their being occupied by corporations such as have heretofore occu- 
pied anumber of such places, and, like the robber barons of the Mid- 
dle Ages, have made use of such occupation to levy tribute on the 
passing commerce of the whole country. The Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. Mircue..]) this morning eloquently described one instance of 
the kind, and many others are within the knowledge of every Sena- 
tor here. I say that the neglect on the part of the General Govern- 
ment to take such measures to improve for the common interest of 
the people of all the States the natural facilities that exist for mak- 
ing easy the transmission from one portion of the country tothe other 
of the different commodities produced here will result in leaving 
many opportunities for grasping corporations to take advantage. 

lor these reasons I think these surveys bad better be made as the 
bill originally provided and be made asa thing separate from the 
appropriation “ for incidental repairs of harbors for which there is no 
special appropriation provided for by law.” It is better to take the 
judgment of Congress as to where these surveys should be made 
rather than the judgment of any Department. I hope, therefore, 
the Senate will not agree to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas overlooks the fact that 
we have made here a specific appropriation for surveys. It will not 
add to the number of surveys that can be made to insert them in the 
bill. We have just $40,000 here for surveys. Now, if we name five 
hundred places to be surveyed, the cost of which would be two or 
three hundred thousand dollars, of course they would not all be made. 
Therefore, the committee, instead of inserting specific places, say “We 
will appropriate a specific amount and we will allow the Engineer 
Bureau to use this amount in making such surveys as the interests of 
commerce require.” Therefore, I think the amendment proposed by 
the committee subserves the purpose the Senator from Kansas has in 
view much better than the bill as it came from the House. I hope, 
then, he will make no objection to this general feature as proposed 
by the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the engineers would look into this bill to find 
out where important works of a general public interest should be 
established, I think they would be somewhat puzzled. They would 
find here Laurel Creek and Onancock Creek and Hunting Creek, and 
I suppose Fishing Creek, and a great many other creeks scattered all 
through here which have very forbidding names provided the names 
are to imply to us the idea of the interests of general commerce in 
the improvement of these creeks. 

I might go further. It seems to me that there never were assorted 
together in a single bunch more absurdities than are found in this 
section which we propose to strike out. That there may be here and 
there an important public work I presume is beyond question. Those 
works the board of engineers will have their attention drawn to by 
the provision which the committee insert. 1 hope that they will over- 
look these fishing and hunting creeks. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
striking out the whole of section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now | move to insert after section 1 the following 
words: 

Src. 2. The Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause a survey for a ship 
< nel through Galveston Bay, beginning at twelve feet water in the mouth of 
il jacintw River, and running out of the mouth of said river east of Morgan's 
loint to the present channel, through Red Fish Bar; thence through the same, ex- 
tending through Galveston Harbor, passing west of Half-Moon Shoals and Pelican 
Island, and to twelve feet water in Galveston Channel; and to canse an estimate of 


the cost of the same to be mado, and of the comparative merits of the same, with 
the reute te the head of Bolivar Channel 


each of said channels on the Galveston Harbor as to shoaling or deepening the 
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Mr. HARVEY. I am « Pi osed to the motion of the Senator from | 
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same, and report the same to Congress by the 1st day of December, 1276, the cost 
thereof to be paid out of the 840,000 hereinafter appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. Now add the next amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the second section the 
following: 

And the sum of $40,000 is hereby appropriated for incidental repairs of harbors 
for which there is no special en provided for by law and for examina 
tion and survey of such rivers and in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War will subserve the general interests of commerce. 








Mrpors as 





The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WEST. Ali the amendments of the committee being now con- 
cluded, I desire to offer an amendment on page 21. In lieu of the 


| prov iso commencing on line 504 I offer this: 


1 farmer who was too poor to pur- | 








Provided, That this appropriation shal! not be available whenever and so long as 
there shall be an open channel of eighteen feet of water to and from the sea through 
the South Pass of the Mississippi River. 


This mercly makes the occasion when that appropriation shall be 
available determined by Congress instead of by the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I offer the following amendment: 


Sec. —. It shall not be lawfal for any person or corporation to use or occupy any 
pier, breakwater, or other work of the United States without the written consent 
of the Secretary of War, and without compliance with such conditions as he shall 
prescribe, and such consent may be canceled at any time on one month's notice. 
And any person who, whether acting under the authority of a corporation or 
otherwise, shall knowingly violate the foregoing provisions, shall, on conviction 
thereof, be punished by imprisonment for not more than one year or by fine not 


| greater than $500. Tris section shall take effect on the Ist day of October, 1876. 
veys and take steps for the improvement of streams that may be made | 


Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the object of that section is to reach the 
east pier at Cleveland. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why does the Senator suppose that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It may have some general effect that I do not under- 
stand. I only wanted to know what it meant. 

Mr. HOWE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
words beginning with the words “ without the written consent of the 
Secretary of War” down to the clause which commences to state the 

venalty. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the words 
proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would it be in order to refer that amendment to 
the Committee on Commerce ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such a reference would carry the 
bill with it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I merely make the suggestion. I object to legis- 
lation on appropriation bills. As to referring the whole bill, I would 
rother not do it. As the Senator from New York is the able chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, I thought be could report back the 
proposition in such form that we should be able to understand it and 
act on it. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from California has evidently been 
absent from the Chamber. The Secretary has read this amendment 
twice with great facility and great clearness. If he had been here 
he would have heard it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I was in my seat all the time, and noticed that it 
required the assistance of the Senator from New York to read the doc- 
ument. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to amend the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I inquire whether the amendment has been re- 
ported from any committee or whether it is in order, as it is legislation 
in reference to a general subject ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It involves no appropriation. It is 
in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is it in order to move to lay it on the table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would that motion carry the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. SARGENT. It seems to me we ought not to put on this bill a 
provision affixing penalties which has not been examined or reported 
by any committee. Ido not know but that judicious legislation in 
the direction of this amendment might be an advantage; but there 
certainly ought to be some exceptions. A vessel in distress might tie 
up against a pier on the land side of it to protect itself in case of a 
storm. I am not entirely sure that the language of the amendment 
would not prevent its taking refuge without having first obtained the 
consent of the Government in writing. I merely wention this. Per- 
haps it may be an extreme instance; but there may be exceptions to 
this rule. I see no reason why it should not follow the course of 
such important measures, and be considered and reported by a com- 
mittee, especially when a new penal offense is invented and punish- 


| ments are affixed to acts which are merely mala prokibita. Under this 


amendment, as I understand it, if a person desires to drive a cart over 
one of these piers he cannot do it without first having obtained the 


| consent of the Secretary of War. 


and of the effects of the completion of | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why should he? 

Mr. SARGENT. It might be very convenient and dono harm to any 
one, and it might be an accidental circumstance. It might be on an 
occasion of an accident, for instance, the sudden blocking up of a 
street by the falling of a house or some other occasion which might 


| make it essential to do it. In other words, I do not believe the Gov- 









Be Re ie alike 


5p eT carl’ 
























Saha Sean! 








eh PE 


widen 




























1876. 


ernment in that respect should be different from any private propri- 


etor and complain of a trespass under such circumstances. The Sen-  sician because itis a poison; by 


ator from Vermont by his question would imply that he is in favor of 
this legislation, proposed in such a shape that it requires two or three 
Senators to assist the Clerk to read it, being put on the bill without 
examination. It is contrary to all his course in the Senate hereto- 
fore, as I have observed it, because on the simplest propositions he 
has insisted that it is contrary to the course of the Senate to act upon 
them without a report from a committee, and I myself on a number 
of occasions where I thought delay was injurious have consented to 
his suggestion that matters should go to the committees, believing per- 
haps that he might be right that in all cases these things should go 
to committees and be there considered and reported in form. In some 
cases Where the urgency was very great, I have resisted the appeal, I 
believe, not always with success. I think we should follow the gen- 
eral rule, and legislation of this character fixing a new crime and put- 
ting penalties upon the heads of citizens of the United States should 
at any rate receive the ordinary examination which is given to a bill 
establishing a single post-route. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do feel an interest in this amendment, because 
I consulted the Senator from New York about it before he offered it 
and also I consulted with the Senator from Ohio who is farthest from 
me, [Mr. THURMAN.] Of course what led to this amendment, which 
is perfectly germane to the bill, because it is merely for the protec- 
tion of the property that we are trying to spend money to construct, 
everybody cansee. The necessity for it has been made apparent from | 
the circumstance referred to about the east pier at Cleveland, as the | 
Senator from Ohio who sits nearest to me [Mr. SHERMAN ] stated that | 
he wanted to take these people by the throat and compel them to 
come to an understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator wil] not quote me as willing 
to send a man to the penitentiary because he crosses a pier to get to | 
a bridge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I will not quote the Senator from Ohio as | 
being willing to send anybody to the penitentiary for occupying the 
Cleveland pier for twenty-three years to the exclusion of the United 
States, or to take any steps whatever to correct the abuse. I will 
not impute anything of the kind to him. Far be it from me to bring 
the Senator from Ohio into any such attitude as that. 

Now I will begin again. Mr. President, the public works of the 
United States, its piers, breakwaters, &c., are built by the money of 
the people. They are not built, so far as we understand it, for pri- | 
vate accommodation; they are built for the public protection of the 
water-ways, and not to furnish accommodations for ship-masters or | 
anybody else to tie up to or to unload wood oriron or any other thing | 
upon, or to make wharves of. If I am wrong about that, I hope the | 
Senator from Ohio will correct me now. Of course I am not; he | 
will agree to that; they are. Therefore, just like any other public | 
building or structure of the United States, it ought to be protected 

| 


against injury and occupation by private people against the interest 
and against the right of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But where the private occupation and interest are 
perfectly convenient to and not injurious to the public use and ocecu- 
pation, it would be an outrage to prevent the people of the United 
States from using their own. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. “Their own?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it would, but I respectfully submit to the hon- 
orable Senator that the Treasury of the United States in that sense is 
the “own” of the people of the United States, and I should be very 
glad to adopt his apparent doctrine and be at liberty to go in and fill 
my hat with greenbacks and walk off. It would be very convenient 
to me at this present time of distress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not agree to that proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I do not agree to this one. They are both 
of them only the public property of the United States, and they belong | 
to all the people in exactly the same way and in exactly the same | 
degree, and the Senator has no right to use the pier at Cleveland or 
anywhere else for his private advantage any more than I have aright 
to use the money in the Treasury. The idea that either of us can do 
it because it belongs to the people of whom we are one is, it strikes 
me, somewhat outside of reason; I will not say absurd. 

Now, then, we have had one instance. It is evident, I think, from 
the course of this debate that there are a good many others where pri- 
vate persons are injuring these piers in their use, as every use does in- 
jure to a certain degree, as the use of a house wears it out. They are 
using the piers and breakwaters of the United States because there 
does not happen to be any lawful way to stop it. Now, this is ex- | 
actly such a law as applies to al] the publie buildings and public | 
grounds of the United States to prevent injuries to public property. | 
it is like the law of the State of Ohio about the public property at 
Columbus; and that is, that nobody shall injure or deface it or cut 
up a tree or injure the grass or do anything else under a penalty. 
Here there is an additional provision which does not exist in the 
other laws; and that is, that it may be done with the consent of the 
Secretary of War in writing. 

Now, the Senator from California says, “ Why in case of distress a 
ship ties up to it and that is a violation of your law.” Suppose in a 
case of distress under the druggist act my friend goes to a druggist’s 
avd buys a bottle of laudanum, which under the laws of many of | 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ject to it; but it does seem t 


| They are open to the poor man’s wagon or the rich man’s wagon the 


| will be reported. 


| with such conditions as he shal! prescribe, and such consent may be canceled at any 
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the States 





in cities he cannot buy without the certificate of his phy- 
it he needs the landanum and the drag 
gist sells it*o him. That is a violation of the law; but whe pr 
cutes that sort of a thing? Somebody runs his horse by accident or 
in a terrible storm into a public building and injures it a the 
Nobody thinks of prose« ng it as crim Phus t 
tion will not help it. This is a simpk ow « 
when we are spending n ious a year fi r 
the Government of the United States against unlawt 
without the assent of the Secretary of War. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the object of this amendment were to corr e 


abuse spoken of at Cleveland, Ohio, I do not know that Is] 


: +? ; ] 
»me that 1f covers a br 





The language is that no person or corporation shall use or occupy a 

pier, breakwater, or other improvement without the written consent 

of the Secretary of War. Herve is a harbor with two piers at Sagi- 

naw, Michigan, if you please, or at some sea-port, say McCargoe’s Cove, 

where vessels come in for what purpose? For the purpose of un : 

loading a cargo or receiving a cargo? They land at one of these 

piers right there. How is a person to get his goods from that vessel 

to the shore without in a sense at least using or occupying or cross 

ing the pier for that purpose ? 
I may be all wrong with reference to this subject, but I do not see ' 





what the object of having these piers can be unless it is for the use of | 
the public, by which people who have conveyed property by land shall 
be enabled to communicate with the people who are conveying prop- 
erty by water in vessels. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Which party onght to control them, may I ask the 
Senator? Ought the Secretary of War to control these works or the 
United States, or ought private people to make them a common? 
Mr. ALLISON. But if the vessel chooses to land at a pier or ata 


breakwater for the purpose of discharging its cargo, before it can use 
that pier or breakwater for that purpose, if this provision is inserted, 
it must secure, as I understand it, the written consent of the Secre- 
tary of War. I take it that these piers are for the public use and 
not for the specific use of corporations or particular individuals. 


same to unload a cargo from a vessel or to load a vessel with a fresh 
cargo. If I am entirely mistaken with reference to the scope of this 
amendment, then of course I may yield; but as I understand it now 
I cannot vote for it. 

Mr. HOWE. I move an amendment, and I should like to have my 
amendment reported. I have kept the floor until this time in hopes 
that I should be recognized in the course of the afternoon 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 


The CmieF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment 
after the words “ United States” the following words: 


Without the written consent of the Secretary of War and without compliance 


time on one month's notice 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOWE. The proposition of the amendment moved by the 
Senator from New York is to say that your piers and breakwaters 
shall not be occupied for private purposes except by the written con- 
sent of the Secretary of War, which in two syllables says that the 
Secretary of War may lease all your piers and breakwaters on any 
terms that he sees fit and to anybody thathe chooses. The amendment 
Ihave moved is to strike out that Power. I do not believe that the 
Secretary of War should have that power. I think the Senator from 
Iowa is entirely mistaken, not as to the scope of the amendment, but 
as to the character of these structures. They are not built for the 
common use of the people of the United States. They are built in 
the interests of commerce. They are built to guard the entrance, 
not to make the harbor. That is a business that the United States 
has no right to engage in, but they are built to guide and guard the 
entrance into a harbor. 

Mr. ALLISON. My friend will remember one thing, that where 
many of these piers have been constructed persons build wharves 
running along outside of them. It isso at Chicago, and at many 
other points with which I am perfectly familiar. They pile and build 
out along these piers. 

Mr. HOWE. Where they do that, let them get possession of the 
breakwater in front of their wharves, and make it a part of the 
wharf, and we give it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You cannot put the wharf on the breakwater. 

Mr. SARGENT. You allow the Secretary of War to lease the 
breakwater under the amendment. 

Mr. HOWE. Ido not propose to allow the Secretary of War to 
lease at his pleasure $20,000,000 of property belonging to the United 
States. 

Mr. SARGENT. My friend will agree with me, then, that the amend 
ment is crude; that it needs perfecting. There are somethings to be 
remedied, I admit, but it onght not to be done in this way. 

Mr. HOWE. I think it will be perfect if you take that power away 
from the Secretary of War. Then your law would be a simple com- 
mand to everybody, “keep off the property of the United States, or 
if you violate this law pay the penalty.” Is anything simpler than 
that? Is anything more right thun that? A river emptying into a 


The question is upon the amend- 
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lake or an ocean or a sea is broad inside, but has a bar at the mouth, 
and the usual mode of improving, as we call it, that harbor or of 
getting an entrance into that harbor is to dredge out the bar and 
throw out breakwaters or piers to deep water to prevent the bar from 
forming again. The harbor is inside and away beyond these strne- 
tures which are built by the Government. There wharves are built 
and those wharves are private property; but to turn these break- 
waters themselves into wharves for the use of common carriers, it 


States. That should not be done. They should not be permitted to 
take possession of it without conditions, and those conditions should 
not be in my judgment arbitrarily fixed by any one agent of the Govy- 
ernment. In a case like that referred to at Cleveland, where a great 
corporation, for the sake of getting room for its business, builds out 
into the lake, reclaims the bottom of the lake and in the rear of the 
breakwater, I see it is very convenient for them to have the right to 
cross the breakwater; but there is but one condition on which they 
should have that right, and that is to get from the Government the 
right to make the breakwater a part of their wharf and maintain it 
as a part of their wharf. Take the breakwater away and the wharf 
isa breakwater. They first induce the Government to build so much 
pier that they can get in behind it, and then they take the pier as an 
annex to their wharf and make the Government keep it up. Is that 
right? Isthat an honest use of the Government property ? Certainly 
my friend from Iowa will not insist that itis. I do not think that 
any Senator can insist that itis. If that be not a proper use of the 
Government property, then the only question is whether you will 
insist upon giving the Secretary of War or any other one agent the 
right to lease all this property. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the trouble with the amendment is that 
it attempts to legislate generally, having in view simply a single case. 
Ido not care to discuss the question of the breakwater or pier at 
Cleveland. The action of the railroad company there may be right 
orit may be wrong; but are we to lay down a general principle be- 
cause a single bad instance, admitting it to be bad, has developed 
itself, and todo it in this hasty way without the consideration of con- 
sequences in other matters? It is bad policy. When I spoke a few 
moments ago I alluded toa few cases which I said might be extreme. 
The Senator from Vermont points out that they are extreme. Admit 
that they are extreme, but I can snggest other cases in point where 
this policy of the Government of the United States might operate 
with great hardship. I might refer to the case of training-walls, 
walls put along rivers in front of cities built by the United States to 
prevent the erosion of the banks. A provision of this kind came to 
us in this bill from the House and we struck out the words “ to pre- 
vent erosion and’ destruction of its banks,” because we were not ex- 
actly prepared to admit that the Government ought to take care of 
the banks of the river. It might involve a general care of the banks, 
as in the case of the levees of the Mississippi River, which is stilla 
mooted question. Take a case of that kind. The Government has 
to my knowledge in some cases in the West built along the side of 
rivers near cities walls which may be called training-walls, to pre- 
vent the erosion of the banks or the encroachment of the river, some- 
times to protect its own property and sometimes to protect the prop- 
erty of citizens. To say as toa wall of that kind thus built along 
the line of a river that nobody could cross it with teams, or freight, 
or anything of the kind, would be simply to shut out the people from 
access to a river upon which their commerce floats. Take the case of 
the levees of the Mississippi Riyer. We have not yet admitted that 
the Government is liable to t%ke care of this great tlood of water 
which passes over and collects in many States of the Union and forces 
its way down by New Orleans to the Gulf of Mexico. We have not 
yet admitted the principle to its full extent that the Government of 
the United States and the people of the United States are bound to 
take care of this immense volume of water which pours down there 
and victimizes to a certain extent the inhabitants near the mouth of 
the Mississippi; yet to a certain extent we have admitted this prin- 
ciple by giving lands to aid in building levees along the banks of 
that river. It has been contended by Members and Senators from 
Louisiana and Mississippi that in equity the Government should go 
still further and should control this great volume of water which 
comes down upon them, which it is beyond their financial capacity 
to control for themselves. If ever that principle is admitted, the 
Government will take a step further and instead of merely giving 
land for the purpose of building levees along both banks of the Mis- 
sissippi, will make appropriations of money to control this vast flood 
of water which has collected there through the States and forces it- 
self down upon them. 

If legislation like that proposed is now admitted, the Government 
could prevent any man from crossing those levees from the river to 
reach his farm or to go to any town, or village, or city, or hamlet 
which may be scattered along down the banks of that river. Itisa 
Government work, and consequently without the permission of the 
Secretary of War in writing nobody could have access to the land 
from the river. Nobody could land a cargo or land persons or prop- 
erty without committing a trespass, without violating the laws of 
the United States, without becoming liable to having the penalties de- 
nounced by this proposed legislation fall on his head. 

IT say that such legislation onght to be carefully considered by a 


committee to see whether if it is dene there will not be extreme cases | very use that is made there?) What is it? 
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| it is so obscure in its tendency that it may produce a hardship. 
seems to me, is making a gross abuse of the property of the United | 
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where there will be hardship which we should in fact bring upon the 
people. I have heard it suggested with great force that there onght 
to be a rule regulating this property belonging tothe United States. 
1 think we should not consider on an appropriation bill any amend 
ment which proposes to change an existing law, upon the principle 
which I know a good many eminent authorities on this floor have 
I say we ought to reject this legislation, especially where 
Mr. EDMUNDS. May I suggest to the Senator that this is not an 
Every word 
in this bill is absolutely new legislation. There is not a line which 
entitles anybody to a dollar, whether we pass it or not, that he wonld 
get until we passed it. In the case of other appropriation bills, I sug- 
gest to my friend, it is quite different. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it should be the judgment of the Senate that a 
river and harbor bill is not an appropriation bill in that sense which 
makes it unwholesome to put upon it general legislation affecting 
matters not really pertaining to the specific appropriations, then it 
ought to be put in the category of general appropriations, and if not, 
it ought not to receive any favor at the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It never was in the category of a general appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. It has never been called a general appropriation 
bill, but it is called a bill making appropriation for rivers and har- 
bors. The rule does use the word “ general” with reference to it. It 
has been sent heretofore to the Committee on Commerce instead of 
the Committee on Appropriations; but there is not a single sugges- 
tion which could be made against legislation on the omnibus bill or 
the legislative bill which will not apply to this. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It seems to me that the owner of the 
shore hes a right of adjacency to the water just as much as he owns 
the land. It may be, and I have no doubt in many of these cases it 
is the fact that these breakwaters and piers are so situated that they 
would cut off the owner from that adjacency and from the use of it. 
Ido not think the United States or any other government has any 
right to dothat. If it is necessary in order to get to the water to 
cross one of these piers, I think they have got a right to cross it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or cross anybody else’s property ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Or cross anybody else’s property. I do 
not think any government has a right to put a work between my 
property so as to destroy my right of adjacency to a great public 
highway. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
work is put on? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
works. 

Mr. THURMAN. 


Suppose the Government owns the land that the 


The Government does not own my land. 
But it owns its own land where it builds its 


If the Government makes a work which cuts off 


‘the proprietor of ashore from his right of access to the water, the 





Government must pay him under the Constitution before it makes the 
work from the right of which it thus deprives him. I suppose no- 
body will deny that the right to the exclusive possession of works 
constructed by the Government belongs to the Government. If it has 
a constitutional power to construct them at all it must Lave aright to 
exclusive possession of them, and must assert that right so far as it 
is necessary for their preservation. We had a year or two ago a 
proposition to ~ the improvements at the mouth of the Mississippi 
under the absolute military control of the Secretary of War under a 
sort of quasi military law authorizing him tomake rules and regulations 
and to punish people for the violation of those rules and regulations ; 
or rather that they should be punished for the violation not of the 
statute enacted by Congress, but of such rules and regulations as 
should be made by the Secretary of War. 

I do not know that there is any very great necessity for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. One might infer 
there was not from the fact, and avery singular fact it is, that so far 
as I can discover there is not one single line in the statute-books of 
the United States for the protection of the public works of the 
United States, even this very Capitol in which we are legislating, or 
any other public building of any sort or description. I may have 
overlooked some of the statutes, butso far as the index to the Revised 
Statutes shows, and I do not claim that thatis perfection at all, I have 
not been able to find one single statute for the protection of the pub- 
lic buildings or public works of the United States. I dare say there 
are some that I have overlooked, but certainly there is a very great 
want of legislation upon that subject. That tends to show that there 
has been no very great necessity for any such legislation, but yet 
there may be. 

I have a word to say upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to move 
to strike out that clause in the amendment of the Senator from New 
York which authorizes the Secretary of War to give a permit to use 
and occupy, so as to make the prohibition absolute. It seems to me 
nothing could be more unwise than that. What injury isdone? Take 
the case of Cleveland which is brought up in this discussion. What 
injury is done by the use that is made of the pier at that place? 

Mr. HOWE. Eight thousand dollars. 

Mr. THURMAN. Eight thousand dollars; and what is $8,000 com- 
pared to more than $800,000 of benefit to the publie every year by the 
lt is there that the rail- 
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road system and the navigation of the lake are connected and in a 
way that they could not be connected anywhere else. That connec- 
tion is an absolute necessity. All thatcan be said, and properly said, | 
is that inasmuch as the railroad con:panies use the pier there in that | 
manner, they ought to contribute to its maintenance. That is the 
whole of it; but to say absolutely and positively that they shall not 
be allowed to use it at all, that no freight shall go over that pier, that 
communication between the land and the water shall be absolutely 
severed, would be simply monstrous. It would be far better for com- 
merce there that you had never built the pier at all but had left it to 
private enterprise to build docks. But you have built it; it is your 
property; you are entitled to it. You have prevented anybody else 
from building it. You have prevented the railroad companies or the 
city of Cleveland or private enterprise from building it. And now 
will you say that instead of benetiting commerce by building that 
pier you will put an absolute barrier upon commerce? I venture to 
say that if my fmend will go to Cleveland aud look at it, he will 
never for a moment think of such a proposition as that which he has 
now made. These are not two piers away out in the lake; these are 
two piers that begin at the bluff bank at the mouth of the river. 
Right at the bluff bank where the railroads run along, right where 
the railroads or the merchants or the land-owners would have built 
their docks, you saw fit, and wisely enough, to go and build these 
piers. Did anybody suppose that when you were building them you 
meant to erect a barrier between the lake and the land? No, Mr. 
President, I hope the Senate will not insist upon that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOWE. I do not propose any absolute barrier between the 
wharf of the Cleveland Railway Company and the waters in the har- 
bor at all. One of two things must happen. Either the right to nse 
this pier must be conferred by Congress direct, or you must vest in 
some officer the power which it is proposed here to vest in the Secre- 
tary of War, the power to lease all your piers and breakwaters every- 
where. I donot think that power ought to be intrusted in the hands 
of any one agent. It is too irresponsible. He makes no report; you 
have no way of keeping an account of it, no way of holding him to 
responsibility. It is the simplest thing in the world if that railroad 
company want to enjoy this pier as a part of their wharf for them to 
ask us to make it a part of their wharf, and to put upon them the re- 
sponsibility of doing by the pier just what they do by the wharf. 
“We built it, we give it to you; you just take care of it.” Is there 
anything wrong or hard in that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me say to the Senator that I would not be 
willing to give the exclusive right of the pier to that railroad com- 
pany. That pier is used there not simply by the railroad company 
alone, by any means. Everybody uses it. Trucks pass over it by the 
hundred every day right where this little part of it is used and clear 
out to the end of the pier. 

Mr. HOWE. Just as they use the dock, but for the convenience of 
those who own the wharf and for the convenience of nobody else 
whatever. Nobody wants to go across that pier except to go on to the 
wharf, and the power that can now let them go on tothe wharf of the 
company, if the company owns the pier, can let them go across the 
pier. That,is all there is of it. A disposition to make a free gift of 
your structure to a railway company is simply another way, as it 
seems to me, of permitting the railway company to use it for nothing 
and oblige us to keep it up for nothing. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allowme amoment? The very 
object, as I understand it, of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York is that the Secretary of War may compel this com- 
pany which has the benefit of this pier to maintain it by such con- 
ditions as he may see fit to prescribe. If you cannot trust your Sec- 
retary of War, then find somebody else whom you can trust. 

Mr. HOWE. Do I understand my friend from Ohio to say that he 
is willing to clothe the Secretary of War with the power to lease all 
the piers and docks of the United States? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; Ido not think that there is any such 
thing as that contained in this proposition. 

Mr. HOWE. Or to license the use of them? 

Mr. THURMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOWE. Is not that a lease? 

Mr. THURMAN. The license to use them may be a very proper 
thing when the public interest requires that they shall be used. 

Mr. HOWE. I ask my friend again, is he willing to clothe the 
Secretary of War with the power to lease all the piers and break- 
waters ? 


Mr. THURMAN. Where the public interest will not suffer by it, I 
am. 

_ Mr. HOWE. And allow him to be the judge of whether the public 
interest suffers or not? If the Senator is willing to do that, I have 
got his position. I am not willing, and I think you had better not 
consent to it or insist upon it. I think I have as much confidence in 
the present Secretary of War as in anybody I know of, and shall 
probably have a reasonable degree of confidence in the next one; and 
| hope always to confide in them more or less. I would not grant 
that power myself. It is an unnecessary one which will bring your 
Secretaries into grave responsibilities. If I were Secretary of War, 
I would not take the responsibility; but if you insist upon clothing 
him with it, so be it. 


Mr. EATON. I hope this amendment will be voted down and for 
this reason—— 
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amendment of the Senator from 





Mr. WHYTE. Do you refer tothe 
Wisconsin to the amendment? 

Mr. EATON. So far as the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin goes it is very well; but 1 refer to the amendment to which 
that isan amendment. I hope it will be voted down for this reason 
simply: It is very evident to any individual who lives in the nei; 
borhood of public works thet a power of this sort ought to be care- 
fully seanned before 1t isgiven. That the Secretary of War here in 
Washington should be able to determine with regard to who shall 
occupy for one day, or one hour, or one week public buildings in any 
part of the United States, is simply impossible. It would simply be 
destructive tocommerce. Here is a breakwater, for instance, at New 
Haven or at Stonington. Suppose I desire to use it. If it is proper 
that the United States through its officials should determine whether 
I may use it for one week or not, let the cetector at that port give me 
permission, not the Secretary of War here in Washington. I am by 
no means certain that anything of this sort is necessary, but I am 
very certain that it will be utterly impossible for the Secretary of 
War to transact a business of that character. I trust the amendment 
will be voted down. 

Mr. BAYARD. lam of the impression that at the earlier part of 
this session I heard very strong objections made tothe ingrafting of 
anything upon money bills other than matters appropriate thereto. 
Here is now, however, a proposition to make a general law entirely 
penal upon all persons who shall, without the consent of one Cabinet 
officer, use certain necessary public works, breakwaters, piers, and the 
like. It seems tome that there are many objections practically to this 
proposition, and also objections for want of constitutional power. In 
the eighth section of the tirst article the power to exercise exclusive 
jurisdiction is given to Congress over what is now the District of 
Columbia— 





And to exercise like authority over all places purchased by the consent of the Leg- 
islature of the State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, maga 
zines, arsenals, dock-yards and other needful buildings 

Under that clause unless there has been a cession of jurisdiction 
by the State to the General Government, the legis'ative power of 
the State still extends to the exclusion of the General Government. 
It is for that reason, I have no doubt, that a general law protecting 
public buildings orstructures of the United States has not been placed 
heretofore upon the statute-book, because in many places these pab- 
lic works exist on territory the cession of legislative power over which 
has never yet been made by the State to the General Government. 
Therefore it seems to me that we should not certainly ingraft a gen- 
eral law of this kind upon an appropriation bill without paying heed 
to this constitutional restriction. 

But independent of that question there is gross impracticability in 
the language of this proposed law. It prohibits the use of a break 
water without the consent of the Secretary of War. The use of the 
breakwater which lies at the mouth of the bay appurtenant to the 
State in which I live (and it is used by the commerce of the world 
almost) at different times in cases of storm is a necessity. They run 
in there at nightfall and they run out in the morning. They go 
in there for shelter in time of storm and they leave just so soon as 
safety will permit. Under certain circumstances, with the sudden 
storms arising on our coast, it isimpossible for any merchant to know 
whether the occasion for seeking shelter behind the breakwater will 
come or not till the sudden gust shall come. Hatteras, for instance, 
the most dangerous point on our coast, is just out of the channel. 
This Delaware breakwater will sometimes have in the course of six 
hours as many as from three to five hundred vessels gathered there 
who will remain there possibly until the next day and possibly pass 
out in afew hours. How impracticable therefore it would be under 
the language of the amendment to fix a penalty for the use, for that 
is the language of this proposed law, of such a work as that without 
having the preceding license of an officer of the Cabinet! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? Does he un- 
derstand that if a vessel anchors inside of the Delaware breakwater 
that is a use of the breakwater ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Unquestionably, under the language of the amend 
ment. There is no other use which can be made excepting this. If 
the Senator will visit the Delaware breakwater he will find it has in 
it means of attaching vessels and mooring them for safety. That is 
a thing that arises under the emergency of the moment. The vessel 
may be in a sinking condition when she reaches there and wants to 
make fast to these various piles of stone that are arranged in the 
Delaware break water, and it has given the use of them for forty years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was inquiring of the anchorage inside. Is not 
that one method of shelter? 

Mr. BAYARD. That is one method of use undoubtedly. To take 
shelter behind it is the usual method. To make fast to it for the 
purpose of safety is another method; and the necessity for that use 
can only be decided on the emergency, and that emergency occurs in 
times of storm and danger. As I said, it seems to me that it is in- 
opportune and—I use the word with due respect—improper at this 
time to ingraft upon this money bill a feature of general legislation 
of a penal character, especially when, as I have suggested, it may be 
exceedingly doubtful whether the Government of the United States 

| has had from the States that assignment of their jurisdiction which 
| will enable us to exercise prohibitive legislation over the lands upon 
} which the improvements have been made. 

Mr. CONKLING. This in one sense is not my amendment. I did 
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not hold the pen which wrote it. It was prepared by another Sena- 
tor,and as I understand on consultation with still other Senators. I 
offered it in the absence of the Senator who chietly prepared it. Be- 
fore offering it I read it, and one thing occurred to mea 
in detail, and that touches tl cr} 
too heavy. A Senator sitting near me expressed that opinion. An- 
other thing occurred to me, which 
two others have been suggested. 

I rise, however, to speak of the general purpose and spirit of the 
amendment, and I am surprised somewhat at the way in which that 
is encountered. 


in objection 
e penalty, which I thought might be 


was matter of detail, and one or 


The Senator from Delaware seems to have no sug- 
gestion to make with a view to perfecting the amendment, but only 
such suggestions as show that he differs with it as it stands. In the 
absence of any attempt to improve it, and in the presence of objec- 
tions to any attempt at such an amendment, I have this to say: In 
the first place, a river and harbor bill is not a regular appropriation 
bill proceeding under standing laws, of which we have heard so much 
and of which I have heard so much more of late in the Senate than I 
think is wholesomely instructive; but I have nothing to say on that 
subject now. This has nothing to do with existing law. It is a bill 
which proceeds by itself in and of itself, referring to no existing law 
and gauged by no statutes that exist. 

Therefore there can be no objection to legislation, I submit, upon 
such a bill. 
under the vagrant clause of the Constitution, the power to regulate 
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ment pier at right angles, outside of the binff and just where the bluff 
comes in contact with the waters ef the lake. 

Years ago Congress authorized the railroad companies to bridge 
this harbor, and now there is a bridge built by the Lake Shore road 
over these piers and resting on these very piers. That is a turn- 
bridge, so that it does not really umpede commerce. Just below, out- 
side of this, the Pittsburgh and Cleveland Railroad, as I understand 
under a contract with all the railroads, have built extensive ware- 
houses and places where goods can be received and shipped. It is the 
only spot where itis possible to bring the business of the railroads in 
contact with the business of the lake. The character of the bluff, 
the character of the ground, the condition of affairs there, prevent 
that contact from being brought about anywhere else, becanse if the 
railroad was brought on the top of this bluff it would be impossible 
to lower and raise the enormous freight that passes at that particular 
place, from land toseaand from the seato land. Therealongside is that 
common wharf, because the wharf is used by everybody. Every boat 


| that comes there, every schooner, every steamer, every canal-boat, 
| that passes along this place laden with lumber or otherwise passing 


by, may be attached to this pier, and they all use the pier precisely to 
the extent that the Cleveland and Pittsburgh Railroad uses it; but 


| they have built outside of the pier, east of the pier, their works. 


It isa bill proceeding as some Senators would maintain, | 


commerce, and as others would maintain under the provision of the | 


Constitution conferring on Congress power to appropriate money for 
the general welfare. Proceeding under one or both of these clauses 
its object is to devote money to augmenting and improving the chan- 
nels of commerce belonging tothe nation. When it goes into creeks, 
and sedges, and sluices, such as riparian owners have a right to con- 
trol, I conceive that it goes beyond the pale of power. When, how- 
ever, it is confined to the gateways of the nation, for such the bar- 
bors are, to the great navigable rivers of the nation, and therefore the 
highways of national commerce, can it be possible that Senators mean 
to maintain that in all cases, or in any one case, we shall appropriate 
the general treasure of the nation to erect and maintain costly struet- 
ures that they may do the office of a private wharf? Is it possible 
that expensive cut-stone masonry is to be founded, and reared, and 
maintained by yearly appropriation to the end that a railway com- 
pany, or anybody else, may enjoy at the public cost wharfage, the 
solid, enduring foundation kept up at the public expense over which 


| act which created it, as free to all. 


| That is wrong. 


they may trundle their ponderous traffic, and by dint of which they | 


may enjoy their revenue? Here lay yesterday a report which, brought 
up to the present time, alleges that one railway company enjoying a 
wharf, maintained at the public cost has reaped nearly $2,000,000 of 
savings of wharfage, and therefore profit to them. 

Mr. President, can it be that Senators intend, under any possible 
version of the power to appropriate money to improve commerce or 
regulate it among the States, that we are to plant works, costly works, 
and maintain them forever by yearly appropriations, to be used in 
lien of works which otherwise private individuals must build and 
maintain; and to be used not only to their damage and destruction 
for private advantage, for private profit, and under the unchallenged 


understanding that when they have thus been used,damaged, crushed, | 


destroyed, they are to be reared again from the common treasure? I 
apprehend no Senator will undertake to defend such a doctrine as 
that; and if not, then I beseech the Senate, should we not address 
ourselves to perfecting this amendment; and if the penalty is too 
rigorous relax it; if the provisions are not right adapt them, but not 
to leave ourselves in the predicament of being told that when a cor- 
poration seizes a public work of the United States and the engineer 
reports to us that a military force will be necessary to dispossess them, 
we have nothing on earth to do except to sit meekly by and once a 
year make an appropriation to build it up, for fear if we did not we 
should not assert the right we have to it. It seems to me that that 
is a conclusion too lame and impotent for the Senate to rest upon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly no one would desire more than myself 


| States to its injury. 





to vote for any proposition that would protect public piers or any | 


works built by the United States for the good of commerce. If this 


Was a proposition of that kind, I certainly would vote for it; but it | 


does seem to me that it goes too far. 


offense of the most common, ordinary use of a pier. Forsooth, unless 


First, it makes a penitentiary | 


the person who is driven perhaps by the stress of necessity or by cus- | 


tom, and does what everybody does, can show the consent of the Sec- 
ay of War, he is liable to be indicted and sent to the peniten- 
iary. 

If the remedy is aimed at the particular case in point, it is totally 
unnecessary. Senators have entirely exaggerated the condition of 
things at Cleveland. There the Cuyahoga River, coming in contact 
with the lake, passes around the foot of a great bluff; Ido not know 
how high, but I will say one hundred to one hundred and fifty feet 
high—quite a bluff. The Cleveland and Pittsburgh and other railroad 
companies, not this pay alone but all the railroad companies, 
own pretty much all the land from the foot of the bluff, including all 
riparian rights to the lake and lying east of a certain pier built by 
the Government of the United States. The only way by which these 
great corporations can get to the lake or come into that city is by 


| without first coming and getting permission from the Secretary of 


| those locks without permission. 


| improvement. 


Besides they have extensive docks running out in parallel lines from 
this pier with breakwaters, and across in the face of them, and there 
that great business goes on, because they carry over their freight 
from the Cuyahoga River, which is the property of the people, not the 
property of the United States. It is the property of every citizen of 
the United States guaranteed by the fundamental! law of Ohio, by the 
The people of the United States 
have to pass from the nature of things their property, their iron, 
their coal, their lumber, from the waters of the Cuyahoga River, 
which is not yours, over this pier into the warehouses built by the 
railroad to be transported for the wants of the world. Every officer 
of the railroad is to be sent to the penitentiary, every boat-owner, 
and every man who lands a vessel there is to be dealt with, because 
forsooth the Government of the United States have erected a pier 
between the navigable water of the Cuyahoga River and the only 
place where it can reach the great railroad commerce of the country. 
Senators have mistaken the facts. These railroad 
companies and these people are responsible men, and if the Govern- 
ment has any rights, or if the use of this pier by these railroads has 
been injurious to the Government, there is aremedy against them and 
it can be enforced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the remedy? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator himself will provide a simple 
remedy to prevent this pier from abuse or misuse, I will vote for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why does not the Senator provide it himself, if 
he wants it taken by the throat? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did propose a remedy and that remedy is ample. 
It is to authorize civil proceedings to be commenced against this rail- 
road company or anybody else who uses the property of the United 
All that these people engaged in the commerce 
of Cleveland do is to transport and transfer their private property 
from a navigable stream of the United States over to the railroad 
warehouses and the railroad tracks, and they cannot do it except by 
crossing your pier. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If this proposition were based on any injury 
done to property of the United States, if the only effect it had was 
to protect the Government, I should vote for it. It seems to me the 
amendment is altogether too broad, and deprives every citizen of the 
United States from using in any manner, however slightly, any prop- 
erty of the United States enumerated in the amendment, without first 
coming to Washington and getting a permit from the Secretary of 
War. I can imagine very well how this would operate injuriously in 
a great many instances. Take for instance the Delaware breakwater, 
with which I am more familiar than I am with most other works of 
There is a breakwater established by the expenditure 
of some $2,000,000 for the protection of the commerce of the country. 
The Government seeing that that work was not complete, that the 
full protection which commerce required would not be complete with- 
out building out into the harbor thus made by the breakwater an iron 
pier, is now engaged in erecting such pier, and is expending some 
$250,000 or $300,000 on that pier. It is not yet completed. This bill 
contains a further appropriation of $30,000 for that pier. The object 
of the pier is that the commerce of the country which may take ref- 
uge in the harbor or breakwater may have the advantage of the pier 
and thereby communicate in cases of necessity with the shore. Yet 
if this amendment is agreed to, no man can even walk upon that pier 


War. The vessels in that harbor, however much distressed, could not 
land a crew or pass any portion of their crew to the land for succor 
or for aid. I think that that is entirely wrong. If the proposition 
was to hold any person responsible who does damage to the works of 
the Government, I would support it; but to exclude the use of it, the 
absolute use of it, withont the permission of the Secretary of War, is 
entirely wrong. This bill for instance appropriates money for build- 
ing locks on the Kanawha River, and yet no vessel could pass through 
A vessel might perhaps come up 


sweeping along down the bank of the lake and striking this Govern- | from the Mississippi River and the captain would want to pass up the 
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Kanawha, but before he conld pass through one of the locks under | breakwater. The breakwater is another instrument of defense around 
this amendment as proposed, as I understand it, he must first get the | a harbor, altogether dith rent from lining the banks of rivers through 
it rmission of the Secretary of War. cities. Those are walls made to protect the water from the falling in 

Now, the adoption of this provision, according to my understand- | and caving in of the banks, not to b: 
ing of it, W ill embarrass the commerce of the country much more than | the dirt otf. 
it will do good in the protection of the interests of the Government Mr. MERRIMON,. I do not care what inprovement it is, whether 
in taking care of its property. Then look at the penalty. Ido not | it is a breakwater or whether it isa wharf; whatever it may be, if if 
know why we should always have our bills filled with the fearful | is made for general use, to be used in a particular way in navigating 
penal tic s of fine and imprisonment for every violation of a law, how- | a vessel or in unloading a vessel, every one would have the right to 
ever trivial. I would rather see a civil remedy provided against the | use it according to law. The proper coustruetion to be placed upon 
parties who may damnify the property of the Government than to | these words is this: Wherever any one shall be using any public work 
be holding up over the people of this country the pains and penalties | of the character embraced by the amendment otherwise than as the 
of imprisonment in the penitentiary. I cannot vote for a proposition | law allows for purpeses of business, in that case he 
of that kind. 

In my judgment, therefore, we had better let this whole thing alone. 
At any rate without proper consideration we ought not to attach toa 
pill of this kind such a provision. Certainly I will not vote for the 
bill with any such provision in it. If the object is to defeat the Lill, 
it will have that effect so far as my vote is concerned. I will not vote 
for a bill creating penal offenses to put my fellow-citizens in the pen 
itentiary ; Ido not care where the amendment comes from that re- 
quires it. If you provide a civil remedy against parties who may in- 
jure the public property of the country, I wiii vote for such a propo- 
sition; but I will not vote for this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wiscorsin [Mr. Howr]to the amendment of the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING. ] 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I think it is probably trne that there 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- | should be some legislation to protect these works; but I submit that 
ment of the Senator from New York. we are not prepared to make the appropriate legislation now. This 

Mr. MERRIMON. It seems to me that this amendment, if enacted | provision would apply to every work built by the Government to im- 
into a law, would be a very wise provision to protect the property of | prove rivers or harbors making it penal to trespass upon them, and 
the Government. Iam not exactly sure that itonght to be made in this | I fear we should interrupt uses of some of these works that are very 
bill. With a view, however, to perfect it, 1 would suggest to the Sen- | necessary and very beneficial to commeree. My suggestion is that 
ator from New York if it shall become a part of the bill, that it be | this legislation should be had after an application to the War Depart- 
amended in this way: Insert next after the words “United States” | ment that we may have from the engineers and those who are familiar 
in line 6 the words “for purposes of business,” and substitute the | with the subject facts showing that there are wrongs done and what 





ak the water off, but to break 


shall be subject 
tothe penalty. I think it is very plain that that is the only con- 
struction that can be placed upon it. If the law allows any shipper 
or any one having charge of a vessel to use the work for a lawful 
purpose, then it would be no violation of this proposition if it were 
the law to-day; but if he shall use it in a way other than that al- 
lowed by law for purposes of business, in that case he would be sub- 
ject to the penalty. It seems to me these words are appropriate in 
this view. In the case of piers and many other public works along 
rivers persons might want to walk along them occasionally for pleas- 
ure and it would be very absurd to say that such penalties should be 
imposed upon persons who happened to walk on a pier or any other 
public work; but where they undertake to use it for purposes of 
business, and do it knowingly and willfully, then they ought to be 
subject to heavy penalties. 


word “ willfully ” for the word “ knowingly,” in line 10. | their general character is, so that we may frame pexal legislation 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | with more care than we can now. Therefore I submit we had better 
of the Senator from Nerth Carolina to the amendment. take this up as a separate subject, have a report from a committee 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think there is any objection to that. which can be based upon infermation showing the character of legis- 


Mr. MERRIMON. I think the word “willfully” is better than | lation that will properly protect the public works and will not be a 
“knowingly.” Take the case put awhile ago where a vessel in a | great obstruction to business in the ways suggested by the Senator 
storm is forced to go on the Government property ; that act ought not | from Illinois and some that I can imagine myself in reference to a 
to be punished. few harbors that I am familiar with. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I should like to ask the Senator from North Car- Mr. HARVEY. I presume the object of this amendment is to pre- 
olina how far he means the expression “ for purposes of business” to | vent the permanent occupation and use of public works by persons 
extend? Take the case of a vessel passing in between the piers from | or corporations engaged in commercial business to the exclusion of 
the lake and entering a river, the channel of which has been deep- | other persons and corporations engaged in like business. If that is 
ened or widened or both, and the Government has constructed stone | the object of the amendment, Iam certainly in favor of the principle; 
walls or barriers along the banks of the river to prevent the caving | but I agree with the Senator from New York who has just spoken 
in of the banks and thus to avoid obstruction to its navigation. | that it had better be made the subject of a separate bill and consid- 
Take the case of a vessel entering in between the piers, coming up | ered in another connection. 
the stream along the stone walls erected by the Government two or The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
three feet wide, up against which the business of the city is all car- | of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] to the amend- 
ried on; where the warehouses, store-houses, markst-houses, retail | ment of the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING. ] 
establishments, elevators, &c., are built immediately against that Mr. CONKLING. I accept the amendment as I have a right to do 
stone wall. Does he mean or will the amendment be construed to | having in form offered it, so that there need be no vote on that. 
mean that a vessel cannot run against that wall and discharge its | After hearing the Senator from Illinois on my right [Mr. OGLEsBY] 
cargo, and that persons occupying the buildings along tbe banks | and feeling that there is force in what he says, I suggest an amend- 
cannot cross that wall with their produce and put it on board of ves- | ment which if adopted will cause the first two lines of this proposed 
sels without being characterized as cairying on business? Does he | provision to read : 
mean by those terms to exclude that sort of business? If he does, I It shall not be lawful for any person or corporation to continuously or perma- 
think his amendment adds nothing whatever to the amendment sug- | nently use or occupy any pier, breakwater, or other work, &c. ; 
gested by the Senator from New York, and I can see that that Sena- | Mr. THURMAN. You have aright to modify your amendment. 
tor might very readily accept the suggestion. If, on the contrary, the Mr. CONKLING. I know I have; but I do not want to modify it 
Senator from North Carolina means by “ business” a permanent oc- | without myself considering for a moment and getting the Senator, if 
cupation of the wharves, a permanent occupation of the piers, a per- | he will, to consider the effect. 
manent occupation of the breakwaters, I could get along with it with Mr. MORRILL. I would suggest the addition of the word “ex- 
considerably less difficulty. clusively.” 

Look at the Chicago River for instance, a river that runs through Mr. CONKLING. There the Senator will be “hoist with his own 
the heart of the city, that is walled in as it were to prevent its banks | petard.” He will scarcely find a case where one single person goes, 
from breaking in and stopping the channel. To say that steam-tugs, | without community with anybody else, and oceupies exclusively one 
sailing-craft, steam-craft cannot go up by the side of an elevator or | of these structures. Ina case which I do not like to refer to because 
of the wholesale houses along there and tie to that wall or pass over | I do not want to be invidious, it appears that there is one king-bee in 
that wall without committing a misdemeanor is going further than I | the hive that occupies, and then swarming in along with him are 
am willing to go by my vote. I would inflict no penalty on commerce | several other small interests, and it is all very good for them; but it 
or any of the agents or instruments of commerce for such an oceupa- | is pretty hard for the people generally engaged in commerce and I 
tion or such a use of a wall or a pier as that, whereas I should be per- | should like to have a little share for the Senator’s constituents and 
fectly willing to vote that no pier and no wall should be permanently | others who are called upon once a year to build up what is broken 
and continuously occupied by any company or any person for gain or | down by this proceeding. If it says “exclusively,” for the reason I 
profit or business. I could go for that, but I certainly could not accept | have stated and for an additional one which I might state, I do not 
the construction which I think the language naturally bears. think the statute will be operative; but if we say “ whoever shall 

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not intend the words to have any such con- | continuously and permanently”—those are the words used by the 
struction as that attributed to them by the Senator from Illinois; nor | Senator from Illinois—squat upon the pier and stay there so that 
do I think if this amendment should become a law any court would | they will not go off, so that the engineer reports that it would re- 
so construe them. If a breakwater is made for the accommodation | quire military force to dispossess them or to enable him to go on and 
of navigation and such purposes as he has indicated, it would be per- | do anything with the pier, then it would take hold. 
fectly legitimate. Now I have a word to say to my colleague in answer to his sug- 

Mr. OGLESBY. The Sonator misunderstood me. I did not say a gestion. I do not know whether hoe means to vote for the river and 
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harbor bill as it stands or not. Assuming that he does, and thet he | 


is a friend of the bill, knowing as I do that he is a friend to some of 
the appropriations which it contains, I make to him this suggestion: 
I rather think from what I have heard that there may come a time 
when this bill will need friends; it is possible it may be scant of 
votes; and I alsoinfer from what I hear and what has been revealed, 
not in one case only but less publicly revealed in two or three other 
cases, that there may be several Senators here who feel that if they 
are building piers or works of another sort—for it is not piers alone— 
for a railroad company or a coal company or a company engaged in 
getting out lumber or cord-wood, it may not make them any more an- 
imated than they would otherwise be in supporting this bill. Hence 


1 believe in the interest of the bill that if my colleague or some other | 
good lawyer in this body will take a little pains to perfect this amend- | 
ment so that it will do no harm and so that in the estimation of some | 


Senators it will guard some of those appropriations from being used 
for purposes which they believe to be wholly private purposes, and 
therefore in the sense of the Constitution unlawful purposes, he 
will be very likely to augment the chances of the bill. And there- 
fore although, as I repeat, I did not prepare this amendment and 


probably should not have prepared it, but did offer it in the absence | 
of Senators who did prepare it, I think he cannot devote a little | 


time to any more useful or-wholesome purpose touching this bill than 
to put in some safeguard which will prevent our receiving a report 
at the next session of Congress from the War Department and the 
Engineer Bureau that unless they are allowed to proceed under the 
war power by military force they cannot get enough possession of 
the piers which we have built up to repair them. I confess that 


every time I hear that proposition stated, or state it myself, it strikes | 


me anew with some wonder that such a thing can be that a man, re- 
dacing it to the illustration of private ownership, who owns a work 
and has built it, says that without military force he cannot enjoy it 
himself for the uses for which it was built and cannot dispossess in- 
truders and trespassers who monopolize it and devote it to their own 
use, 


But, Mr. President, I have no interest in this amendment except | 


that which I state, and certainly we should not pass an amendment 
going further than it ought to go; but I submit that if it is changed 
80 as to be restricted to cases where they take continuous and per- 
manent possession of public works for private purposes, it would be 
very diflicult for any member of this body to object to that. Whether 
the statute will then be of enough vigor to enable you to apply it is a 
question which we must take the chance of; but it does seem to me 
that we ought to file some caveat, we ought to give some notice of 
some kind that this sort of proceeding shall stop. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Secretary read the proposition again ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. —. It shall not be lawful for any person or corporation to continuonsly or 
permanently use or occupy any pier, breakwater, or other work of the United 
States for the improvement of rivers or harbors or navigation in the United States 
for purposes of business without the written consent of the Secretary of War and 
without compliance with such conditions as he shall prescribe ; and such consent 
may be canceled at any time on one month's notice. And any person who, whether 
acting under the authority of a corporation or otherwise, shall willfully violate the 
foregoing provisions shall on conviction thereof be punished by imprisonment for 


not more than one year or by fine not greater than $500. This section shall take 
oTect on the Ist day of October, 1876. 


Mr. CONKLING. Is there any objection to that now ? 

Mr. KERNAN. It has been changed since I heard it before to “con- 
tinuously or permanently.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Does my colleague see any objection to that? 

Mr. KERNAN. I cannot see any objection to that. It may have 
some good effect now, 


The question being put, a division was called for on the amend- | 


ment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will modify my amendment. Let us take the 
question in the best form. I modified my amendment so as to ineor- 
porate these words, finding that other Senators approved of them—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis not modified. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senate voted under a misapprehension. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to ask the Senator from New York 
one question : How corporations are to be punished under the lan- 
guage of the amendment? 

Mr. CONKLING,. If my friend will look to the amendment he will 
see that it includes corporations. Then he puts to me very naturally 
how are you to reach corporations. It has been decided in Massa- 
chusetts, for example, that a corporation can be indicted for assault 
and battery. I rather think if that is the law, that a corporation can 
be treated asa trespasser for coming forbidden upon a close not their 
own. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Can they be imprisoned ? 

Mr. CONKLING. There is a subsequent part of the amendment 
which the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] has made a suggestion 


about. If the Senator thinks he had better strike out the imprison- | 


ment—lI rather think, however, he had better not strike it ont—that 


is a thing which can be done and the fine will go against the corpora- | 


tion. But a corporation not being a natural person acts only by its 
agents, and therefore if I, being the agent of a corporation, go upon 
a pier and take possession of it, Ido it at my peril. In trespass all 
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but I take my risk in my hand, and if they catch me doing this upon 
a pier I cannot answer this section by pleading that Lam a conductor 
or ticket-seller of a steamboat company or a railway company. That 
would not answer the purpose with even a majority of whoever might 
try me as a court, 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Toa certgin extent the Senator is correct un- 
doubtedly, but the penalty of imprisonment it is very plain cannot 
apply to a corporation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Strictly to a corporation it might not; but in- 
asmuch as a corporation must act through men, and it does apply to 
them, you have there the safeguard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from New York to remember, 
as he does no doubt, the condition of affairs at Chicago, and think 
how such a law as this would apply there. If I remember correctly 
there are immense elevators, the most important agenciesof the great 
commerce of Chicago, built out alongside of these very piers, clear 
| out far in the lake. They carry the railroad tracks, just as at Cleve- 

land, alongside the piers to the other side of the elevator, and there 
| the elevator built alongside the pier is using the pier every day ; that 
is, all the wheat that goes to the city of New York from the city of 
Chicago is passed from the railroad to the elevator over the pier. It 
is used every day by everybody, especially by the owners of the ele- 
| vator. It is pot possible to carry on the business of the lakes other- 
wise. I suppose it is the same in Milwaukee. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senator’s attention has been with- 
drawn a moment since the amendment was changed. As it is now it 

| certainly would not act upon that, and I am free to say that I do not 
| think it ought to. There may be force in what the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Hower] said that we ought to so change it that this 
would in some way be the subject of joint contribution; but this 
does not affect that, and I donot thinkitshould. It simply provides 
now that if persons or corporations take permanent possession and 
| continuous possession of this work, then they must have some under- 
standing with the Secretary of War about it, and he has power to 
interfere when it gets to be a grievance and say “ Now you must limit 
this to the use I prescribe,” if they persevere then he can act under 
| the statute. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Here, on the other hand, these buildings that have 
been put there by the acquiescence of the Government, to say the 
least, to promote the public interest and promote commerce have cost 
perhaps half a million, I think some of them more than that, perhaps 
a million of dollars; I have heard of one costing a million and a half 
of dollars, That is a permanent thing, therefore. It may be said 
their occupation of the pier is a permanent occupation, a continuous 
occupation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do it every day and every hour; and at 
any moment a Secretary of War who chose to abuse the power con- 
ferred on him might at once arrest the whole progress of this enor- 
mous business. It does seem to me that we ought not to interfere in 
this way with what has gone along without objection and without 
law and without complaint, except as to the amount of $8,000, and I 

| do not care who is made to pay that. If the Senator or anybody will 
make a proposition that will compel the railroad companies at Cleve- 
| land to repair, or anybody who uses a Government pier to repair, any 
loss or damage done to the pier by reason of their use or occupation, 

I shall be perfectly willing to vote for that. Indeed, I say that it is 

| right that the Government of the United States ought not to main- 
tain piers for the benefit of wharves and where the wharfage use of 
these piers does injury to the Government, impairs the foundation of 
the piers, or causes damage, some provision of law ought to be made, 
carefully guarded, by which the corporation should be compelled to pay 
| that loss. But the use of these piers continuously and permanently 
is a necessary use in order to carry on the business of the people, and 
is a necessary use to make the harbor available and the piers availa- 
ble. Look at Chicago and the enormous business that is done there; 
| and in Bufialo it isthe same. I saw the thing there with the honora- 
| ble Senator from New York. A train of cars comes in on one side of a 
great elevator. The elevator is owned by an elevator company; the 
pier is owned by the Government; the riveris public property. The 
| use of all these different great agencies of modern civilization has 
been carried on for years to the advantage of the public at large. If 
the use by the elevator should be injurious to the pier, the Govern- 
| ment ought to have the power to require the elevator company to re- 
| pair any damage caused byit. If the railroad has caused any injury 
to the elevator, it ought to be required to repair that damage. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The tenant ought to keep the landlord’s property 
in repair. That is the general rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why do you not say so? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 do not regard it as landlord and tenant. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Why do you not say that if in the use of a public 
pier any corporation or person shall injure the pier or do damage to 

| the pier then there ought to be a remedy, and it ought to be a civil 
remedy, not a penitentiary remedy ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Why does not my honorable friend propose it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did. I offered a proposition as an amendment 
to the very clause, so far as that particular case was concerned. I am 
willing to extend it to all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How would it do to add—would this agree with 


are principals, and in a misdemeanor or offense there is no agency, | my fricnd’s motion ? 





1876. 


Any person who shall unlawfully injure or unlawfully occupy (except in ease of 
stress of weather) any pier, property, or other work of _the United States for the 
improvement of rivers o1 harbors or navigation in the United States, shall, on con 
viction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $10), &c 


Or, if that is too much, a fine not exceeding what the violator is 
willing to pay. How would that do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should say,on the contrary, that the remedy 
ought to be a civil remedy. He should be required to repair the dam- 
age done, or in a suit to be brought by the United States to pay the 
damages. There is no trouble in dealing with this case. Wherever 
a company invests a million of dollars, or even $20,000, in the con- 


struction of a work alongside of a pier and does damage to that pier, | 


it furnishes itself the security. 1 would make the property, as in the 
whisky cases, responsible for the damage done. Further than that 
it does not seem to me wise to go. 

Mr. CONKLING. If Iam not out of order, the Senator from Ohio 
has brought us to a time when I want to make one remark, and I 
wish I could get toit the attention of every Senator. Having a knowl- 
edge of river and harbor bills for a good many years, I believe if yon 


might by an amendment such as we are discussing or in some other | 


way separate from public works the idea that they can be used as 


private property, you would strike off a large percentage of all the 


applications for river and harbor improvements. ‘To make plain my 
meaning, let me give an illustration. Wherever you find the terminus 
of a railroad, you find in that fact a great and pressing inducement 
toa harbor improvement. We can all see that for just and proper 
reasons inducements arise in such a case. But the particular thing 


to which I point is this: If there is a railway company that wishes | 


to deliver coal in place of building a wharf to deliver coal, it wants 
if possible to have that wharf constructed at the public expense, and 
so with piers and with a variety of other works which can be found 
in this present report of the engineers. If you once establish the fact 
that they cannot occupy as their own that pier without paying for 
itas they would pay tor any other wharf, that moment in many of 
these cases the great push for appropriations will cease. 

Mr. President, it is not to tonch a case like Buffalo, the local geo- 
graphy of which I think was not sharply present in the mind of my 
honorable friend from Ohio when he made his remarks. He will not 
find a case in Buffalo where the railroad runs, not on the land side of 
the elevator, but on the water side, a case where the railroad runs on 
the pier, but where the Erie Railroad or the New York Central runs 


its cars along the side of the elevator from which the legs go down | 
into the hold of the vessel to snatch up the grain and put it in the | 


elevator and deliver it over on the other side; but he will find ele- 
vators standing along normal to the basin or the water, and on the 
other side of those buildings is the railway track on which cars ran 
underneath and over on the other side this cargo is delivered into 
them. 
built by the Government. They are on the other side of the building. 
It stands between them and the water, down into which the Senator 
saw the long legs of the elevator put, taking out of the hold of a ves- 
sel and having disappeared beyond his view with almost incredible 
quickness the largest cargo that comes down in bulk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was unfortunate if I described that at Chicago 
differently. The railroad is always on the left and the pier on the 
right. 

Mr. CONKLING. Precisely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the big building between. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then my honorable friend will see that his case 
of an elevator is just the case that does not touch this. Why? Be- 


cause by their own apparatus they connect the elevator with the hold | 


of the vessel; the cargo passes off through the legs of the elevator, 
and my friend and a procession at the same time could mareh along on 
the pier, and he never would even know, unless he looked, that a gieat 


stream and torrent of grain was passing up from the hold of the vessel | 


that lies outside into this tall building which becomes its receptacle. 


I do not wish, of course, anything which would interfere with that. | 
1 do wish if possible that we should come to a time when a man | 
who wants to ship cord-wood or lumber will not come here and ask | 


for an appropriation to build a pier or a wharf which will enable him 
to bring it conveniently up and load it from there into a vessel, and 
the same thing with corporations. I want it stopped, first because of 
what I conceive to be its illegality, and second because of what I 
believe to be the diminution of these appropriations many of which 
are applied, I will not say squandered, to such uses. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Ido not know that I shall object to 
this amendment when perfected ; but it seems to me that the debate 
has disclosed such a diversity of opinion with reference to the effect 
and scope of the amendment that it had better be eliminated from 
this bill. We have lived a great many years in this country improv- 
ing harbors from year to year without any such provision. 

Mr. CONKLING. Building wharves. 

Mr. ALLISON. Building wharves or whatever. We have before 
us how a provision prepared by two or three eminent Senators and 


amended four or five times, and I have just seen the handy fingers of | 


the honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Curistiancy] at this 
amendment, and I have no doubt he will perfect it still more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been amended oftener than the bill has 
been in other respects ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It dves seem to me that a careful committee may 
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| take hold of this question and do the subject better justice than 
are likely to do here by tin 
tail end of this bill. The provi 
the Ist of October, by the amendment, so that only two months will 
intervene between that time and the next session of the Senate, when 
| the Judiciary Committee, or the Committee on Commerce, or some 
other standing committee of this House familiar with the subject, 
could prepare a bill just to the Government of the United States and 
just to all the people of this country, because I do fear that at many 
places this amendment, if adopted in any form that it is likely to take, 
| will do injustice to very good people who are engaged in one way and 
another in transacting business at these different places where har- 
bors and piers have been erected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I asktheSenatora question? Is it any part 
of the business of the people of the United States to furnish out of 
its Treasury places for private people to do business and take posses- 
sion of? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
me that question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does seem singular that this great abuse all over 
this country has lain dormant for forty or fifty years and only been 
discovered at the tail end of this river and harbor bill. Therefore I 
suggest that if this matter is so vital and so important that you must 
make penal provisions with reference to it, put people in the peniten- 
tiary and fine them a thousand dollars or more, it is sufficiently im- 
portant to require the careful attention and consideration of the Ju- 
, diGiary Committee of this body. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I move to amend the amendment in the lat- 
| ter part so as to read: 


we 
yr over it for an hour or two at the 
not take effect until 


ion itself does 


Certainly not. The Senator does not need to ask 


I think it is very opportune to the Senator's argu- 


And any person who, whether acting under the authority of a corporation or other 
wise, shall willfully violate the foregoing provisions shall, on conviction thereof, 
be punished, if an individual, by imprisonment not more than one year, or by fine 

| not greater than $500, and if a corporation by fine of not more than 35,000 nor less 


than $500. 


Mr. CONKLING. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, as amended. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WEST. Let it be reported as it stands now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Section —. That it shall not be lawful for any person or corporation to continu- 
| ously or permanently use or occupy any pier, breakwater, or other work of the 
United States for the improvement of rivers or harbors or navigation in the United 
States, for purposes of business, without the written consent of the Secretary of 
War, and without compliance with such conditions as he shall prescribe ; and such 
consent may be canceled at any time on one month's notice. And any person who, 
whether acting under the authority of a corporation er otherwise, shall willfully 
violate the foregoing provisions shall, on conviction thereof, be punished. if an in 
| dividual, by imprisonment not more than one year or by fine not greater than 8500, 
and if a corporation, by fine not more than $5,000 nor less than $500. ‘This section 
shall take eifect on the Ist day of October, 1876. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 14, nays 
28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Christiancy, Cockrell. Conkling, Edmunds, Hamlin, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kernan, Merrimon, Morrill, Oglesby, Thurman, and West—t4 

NA YS— Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Boutweli, Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Dennis, Eaton, 
Ferry, Frelinghnysen, Harvey, Ingalls, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Key, MeCreery, 
McDonald, McMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Randolph, Ransom, Sargent, Saulsbury, 
Sherman, Windom, Withers, and Wright—2s 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 
} Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton, Conover, Dawes, Dorsey, Gold- 
thwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Logan, Morton, Norwood, 
| Paddock, Patterson, Robertson, Sharon, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, Wallace, 
and Whyte—29. 





So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I offer the following amendment, to come in as a 
last section to the bill; and on it I ask for the yeas and pays: 

Any person who shall unlawfully injure or unlawfully oceupy—except in case 
of stress of weather—any pier, breakwater, or other work of the United States for 
the improvement of rivers or harbors, or navigation in the United States, shall, on 
conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $100. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest to the Senator from Vermont to 
| strike out “except in case of stress of weather.” I do not think 
that would be an unlawful occupation. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. It might be unlawful in the sense of a trespass, 
| and therefore I want to make it as acceptable as possible and ascer- 
| tain if it is possible to put even the slightest check upon the sort of 
| thing which seems to be going on at some places. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I voted against the last amendment and I shall 
feel compelled to vote against this. I believe there is a wrong, per- 
haps, which requires some legislation, but I think the circumstances 
| are such as to require any legislation proposed to be carefully con- 
sidered by a committee, so that such legislation may be framed and 
placed upon the statute-book as will be certain to accomplish the pur- 
| poses intended by it, and I think by legislating at this time and in 

this way great injury might be done to the interests of commerce 
| where no such injury is intended. That is my only reason for oppos- 
| ing this amendment; but if a provision of this kind can be referred 
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to a proper committee and receive the consideration of such a com- 
mittee. I should very cheerfully support it. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 15, nays 
| 


25: as follows: 








¥Y EAS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Conkling, Cragin 
Edmunds, Hamlin, Howe, Kernan, Merrimon, Morrill, Oglesby, Thurman, Wad 
ke , and West—15. 
Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Boutwell, Cooper, Dennis, Eaton, Ferry, Fre- 
en, Gordon, Harve Invalls, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Key, MeCreery, Me 
li, McMillan, Maxe Randolph, Ranso Sargent, Saulsbury, Sherman, Win 
dor Withers, and Wright U 
A BSEN'T—Meaars. Alcorn, Barnum, Bory, Booth Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Christiancy, Clayt Conover, Davis, Dawes, Dorsey, Goldthwaite 
Hamilton, Hitchcock, Jobnst Jones of Nevada, Logan, Mitcheil, Morton, Nor 
wood, Paddock, Patterson, Robertson, Sharon, Spencer, Stevenson, Wallace, and 
Whyte—0 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I see it has not got quite soft enough yet. I 
will try it again. I propose this amendment : 


Any person who shall unlawfally injure 

Leaving out ocenpation entirely and confining it to mere injury— 
“any pier, breakwater,” &c., “shall be punished by a tine not ex- 
ceeding $100.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Any person who hall unlawfully injure any pier, breakwater, or other work of 


the United States for the improvement of rivers or harbors or navigation in the 


United States shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $100. 


all propositions of this kind are general legislation. This is general 
legislation applying to a great multitude of cases, and it ought to be 
referred to the appropriate committee. I shall vote against it on that 


persons who do that thing shall be brought under the penalty of law, 
is the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not agree that the river and harbor bill is 
not like any other appropriation bill. It isa bill to carry on «xisting 
works and to commence new works, and it ought to be treated as and 


| is in its nature an appropriation bill. 


As to general legislation the Senator from Vermont made a very in- 
teresting speech here the other day, one of great ability, to show that 


| the conduct of the House of Representatives in undertaking to leg 


islate in a wholesale manner upon an appropriation bill was not right 
and that we might very fairly stand upon that position. Here is an 
attempt to legislate not as to the particular works but as to all works, 
not those that are embraced in this bill but as to all the works of the 
United States, and all the property of the United States, to protect 
them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 0, no, sir; only river and harbor works for which 
this bill provides. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are many hundreds of millions of dollars, 
I may say, invested in other rivers and other harbors in works com- 
pleted; and yet this section extends to them all. It is a penal law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 8o it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And are you to put on a river and harbor bill all 
the laws that we pass, all the penal statutes that ought to be invented 
by the Judiciary Committee, all the commercial regulations that 
ought to be invented by the Committee on Commerce? If so, there 
is no virtue in the rule we have been acting on. If this amendment 


: , | is adopted, what can we say to the House when they have undertaken 
Mr. SHERMAN. Isimply desire to say that this proposition and | 


to change the salaries of all officers of the Government from the 
President down, the salaries they provided for being appropriated for 


| in the bill that they sent tous? If they cannot change the salaries 


there is no legislation on this bill of a general character. There is | 


legislation affecting and regulating the expenditure of particular 
sums named in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ohio having no further objec- 
tion to offer to the amendment itself, comes at last to the solid ground 
that this is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of a general character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And legislation of a general character. What is 
the general character of this legislation ? 


$5,000,000 to construct, improve, repair, and protect public works of 
internal improvement. This amendment proposes that if any person 
shall willfully and unlawfully injure one of these works of public im- 
provement, he shall be subjected to the slight fine of $100, which will 
not send him to the penitentiary. Now, the Senator is struck with 
astonishment and says this is general legislation. It is not general 
legislation. It is specific legislation, applicable to the specific works 
that $5,000,000 of the money of the people of the United States is to 
be appropriated to build up and take care of. That is what it is, and 
nothing more. The objection that we have all or many of us made 
to legislating on appropriation bills that were merely to furnish money 
to carry on the Government according to the requisitions of existing 
law, is one thing; but when you sail out with a bill that has not in 
it any provision to carry out any existing law, but is absolutely fresh 
legislation though on an old subject, then in order to protect the 
uses to which we apply this money we propose that if any person com- 
mits an injury upon these works he shall be made responsible for it 
in asmall penalty. That is the proposition. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have had no opportunity to look at the 
statutes of the United States. If this matter was referred to a com- 
mittte, that committee probably would examine it. It seems to me 
very strange if in all the legislation there is not some provision, some 
statute against malicious mischief or against destroying the public 
works of the United States or the works for improving the naviga- 
tion of the rivers. The effect of this proposed statute is to reduce all 
those penalties down to $100 and to make that the punishment for 
all this mischief. Therefore it seems to me that this statute may be 
doing great damage. It may be really repealing many of the penal- 
ties which exist now for the protection of these very works. 

Besides, the Senate has several times by its vote indicated that it 
did not wish to legislate upon this subject without its being referred 
to a committee, and I do not think that any amendment can be so 
drawn that I would vote for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel perfectly sure of that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. You may be assured of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have been sure of it for sometime. I will mod- 
ify my amendment by putting the penalty up to not exceeding a 


thousand dollars. I do not think that I shall lose any votes by it, | 


and it will make it look a little more respectable. Now I wish to say 
to my friend from New Jersey that several gentlemen have examined 
the statutes of the United States to see if there was any earthly way 
under existing law to prohibit the willful violation of the rights of 
the United States against the protest of the engineers and where 
nothing but the Army could be brought to bear to protect our works 
from absolute injury and destruction. Now, whether ona bill to which 
it is perfectly germane and to protect the very objects of the bill, it is 
possible to get a majority of this Senate to say that for such a piece 
of misconduct, not occupation, not use, but mere willful injury, the 


| that are provided for in those bills, how can we on this bill put a 
ground. I am told by the Senator who has the bill in charge that | 


penal statute as to public improvements that have been finished fifty 
years ago? Iam perfectly willing to do anything to protect the pub- 
lic property ; but the suggestion made by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey is perfectly correct, that this matter ought to be referred to the 


| proper committee to examine it. 


Its general character is | 
just as general as the bill is, and not a bit more. The bill provides | for a particular purpose an amendment of a legistative character to 








Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask the Senator if he has not himself 
moved to this very bill an amendment of legislation respecting the 
east pier in Cleveland Harbor ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that was perfectly proper, because the rule 


expressly authorizes where a particular sem of money is appropriated 


be offered in regard to that particular appropriation. The rule ex- 
pressly provides for it, and that is perfectly germane always to every 
appropriation bill and is not controverted by any Senator whatever. 
That is where a particular appropriation is made, anything that di- 
rects the mode and manner of its expenditure is proper aml pertinent 
to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what the House have done about sal- 
aries. They appropriate money for salaries and provide that what 
they appropriate shall be in full for all that the men do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we are all astute enough to see the differ- 
ence between a particular provision as to how a particular sum of 
money appropriated in a billshall be expended and what results shall 
come from a general appropriation. 

Mr. THURMAN. No one can deny the propriety of this proposi- 
tion as an abstract proposition. The only objection to it is that it is 
proposed as a part of an appropriation bill. I leave it to those who 
have discussed that question whether it is proper on this bill or not. 
The Senator from Vermont says that the rule that no general legisla- 
tion shall be had in appropriation bills applies only to those bills 


| which appropriate mouey in pursuance of law for the necessary sup- 


port of the Government, (and that is a very strong proposition,) and 
does not apply to a bill of this sort which is not necessary to maintain 
or support or carry on the Government. I leave that, however, to 
those who see fit to enter upon that discussion. 

But what I have now to say is that my friend from Vermont has 
got down to what is a very fine point in this business, and that he 
might just as well give up. His amendment is not legislation that 
will get at the evil. The present proposition belongs to general leg- 
islation and does not at all touch the grievance which has been con- 
sidered. I move, in hope that it will meet his assent and that of 
others, to strike out all after the word “ that.” in his amendment and 
insert : 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to report to Congress on the first Mon- 
day of December next what legislation is in his opinion necessary to protect the 
the breakwaters, piers, and other public works constructed by the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He will say that an appropriation of $10,000,000 
is what is necessary to protect them. That is all we call upon him 


| to do. 


Mr. THURMAN. I mean against unlawful injury or occupation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be a good thing to say it then, if 
that is what you meanf 

Mr. THURMAN. Insert “against trespass upon or injury to the 
same. 

Mr. CONKLING. I can see no objection to this amendment as it 
is modified now; except that it repeats inadequately what I take to 
be the existing law. It is mentite under the statutes touching 
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the Secretary of War, the Engineer Corps, and the doing of river and | 


harbor work, the duty of the Secretary of War in his report to pre- 
sent any facts bearing upon that subject. It manifestly was his duty 
to do it on the several occasions when he sent here reports, some of 
which I have read, calling attention in one instance, and it is not the 
only one, to this very thing for which the Senator from Ohio now in- 
quires, to wit: not only trespass upon the piers of the United States, 
but damage done tothem. And it is the duty of the President of the 
United States in sending his message to us to send along with it the 
report of the Secretary of War and the report of the Engineer De- 
partment which the Secretary of War by appending makes a part 
of his report. All that isthe law now. All that, for aught I see, 
will be the law if this amendment is adopted ; but the Senator from 
Ohio will take no offense I hope when I say that I cannot discover 
that this will add one particle of weight to the duty now imposed by 
law upon the President, the Secretary of War, and the head of the 
Engineer Department. 

If the honorable Senator from Ohio will take the trouble to turn 
over the leaves of the last report, or the report before that, or the re- 
port before that, he will find in one case in all of them, and in other 
cases in some of them,attention sharply called to the abuse at which 
these amendments have been aimed, some of them running through 
a series of reports; so that he understands that is hisduty now. In 
one case there was a specific recommendation that a certain tres- 
passer ought to be compelled to do certain things, and the words of 
the recommendation were “It is recommended to Congress to require 
that arrangement to be made.” Now the honorable Senator puts at 
the end of this bill a little notice to the Secretary of War that he is 
expected to keep on telling this story toCongress. Well, the best of 
men will bear watching. I do not think it will hurt the Secretary 
of War any or do us any good. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have a word to say. If it is the duty of the 
Secretary of War to report to Congress what my amendment pro- 
poses he shall report, and if he has not performed that duty in time 


past through all the long years that the law has existed it is time to | 


waken him up. 
report. 

Mr. CONKLING. But he has performed the duty. 
the report, and it lies on our tables, 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I cannot vote for the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Ohio. It seems to me that that is rather 
a severe measure. I felt at the outset of this debate as though I 
should like to do a little something to check these wrongs; but I 
have learned in the course of it already that this right to use the 
piers and breakwaters of the United States is one of the inalienable 
rights of our people. The only thing I think left for us to do is to 
amend the Declaration of Independence and include among those in- 
alienable rights there set forth not merely the right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness, but the right to use the piers and 
breakwaters of the United States. But having recognized that as 


If this provision be adopted, then he will make the 


He has made 
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one of the inalienable rights, why do you wish to threaten the people | 
with the deprivation of those rights? Shall we not lay ourselves | 


liable to some sort of process for slandering their title? Here is an 


intimation, quite plain, quite specific, that the Secretary of War may | 
possibly make a report which will incite us to trample on that right, | 
to abrogate it, in point of fact to snatch it away from the people. | 


I do not think it is worth while to hold out any threat of that sort, 


but leave the people in the quiet, the profitable enjoyment of this | 


right. 

Besides, it seems to me there is another objection to it. It throws 
the whole penalty, if there is a wrong in the use of this property, not 
upon those who commit the wrong, but upon the Secretary of War. 

The Senator from Vermont has proposed a penalty of $100, not to 
exceed that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have modified it up to a thousand. 

Mr. HOWE. To be imposed upon those who committed the wrong. 
The Senator could not vote for that; that was selfish. The Senator 
from Ohio concludes that, although we will not put $100 on those 
who will commit the wrong, we will put on the Secretary of War the 
penalty of making a report here which, when it comes in, will be 
how instructive to the Senate I will not undertake tosay. But if we 


cannot come to the conclusion to protect this property without a re- | 


port of the Secretary of War, I fear we shall not with a report. If 
we mean to protect this property, if we mean to secure it to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, if we mean to protect it against tres- 
passers and against injury for private profit, | take it we know just 
as well how to do it to-day as we shall know after having heard from 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. THURMAN. These works are under the charge and control of 
the Secretary of War. I think it is well to hear from him whether 
any legislation is necessary for their protection. That is matter of 
detail of which this Senate cannot necessarily take notice, cannot 
have the information upon which to legislate without its being com- 
municated to the Senate Here is an officer charged with the super- 
intendence and control of these great public works. I think for one 
that we ought to hear from him whether legislation is necessary in 
the direction of the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has he not already reported to us over and over 
again that in one case in the Senator’s own State wrong-doers have 


taken exclusive possession and exclude the authorities of the United | 


Stotes and that a military force is necessary to get possession ? 








Mr. THURMAN. A subordinate officer of the Engineer Depart- 
ment has made that report, and that is all. 


Mr. CONKLING. O, no! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That the Secretary has transmitted to us. 

Mr. CONKLING. The subordinate officer has made it to the chief: 
Secretary of War; the Secretary of War 


the chief has made it to the 
I and the President bas sent it here with 


has made it to the President; 
his message. 

Mr. THURMAN. And after all that red-tape it is nothing 
report of Colonel Cram, the subordinate oflicer. [want t 
the responsible head of the Department whether or 
require that there should be legislation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator expect the Se¢ retary of War to 
go around in person and look af all these works ? 

Mr. THURMAN. No; but I do expect that if he is worthy to be 
Secretary of War, through all the agencies under his control and sub- 
ject to his direction he will get such facts as any other minister in any 
other government in the world would submit to the legislature. 

Mr. HOWE. I would snggest to the Senator from Vermont whether 
he had not better change the penalty imposed in his amendment so 
as to provide that whenever any person is convicted of a trespass 
upon any of the piers or breakwaters of the United States the Sec- 
retary of War shall be sentenced to make a report. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HARVEY. If it be in order I wish to express the belief that 
whenever the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee on Com- 
merce shall bring forward a bill for the protection of this property it 
will receive the assent of nearly if not every Senator. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think this last proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio is altogether too severe, and I move to amend by inserting after 
the words “Secretary of War” the words— 


but the 
> know from 


hot the tacts 





The railroad corporation now occupying the pier at Cleveland thereto consenting. 
{Langhter. } 


Mr. ALLISON. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will look and see. 

Mr. THURMAN, That implies that there is somebody on this floor 
representing that railroad interest. Ihave to say to the Senator from 
Vermont that if there isany such person it is not I. I have said again 
and again in this discussion that in my judgment that railroad com- 
pany ought to maintain that pier. I have said again and again that 
that railroad company derives benefits from that pier that ought to 
be a sufficient ground for compelling it to maintain it, and I voted 
for the proposition of his colleague for the very purpose of compell- 
ing that company to maintain that pier, knowing at the same time 
that the use made of that pier by that railroad company was worth 
millions of dollars to the people of the United States, knowing that 
it is the sheerest and most narrow-minded idea in the world to con- 
demn that use. But Iam not here to say that that railroad company 
ought not to maintain that pier. What is it that I propose by my 
amendment? The Senator’s colleague proposed an amendment that 
seemed to wake up nearly half the Senators on this floor. Every 
Senator who represented a State in which there was a work of pub- 
lic improvement was alarmed lest some interest might be interfered 
with, lest some fisherman, some schooner interest, some steamboat in- 
terest, some barge interest might be interfered with by the Senator's 
colleague’s amendment. I thonght the Senator's colleague's proposi- 
tion was a wise provision and voted for it; but it was voted down, 
voted down in the Senate; and now the Senator seeks to turn into 
ridicule a proposition to obtain from the head of that Department 
that has charge of this whole subject the information on which we 
want to legislate by a particular fling at the port of Cleveland! 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it was not my purpose to throw 
any imputation upon the Senator from Ohio or anybody else; but it 


| seemed to me that we had spent almost theentire day upon this prop- 


osition beginning and setting out for some large reforming and that 
we had dwindled down so far that at the present time I regarded all 
the propositions in relation to this matter as entirely worthless and 
that we had better proceed and pass the bill without anything. It 
was for no other purpose than to show, as I thought, that there had 


| been perhaps too much tenderness exercised toward this corporation 


| that has usurped, as I understand, for twenty-three years the occu- 
| pancy of this pier, and now that it was in a dilapidated state refused 
either to repair it or to allow the United States to doit. I thought 
there was a little too much tenderness to ward that corporation, and 
that after having spent this long time and coming down to so fine a 
point as this we might as well get rid of the whole subject as spend 
any more time upon tt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont pro- 
poses an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have an amendment to that amendment which I 
trust the Senator from Ohio will accept. I move to add: 





And the Seeretary of War is hereby directed to report to Congress at its next 
seasion all the instances in the United States in which piers, break waters, or other 
structures or works built or made by the United States in aid of commerce or bav- 


igation are used, occupied, or injured by a corporation or an individual, and the 
extent and mode of such use, occupation, or injury, and the facts touching the 
| same. 


i 








Mr. THURMAN. I accept that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio will be so modified. 

Mr. KERNAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine to put in 
“unlawfully” before “ used.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; let us find ont all sorts of cases. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I offer this amendment because at some subsequent 
time we may act on the subject, about which I have a great deal of 
doubt; but if that time should ever come, it would be desirable that 
we have full information. We have it not now. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What becomes of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This isan amendment to it striking 
out and inserting. 

Mr. THURMAN. A substitute for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio as a substitute for the proposition of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as thus amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now offer the following amendment to come in 
at the end of the amendment just adopted, which is the last draught 
I sent to the Chair: 
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Any person who shall unlawfully injure any pier or breakwater, or other work | 


of the United States for the improvement of rivers or harbors or navigation in the 
United States, shall, on conviction thereof, bi punished by a fine not exceeding 


£1,000, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It seems to me that that wonld be a 
bad amerdment to adopt. While it may be that there is not on our 
statute-book any law imposing a penak.y for these injuries to public 
works—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Unlawful injuries. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Unlawful injuries to public works, yet I 


are located, any person should take gunpowder and maliciously de- 
stroy them, it would be an offense that their statutes would certainly 
apply to, and a person so offending would be sent properly tothe pen- 
itentiary, probably for life. It may be that our passing this law 
making the penalty a mere pecuniary fine of $1,000 would not affect 
that State law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the Senator think about that point? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That may be so; Iam not entirely cer- 
tain; but whether it is or not, there is that comity existing between 
the Federal Government and the State government that I do not 
think a judge would impose a greater fine, unless he was compelled 
by the State statutes, than the United States had said should be im- 
posed for that offense. This shows the impropriety of our legislating 
without referring these subjects to a committee; and my friend from 
Vermont, for the first time I think since | have known him, has de- 
parted from his rule of insisting that statutes of this character should 
take that direction, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have not departed from any rule 
of conduct at all. I have taken the liberty as other Senators have, 
when a bill is under discussion and a great abuse necessary to be cor- 
rected by legislation relating to the subject of that very bill comes 
to light, to propose in my humble way some redress against it. That 
is all; so that I believe I am within the line of my own precedents. 

Now, the Senator says the objection to this is that it interferes with 
State comity. The Senator had better repeal all our laws against 
counterfeiting the coinage, for the States all have laws of that kind, 
and a great many others that operate upon the same persons and 
upon the same class of subjects and upon the very same acts. The 
United States and the States pass their independent laws without 
any reference to whether the penalty is great or small in either case. 
The statute-books are full of such cases; and I never heard before 
that legislation was asked even to be postponed on the ground that 
we were to inquire what is the condition of a State law about some 
public interest of the United States which by possibility might be 
protected under it. Ido not think that argument will stand. 

I do not want to occupy time; but in order to make the amendment 
I hope acceptable to everybody, before “unlawfully” I wish to insert 
the words “ willfully and,” so that it shall be a willful and unlawful 
injury of this particular class of public property mentioned in this 
bill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like to ask my friend one ques- 
tion, whether he thinks that a court in Ohio, if we fix this:penalty at 
a thousand dollars, would in any event impose a greater penalty under 
the State law than we had indicated ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido most certainly. I have that respect for the 
courts of the State of Ohio thet leads me—— 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. They would have that respect for us to 
suppose that we would fix the right penalty. 

pMr. EDMUNDS. 
speaking. I have that respect for the courts of the State of Obio that 
leads me to believe those courts in executing their own laws will do it 
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think their penalties are adequate and the case requires their imposi- 
tion, if they are five times what this is, if such a case could possibly 
occur, where they had jurisdiction over.the question, as I do not be- 
lieve there is one in the whole United States, then they would im- 
pose the penalty. There is nothing to be feared from that. Here js 
a clause that was put on about the Eads affair at the mouth of the 
Mississippi in the last river and harbor bill. 

That any person maliciously or intentionally 

I have it “ willfully "— 
injuring said works, or interfering with the construction thereof, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and may be tried for such offense before the district court 
of the United States for the distiict wherein such offense may be committed ; and 
if found guilty he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $1,000, or to imprisonment 
for not more than two years, or to both fine and imprisonment as aforesaid, for 
each offense 

I offer a measure in respect to this very class of public works men- 
tioned in this bill and all of them that are mentioned in it. One 
section of this bill covers the other public works that are not named 
specifically and provides for their repair and improvement. So the 
Senator from Ohio is wrong in saying that there is a single work to 
which this bill does not apply and to which the amendment does not, 
I do hope that as now modified the Senate will agree to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, 


Cockrell, Conkling, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, Hitcheock, Howe, Kernan, 


Key, Me Millan, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Ransom, Sargent, 
Thurman, West, and Windom—26 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Cooper, Davis, Dennis, Eaton, Frelinghuysen, 
Jones of Florida, Kelly, McCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Randolph, Sherman, Wad- 
leigh, Withers, and Wright—17. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum Bogy, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsy!- 
vania, Clayton, Conover, Cragin, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Harvey, 


| Ingallx, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McDonald, Morton, Patterson, Robert- 


I have forgotten which one of us it was who was | 


independently, on theirown judgment, according to the justice of each | 
particular case that is brought judicially before them, and I have no | I think most of the others are ia the text of the bill, and are not 


doubt they will do so; and so of the courts of New Jersey. If they 


| son, Saulsbury, Sharon, Spencer, Stevenson, Wallace, and Whyte—2s. 
suppose that if in the State of Illinois or Ohio, where these works 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would call the attention of my friend 
from Vermont to the amendment just adopted and ask whether it 
does not have the effect of repealing the act in reference to the pro- 
tection of the work at the mouth of the Mississippi River. There the 
penalty is a fine or imprisonment or both. This is for the protection 
of all the works of the United States, and is only a fine, which I 
think isan illustration of this mode of legislation without laws going 
to a committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a very good illustration, inasmuch as we 
had the law before us and read it, and inasmuch as the Senator saw 
the point before and ought to have contributed his valuable experi- 
ence to making it right. I beg to assure my distinguished friend that 
I do not think it would be very bad if it did. 'f 1t does repeal it, we 
have a new law for a thousand dollars tine instead of a law for fine 
and imprisonment, as it is; so that I think the public interest may 
possibly be protected to the extent of this small amendment in that 
case, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But my impression was that the object 
of the Senator was to make the law more stringent for the protection 
of these works, instead of making it more lenient. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, ‘t was not either fear of making it more 
stringent for the protection of the Eads work or making it more 
lenient. It was to apply the law to all the works of the United 
States, there being no law now against willful injuries by people who 
are unlawfully doing wrong to them. That was it. The Senator 
does not like that sort of law; I do; and so we have disposed of the 
subject. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask that one or two of the amendmenta 
of the committee be reserved. I will hunt them up. I had them 
marked on my bill. 

Mr. HARVEY. I wish to reserve the amendment on page 13, be- 
ginning at line 309 and running to line 312. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask unanimous consent to give notice that as 
soon as this bill is disposed of I shall ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee in 
respect to the Pacific Rai roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want torepeat a notice that I gave in advance of 
my friend from Ohio, that I shall ask the Senate to take up the post- 
route bill if Iean get the floor. 

Mr. SARGENT. If there is any virtue in notices, I desire to say 
that I wish to call before the Senate the important measure giving 
effect to the Hawaiian treaty. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to give notice that there are several bills 
on the Calendar which I shall endeavor to get the Senate to consider 
as soon as circumstances will permit. 

Mr. ALLISON. ILask that all the amendments not reserved be con- 
curred in, so that we may make some progress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to reserve the amendment from line 162 
to line 165. That is about the fallen trees in the Little Kanawha River. 


necessary to be reserved. 





1876. 


Mr. CONKLING. I am told it was said the other day in the Sen- 
ate during my absence, which absence was pot greater than five 
minutes, that the State of New York bad managed in this last re- 
vision of the bill to profit about $100,000, I am told the statement 
wast I have not looked at the Recorp. I think it is worth my 
while to put on record the truth in that regard, which is that the 
committee struck out entirely from the State of New York appropria- 
tions amounting to $44,000. They reduced other appropriations. 
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as being within the limits of the State of New York, and limited by 
that circumstance, instead of being a great entrance to the whole 
Republic, is the silliest of all absurdities. But I submit to my friend 
that he had better take this bill as it is, because, while there is Hurl 


Gate, there is the improvement of Fort Madison, in Iowa; there is 


| the improvement of the Raccoon fork of no-named ereek in some- 


| where else that I 


The whole addition made—for there were additions—amounts to ex- | 


actly $95,000. Of that addition 390,000 concerns the removal of rocks 
et Hell Gate, and although I do not wish to repeat what I said 
once before about Hell Gate, I wish to be sure that the Senate does 


not forget that, although Hell Gate is in waters geographically within | 


the limits of the State of New York, it has no more to do with the 
State of New York than with any and every other State on the At- 


lantic coast, except so far as the commerce of one State may be | 


greater than that of another. 

Mr. THURMAN. May | interrupt the Senator to ask what is the 
question under consideration ? 

Mr. CONKLING. The pending question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, and I am speaking 
to that question. 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
pending in gross. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
in an arm of the sea, in a great strait, which strait I want to remind 


But on what perticular amendment ? 
I am speaking on all of them now. They are all 


They are not yet separated. 


going vessels to Europe three hundred miles. 

Mr. THURMAN. My dear friend from New York, I beg now to say 
that Iam for Heil Gate all the time. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. 
gate of hell and the Senator from Ohio. [Laughter.] 
Hell Gate, I object to its being located, in the sense of a work local 
in character, in the State of New York avd charged to her account in 
the river and harbor bill; and therefore I am observing that all the 
vessels which traverse Long Island Sound are exposed to the danger 
of these rocks. Therefore I am observing that these rocks lie at the 
bottom of an arm of the sea, of a great strait of national commerce, 
in no sense applicable to this bill and in no other sense known among 
men local in the State of New York. And now I say that dismissing 
Hell Gate the committee in its last revision has stricken down the 


I know there is a certain aflinity between the | an appropriation to be expended in the improvement of that place, 
I was not | 


arguing to dispute that proposition; but speaking of this particular | 


| 


never heard of. 


In other words, this bill is just 
like every other bill of this sort 


a billin which everybody seeks to 
get the most that he can for his own locality, without regard to the 
Constitution of the United States, or without regard to public utility. 
Therefore I would advise my friend from New York to let Hurl Gate 
go with what it has. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the statement that the Senate 
committee hal increased the appropriations for the State of New York 
$110,000 was m« le by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morron 
the tignres which I gave him. I propose now to show the correctness 
of that proposition. On page 1 $15,000 was stricken out for Dun- 
kirk; on page 2 $6,000 was stricken out for Olcott; on page 2 $5,000 
was stricken out for the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, 
New York; on page 2 $5,000 was stricken out for the improvement of 
the harbor at Great Sodus Bay; on page 11 $5,000 was stricken out 
for the improvement of the harbor at Waddington, New York; aud 
on page 11 $15,000 was stricken out for the improvement of Harlem 
River. That makes a decrease of $54,000, On page 1 310,000 is added 
for Buffalo; on page 2 $3,000 is added for Oak Orchard; on 


} upon 


page z 


| $90,000 is added for East River and Hell Gate, and on page 11 320,000 
The rocks at Hell Gate are hidden rocks lying | 


is added for Oswego ; and on the same page $41,000 is added for the 


: at | Hudson River, in New York, making a total of $164,000; and when 
the Senator from Ohio when it is cleared will shorten the trip of sea- | 


you deduct $54,000 of decrease from that, you leave asquare increase 
of $110,000. It will not do for the distinguished Senator from New 
York to nod his ambrosial locks in this direction and say that the 
appropriation for Hell Gate is not in the State of New York. It is 
and the State of New York derives the benefit from it. It may be 
that ultimate benetits will be derived by other States and other com- 


| munities; but the benetit is given directly to the State of New York. 





approptiations for the State of New York $35,000—and I say it be- | 


cause I repeat that in my absence the other day it was intimated 
that in ‘he harmony of this bill it had come to pass that $100,000 had 
been added to the benefits which the State of New York would have 
enjoyed under the original bill. I wish to correct that statement, 
and to say that this $45,000 taken from the bill hes not been with- 
drawn from creeks, from rivers subject to the police power of the 
State of New York, and belonging to it, but withdrawn from great 
harbo’s on inland seas, thereby meaning Lake Erie and Lake Onta- 
rio. The harbor of Dunkirk, the terminus of the Erie Railway, has 
been striken out altogether, so that_not a perny remains for it. 
for four harbors on Lake Ontario, eh shores of which are bold, the 
billows of which are stormy, the coast of which is litle indented, 
the harbors of which are few and far between, all appropriation 
bas been stricken from the bill. When I state these facts the Senate 
will be able to see to what extent New York as a State, in a local 
sense, has profited by the re vision of the committee. 


I think the assertion which was made by the Senator from Indiana 
is true, that the appropriations were increased by the Senate com- 
mittee $110,000, aad that New York reaps the benetit of that amount. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend, the Senator from the great- 
est State in the Union, and the brightest star in the radiant galaxy 
of States, if that was his description, has been perhaps imperfectly 
heard all over the Chamber, and therefore I beg to repeat first his 
statement that $110,000 has been added for the State of New York, 
and he makes it up by including this item “ for the improvement of 
the Hudson River, New York, $25.000.” It now stands $66,000, and 
he says that is an addition of $41,000. Let me show him how plain 
a tale will put him down. If he will turn over to page 17 he will 
find that there stood — 

For dredging Hudson River in front of Jersey City $25,000. 


That was stricken ont. In other words, that appropriation anc the 


other appropriaiion was lumped; and now, if my friend will take his 


° ' 
So | 


In lieu of all | 


these reductions and of all these obliterations nothing appears to | 
compensate New York in the bill, except that for every State from | 
Maine to Texas, for every State interested in the ocean commerce of | 
this country, whether coastwise or not, to shorten the track of sea- | 
going ships to Europe three hundred mi!es, and to remove a danger- | 


ous and lurking cluster of rocks invisible to the eye in a great arm 

of the sea, I repeat $90,000 has been added to the appropriations. 
Mr. President, concluding these observations, and hearing Senators 

reserve special amendments, I wish I could have an arrangement, 


which would be very innocent and very little, by which I might have | 


passed over in the Senate these amendments which in a row strike 


out everything for the harbors of New York, to the end that if I find | 


that the Senate is going to overrule the committee in respect of other 
amendments I may have my opportunity, without being at the head 


of the class, of seeing whether I might not ask the Senate to do that | 


for New York also. But I know it would be just like my friend from 
lowa to object to this, and, therefore, I will not ask for it; but I wish 
to say that I shall feel at liberty to move to reconsider the action of 
the Senate, if the Senate concurs in the amendments of the committee 
striking out New York and then overrules them touching other States. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, when I was a very young boy 
my mother put into my hand Knickerbocker’s History of New York, 
and I read in it the adventures of those who went up and met with 
great misfortunes at what was then called Hurl Gate, but is now 
called Hell Gate, and ever since that time I have longed for and de- 
sired to vote for an improvement of that strait. I therefore fully 
sympathize with the Senator from New York, and am willing to vote 
for almost any sum to improve Hell Gate, or Hurl Gate, or whatever 
is its proper name; and I agree with him that to talk of that strait 


pencil and deduct $25,000 from $41,000, he will find that he has fa'len 
into one error. When the honorable Senator comes to prove as a geo- 
graphical and commercial fact that Hell Gate is local to the State of 
New York, ihe demonstration is so plain that I have nothing to say 
about it. Itis lke the seventh proposition of Euclid which has been 
catled the pons osinorum, thereby meaning the bridge of asses. 

Mr. McCRERRY. I give notice that I reserve the amendment 
making an appropriation of $270,000 for the Great Kanawha in West 
Virginia, line los to line 161. I also reserve the proposition striking 
out $25,000 for the improvement of the Big Sandy Riverin Kentucky 
and West Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments except those that have been reserved for separate 
vote, 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first reserved amendment will 
be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Page 13, line 309 to 312, the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole struck out : 

For the aynetenent of the Missouri River at the point where it is cutting into 


the Kansas shore above Saint Joseph, Missouri, for the protection of the city of 
Saint Joseph, $10,000. 


Mr. HARVEY. I wish to say a few words on that, and I will be- 
gin by disclaiming any intention to disturb the harmony of this bill 
about which we heard so much yesterday and something to-day. 
Harmony in any sense of the word is a good thing to have about the 
house. In this connection I think the word is used in a musical sense. 
This bill is legislation set to music ; and I have no disposition to dis- 
turb it, as I have said. I think it is a little too much neglected in 
this utilitarian age. I know of a poet who is skeptical about “ the 
music of the spheres” because he never heard it; but the harmony 
of this bill is audible, I think, to the dullest ears, and I only desire 
to add if possible to the harmony of the bill by res*oring the key- 
note of the symphony; and that I deem to be the little improvement 
provided for in this item. 

This is for an improvement on the Missouri River between the 


| States of Kansas and Missouri—two of the best States in the Union— 
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and the improvement is upon the greatest river on the continent in | 
the middle of its course. It is an Lmprovement necessary to prevent | 
the destruction of navigation upon that river; to prevent the de- | 
struction of the city of Saint Joseph on the Missouri River, and to 
prevent the destruction of the navigation of the river by the disper- | 
sion of the waters over a great space of ground on the Kansas side 
which will so shallow the stream as to make a permanent and in- 
superable obstacle to navigation. The navigation of this river is of 
great use tothe whole country. It is of present immediate use in trans- 
porting supplies to the Army of the United States engaged in war 
with the hostile Sioux on the northwestern frontier. I think there 
should be no opposition to it. It is the only thing that is asked for | 
in the whole central portion of the continent. It is true that it is 
located a long way froin Hell Gate, and from McCargoe’s Cove, Mack- 
ey’s Ferry, and the eastern pier ot Cleveland; but, sir, it is deserving 
of consideration nevertheless. I am in earnest about this matter, and 
I really believe that this appropriation should be restored. 

Now, sir, what is the ground of the objection to it, if any? 
be because it is seid that this bill must be limited to $5,000,000, 
Whence the necessity for that limit? The object of this bill is to 
provide for the improvement of facilities for commerce. The great 
mistake was in recommitting this bill with instructions to limit it to 
€5,000,000, The consequence of that vote has been that every Sena- 
tor on the floor, when he comes to consider the improvements of 
which he has particular knowledge, admits that the appropriation is 
inadequate. 

If it is legitimate and proper to make improvements for this pur- 

ose they should be made with a view to their adequacy. If it is 
illegitimate and improper, then making such a little bill will not be 
regarded as an excuse for it. I ask why the limit to five millions? 
It was only proposed when the bill passed the Senate before making 
it about a million and a half more. At this very session we appro- 
priated for a great show at Philadelphia just about the amount of 
money that has been or will be saved by this cutting down. Have 
we placed ourselves in something like the position of the family that 
sold the cooking-stove to get money to gotothe circus? Let us not 
on the question of the little sum of $10,000 obstruct the navigation 
of the great Missouri River, and leave the whole interior of this coun- 
try without a single appropriation for the protection of its commer- 
cial interests. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment striking out this item. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. The next reserved amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole is in lines 156 and 157. 

Mr. HARVEY. I believe I voted under a misapprehension on the 
last amendment. Was the vote to concur in the amendment of the 
committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was. 
the Senator from Kansas concurred. [{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HARVEY. Iask that the vote be taken again. The Senate 
must certainly have been under a misapprehension, as I was. 

Several SenatTors. No; we knew what it was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to taking the vote 
again? [“No.”] The Cheir will put the question again. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Kansas made a very pleasant 
speech indeed. I admired the speech very much, but I will not speak 
about the harmony of the bill. 

Mr. HARVEY. Having voted so loud, I carried the amendment 
myself. [Laughter.] It is for that reason I ask for a reconsidera- 
tion, 

Mr. SARGENT. It shows that the instincts of the Senator were 
right if he was not exactly observing what he was doing. I trust, 
however, the Senate will stand by the votes it has given up to this 
time, at any rate so far as not to increase the appropriations in the 
bill. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment was in lines 156 and 157, to insert: 

And from Smith's Shoals to the Falls of the Cumberland, $2,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask my honored friend iy charge of the 
bill to explain this business about “ Smith’s Shoals to the Falls of the 
Cumberland,” what it is, who recommends it, &c. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will dose with great pleasure. This Cumber- 
land River extends through the States of Tennessee and Kentucky, 
and the people living along the river and in its neighborhood have 
no railway facilities whatever, and from information received by the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


It must 


The Chair observed that 


money here would be of very great benetit to the people living along 


this stream in securing them a method of transportation for their 
crops. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
this? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; there is no recommendation of the engi- 
neers, I believe, for this particular expenditure, There is a recom- 
mendation for the general improvement of this river from Nashville 
to the falls of the Cumberland. 


Where do they carry them? 
All along down the Cumberland River. 
Is there a recommendation of the engineers for 
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committee we were satisfied that the expenditure of a small sum of 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Has there been public money spent on this sec- 
tion of the river before ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This appears to me to be entirely ontside. 

Mr. ALLISON. My friend from Virginia reminds me that this 
$2,000 is to remove certain obstructions in the Upper Cumberland by 


| which the people can reach the coal-mines situated at the falls, 


Mr. WITHERS. 


There are large deposits of coal which are located 


just above the falls, and the object is to remove these obstructions so 


as to utilize that coal and bring it down the river to Nashville and 
other points. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsay to the Senator from Vermont that this 
united appropriation for the Cumberland above Nashville appeals 


| very strongly to the committee; and although no money has heen ex- 


pended hitherto upon the Cumberland above Nashville, we felt the 
force of the fact that there is no railway communication for all the 
good people who live along this river, and that by providing a small 
sum of money these people can secure a fair river navigation for a 
great many miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisjust it. Isympathize with the people who 
live in that neighborhood as much as my triend from Iowa does; but 
my question is whether we have any right to tax the people of the 
United Statea for their local advantage because they have not a rail- 
road and because they happen to live in an interior part of a State 
where the rivers are not navigable. That is the point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not argue the question with the Senator. I 
will not ocenpy time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is not oceupying time; I am ocen- 

pying time, (laughter, ] at least I thought I was entitled to the floor. 
1 am not occupying time for the purpose of occupying time; but feel- 
ng some responsibility as a Senator of the United States not to vote 
for measures that seem to me to be plainly beyond the constitutional 
power of Congress, however strong my sympathy may be for a par- 
ticular people in a particular neighborhood, I feel justitied in half the 
time the Senator has taken in answer to my inquiry in stating my 
opposition to this measure. 

It is not because I do not like the people. Idolikethem. It is not 
because I would not do everything in my power to aid them ; but the 
public money of the United States is committed to my charge for one 
as a trust, under specific direction contained in the Constitution that 
I shall only appropriate it to national objects and in a particnlar way. 
Then the question is, Is this fairly within the true construction of the 
Constitution a national object? The Senator evidently confesses that 
it isnot. It hus never hitherto been thought to be by the Congress 
of the United States. Itisthe beginning of appropriations indetinite 
in extent and amount for the improvement of a river in a State that 
does not in any fair sense fall within national jurisdiction. That is 
my objection, and that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in; there being on a division—ayes 
30, noes 0. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be read. 

The Curr CLerK. The Sen 
inserted in the bill as lines 162, 


The question is on concurring in 


The next reserved amendment will 


e, as in Committee of the Whole, 
3, 164, and 165 the following: 

For removal of Beaver and Nailor Bend Rocks, and for cleaning out snags and 
fallen trees in the Litthe Kanawha, West Virginia, $7,300. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge what 
the recommendation of the engineers is on that subject and whether 
there has been a former appropriation and whether this is a great na- 
tional highway within the constitutional sense. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a great national highway,I will say to the 
Senator, known as the Little Kanawha. This expenditure is below 
Bulitown in West Virginia. [Laughter.] I will have the Secretary 
read what the engineer says upon this subject. Before doing so, how- 
ever, I will call attention to the fact that this river has been surveyed 
for improvement on a much more extensive scale than that reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is the skirmishirg line of appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Clerk will read just what is said by the en- 
gineer in the report I send to the desk: 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Should the cost of extending the existing slack-water system be considered too 
great, it might be considered proper to appropriate a small sum for the removal of 


the Beaver Rocks and the rock in Nailor Bend, and for clearing out the snags aud 
fallen trees. For this work {1 would estimate as follows: 


Removal of Beaver and Nailor Bend Rocks: 


Five handred and fifty yards rock excavation, at $4. .............-.--....- 2, 200 
Three months’ snagging, at $1,700 per month............------.----+--+---- 5, 100 
7, 300 


Mr. ALLISON. That is just the amount appropriated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all it might be considered proper to give 
for two or three months’ snagging. 

The amendment was concurred in; there being on a division—ayes 
30, noes 10. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reserved by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEEry] will be reported. 

The Cmer CLerk. In line 160 the Senate, acting as in Committce 
of the Whole, struck out “300” and inserted “270 ;” so as to read: 
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For the improvement of the Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, including the 
purchase of sites for dams and locks, not exceeding $15,000, $270,000. | 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, I wish to submit a proposition, the | 
modest merit of which will commend it to the favorable considera- | 
tion of the Senate if it is understood. My proposition will not in- | 
crease the appropriation a single cent. I move to reduce the appro- 
priation for the Great Kanawha River from $270,000 to $250,000, and, 
if I am sucerssful in this, I shall ask the Senate to appropriate 
$20,000 for the improvément of Big Sandy River, the boundary line 
between Kentucky and West Virginia, so it will be observed that 
nothing is added to the expenditure. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Where was the appropriation for the Big Sandy | 
stricken out in the bill? 

Mr. McCREERY. On page 14, lines 322 and 323. The region lying | 
contiguous to the Big Sandy River is probably as rich or richer in 
mineral resources than any other portion of the United States. Its 
products are salt, coal, and iron, and the safe and easy transportation 
of these articles is not only a matter of importance to the people 
along that river, but would be equally beneficial to the people 
throughout the West and Southwest. I do not propose at this late 
hour to consume the time of the Senate in argument on this subject, 
but any man who is acquainted with these water-courses or any man 
who will take the trouble to look at a map will hardly fail to ac- 
knowledge that the Big Sandy is entitled to as much as the Great 
Kanawha. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it just as large on the ma)? 

Mr. MCCREERY. It is about as large on the map and about the | 
same size when you come to see it. 

Mr. WITHERS. 0, no. 

Mr. McCREERY. Yes, sir; that ismy opinion, and I have seen them 
both. I will not contend, however, as to the relative dimensions of 
these rivers, but I do claim that if the Great Kanawha is entitled to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| that time in detail. 


| works. 
| adoption. 


a quarter of a million the Big Sandy should have as much as $20,000. | 


It is so absurd and preposterous to grant these large amounts to the 
former and to deny anything to the latter that the mere statement 
almost impeaches the justice of the Senate. I hope, therefore, that 
my demand will receive your individual support. 

Mr. DAVIS. As the Big Kanawha has been discussed sufficiently, 
I will not say a word about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think it has been. 

Mr. DAVIS. We may differ. As to the Big Sandy, I fully agree 
with what the Senator from Kentucky has said. As amember of the 


committee, I labored as hard as I knew how to persuade the commit- 
tee that the Big Sandy ought to be retained as it was in the bill as it 
came from the House. I thought I did my whole duty there to have 
it retained. I failed in that as I did in the Elk River improvement, 
that was $20,000 as it came from the House, and as I did for the Mo- 
nongahela with $25,000 as it came from the House. 
one word in regard to the Monongahela. 


telegram. I concluded to have nothing to say about the matter but 
let the bill pass as it came from the committee. The telegram is 
dated: 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, August 3, 1876. 
Senator Davis: 

The engineer probably did not know my full name, for I have never 
met him but once that I know of in my life. 

We need $10,000 for Upper Monongahela. Navigation will be stopped for a year 
without the appropriation is made. Letter by mail. 

Yet I thought it was unnecessary to say one word about the Mo- 
nongahela, though as the bill came from the House it appropriated 
$25,000 for its improvement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky tothe amendment of the committee to 


reduce the appropriation in line 160 from $270,000 to $250,000, with | 


a view to eens $20,000 for the Big Sandy. 
Mr. LOGAN. We can have a division of the question, I suppose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question will be on reduc- 


I will add but | 
Without my knowledge, | 
or without any agency of mine, a few moments ago I received a | 





ol2i 


The question is on concurring in 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


| the amendment in line 160, made as in Committee of the Whole. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the amendments of the com- 
mittee have been concurred in. The bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I offer an amendment. I move to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 

That the sum of $3,000,000 is hereby appropriated, to be expended for the repair 
and preservation of works for the improvement of rivers and harbors under the 
direction of the Secretary of War: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized to cause such expenditures to be made so as best to subserve the inter 
ests of commerce; and he is —— to report to Congress at the opening of its 
December session all the expenditures made under the provisions of this act up to 


In support of this amendment I only have asingle word to say. 
The Treasury is deficient in money. The commerce of the United 
States has gone on without the sum of money that is appropriated 
in the bill for a great many years. If there is any one object in re- 
spect of which we can economize safely, without doing essential in- 
justice to anybody, it is not to launch out into these works at this 
time. My amendment proposes to appropriate $3,000,000 for the pres 
ervation and repair of all that we have and gives nothing for new 
Explaining it in that way, I ask for the yeas and nays on its 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Lam practically in favor of reform and retrench- 
ment, and I should like exceedingly to see the amount appropriated 


| for rivers and harbors this year brought within the limits of $4,000,000. 


I think that would be enough. I would not object to the amount 
fixed by the Senator from Vermont, but I cannot vote for the manner 
in which itis to be expended. I think that the Senate with its com- 
mittees is just as competent to decide where and in what sum this 
amount shall be expended as the Department to which it is proposed 
to intrust it. While I am in favor of reducing the present bill, I 
hope when the bill has reached its final stage and is in such a condi- 
tion that the amounts can be reduced so that we can strike off 20 per 
cent. from every appropriation in it. Still I cannot support this 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say one word in reply. I beg 
to call the attention of my honorable friend to the fact that this 
amendment commits no greater discretion to the Secretary of War 
than is committed by the bill itself. It does not authorize him to 


: ares : | inaugurate any new works but it only requires him out of this money 
Committee on Appropriations, but not being a member of the sub- | M®usurate any ne oe a eee ee 


| to preserve and repair the works we have. 


The commerce of the 
United States, as I have once said, has gone on with the works, ard 
less than the works, that we have now, through times of prosperity 
and adversity, and peace and war. Now we come to a time when 
there is depression. We come toa time when the Treasury is seant 

| of money, and when the income of the United States is greatly di- 
minished. Then the question is whether we cannot in this instance 
and in this way save a few millions of dollars, and not lose anything, 
by taking what is necessary to preserve from decay and keep in re- 
pair the things we have. No new discretion is confided to the Secre- 
tary of War at all. 

Mr. THURMAN. The amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 
| mont recognizes the fact that Congress has power to appropriate for 
the objects in this bill, for it proposes that a certain sum shall be put 
under the control of the Secretary of War to maintain works that 
| have been ordered and constructed under act of Congress. It there- 
fore recognizes in the fullest measure that Congress in ordering those 
works and providing for their construction has not violated or gone 
beyond the Constitution >f the Republic. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not recognize, I submit to my friend, any 

| thing of the kind. It takes an existing fact. It goes into nothing 
new, but takes legislation for which I am not responsible, nor the 

Senate in particular, and just says what we have got, whether we 

| have got it by right or wrong, we will keep from going to decay until 
we see what we will do with it. 


Mr. THURMAN. I think if we have got per fas aut nefas what 





ing the amount agreed to as in Commitiee of the Whole from $270,000 we have, we are not entitled to maintain that which we have got per 


to $250,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel bound to say that if it is dangerous to swap 
horses while crossing a stream I think it is very dangerous to swap 
rivers at the close of this bill, because if we begin to transfer from 
one of these great rivers to the other I am afraid the harmony of the 


bill will be seriously disturbed the very moment the end is reached. | 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 20. 
_ Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays; and I give notice that 
in my judgment it is the end of the bill if the amendment is adopted. 


_The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
17, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Cockrell, Dennis, Eaton, Edmunds, Gordon, Hitchcock, 
Jones of Florida, Kelly, MeCreery, Merrimon, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Ran- 
dolph, Thurman, and Wadleigh—i7. 

NAY S—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Dawes, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Harvey, Howe, 
Logan, MeMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill, Norwood, Sargent, West, Windom, 
Withers, and Wright—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Barnum, Bogy, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Clayton, Conkling, Conover, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, In- 
galls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Key, McDonald, Morton, Ransom. Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Wallace, and Whyte—29. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


IV—321 


nefas. Therefore I say that the proposition of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is a full recognition of the legislation on this subject that has 
preceded this Congress, and it proposes to maintain those works, 
but not to do anything in addition to those works. That is a simple 
| question. Itis not a question of constitutional law. Itis not a ques- 
tion whether we should or should not provide for new works; but it 
is simply a question whether we should stop where we are and do 
nothing for the succeeding year. No man believes more than I do 
that these river and harbor bills have been great abuses. No man _ 
believes more than I do that the Constitution has been greatly 
stretched in river and harbor bills. But I do not know that at the‘ 
end of a session of Congress it is the time to say that we will con- 
firm everything that has been done and to say now at this session 
that we will do nothing more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont, on which the yeas and nays 
| have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 12, nays 
31; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Booth, Boutwell, Conkling, Cragin, Dawes, Edmunds, Hamlin, 
Hitchcock, Logan, Morrill, Oglesby, and Wadleigh—12. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cockrell, 
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Cooper, Davis, Dennis, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Harvey, Howe, Jones of 
Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, MeCreery, McMillan, Maxey, Merrimon, Norwood, 
oor k, Patterson, Ransom, Sargent, Thurman, West, Windom, Withers, and 

ABSENT — Mesars. Alcorn, Anthony, Barnum, Bogy, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Claytor, Conover, Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Ingalls, 
Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Mitchell, Morton, Randolph, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Wallace, and Whyte—2s. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now move that 20 per cent. be stricken from 
each amount named in the bill, so that the aggregate amount appro- 
priated by the bill shall be $4,000,000, That will be striking out one- 
fifth, and let each appropriation in the bill bear its proportion of the 
reduction. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not in order. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I guess that is in order, 

Mr. HAMLIN. O, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendments, it is not in order. 
of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to rise to this point of order if the Chair 
will allow me: It certainly appears to me it is in order. The only 
objection I have to it is that the reduction is not large enough. If 
it isin order I shall propose to amend by making it 30 per cent. in- 
stead of 20 per cent.; but I submit respectfully to the Chair that the 
bill being now perfected, a change which involves all, as well those 
items that have not been disturbed at all as those that have been 
fixed, in connection is an entirely different proposition. For instance, 
we have said here, by an amendment, for the improvement of the 
Cape Fear River, $150,000, over $100,000 as it was in the House bill. 
Then we have said: 


The Senate having agreed to the 
The question is on the third reading 


For the construction of piers in Delaware Bay, near Lewes, Delaware, $30,000. 

The proposition of the Senator from Missouri is, taking those two 
things together, to reduce them both 20 per cent. I submit with as 
much earnestness as I am capable of that that is clearly in order, be- 
cause it is an entirely different proposition. It is not to make the 
$150,000 by itself less than it was before, but it takes everything, as 
well that which we have changed as that we have not changed, which 
makes an entire proposition that the Senate has not voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has agreed to the bill 
as it now stands. Unless something is proposed to be added to it, or 
stricken out and added, it is not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not agreed to the bill as it now stands 
where no amendments have been made at all, and that is more than 
half of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair rules that the proposition 
is not in order. Does the Senator from Vermont appeal from the 
decision of thé Chair? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [am in favor of this proposition of the Senator 
from Missouri and I believe it to be in order. I mean I am in favor 
of it when it is properly corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. Shall the proposition of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CocKRELL] be received ? 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 8, noes 22. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I can make in order the substance of the 
proposition. I move an additional section in the following words: 

Sc. 3. That 25 per cent. of each of the amounts hereinbefore appropriated shall 
be retained in the Treasury and not expended until after the Ist day of July, 1877 

Mr. WITHERS. That would be making an appropriation for the 
next fiscal year. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment and the Chair will submit it to the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

— pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. HAMLIN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 11; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chris 
tiancy, Cooper, Davis, Dawes, Dennis, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Harvey, 
Howe, Kelly, Key, McMillan, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Norwood, Oglesby, Pad- 


dock, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Sargent, Thurman, West, Windom, Withers, 
and Wright—33. 


NAYS—Messrs. Cockrell, Conkling, Eaton, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Jones 
of Florida, Logan, McCreery, Morrill, and Wadleigh—11. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Barnum, Bogy, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Clayton, Conover, Cragin, Dorsey, Goldthwaithe, Hamilton, In 
alla, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, McDonald, Morton, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Sharon, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Wallace, and Whyte—27. 


So the bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 866) 
to remove the political disabilities of Thomas H. Williams, of Mary- 
land. : 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution for the adjournment of both Houses of Congress with- 
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out day on Monday next, August7, A. D. 1876, at twelve o’clock noon; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a reso- 
lution authorizing the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two 
Houses to correct an error in the bill (H. R. No. 3963) to amend sub- 
sections 246 and 251 of section 12 of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1875, and for other purposes,” approved 
Jime 23, 1874, and for other purposes, and also to amend section 3954 
of the Revised Statutes; and by inserting the word “ not” on the sec- 
ond page of the enrolled bill next to the last line between the words 
“shall” and “be.” . 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills ; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. No. 810) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1336) to establish a new land district in the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming. 

HAMBURGH RIOT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution to print 10,000 extra copies of the President’s mes- 
sage in regard to the Renberrh massacre, have directed me to report 
the same back without amendment. My colleague on the committee 
(Mr. Snares) is not in favor of it, and I will not ask that it be 
taken up in his absence. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3628) establishing post-roads. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is that motion amendable ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore A motion to take up a bill for pres- 
ent consideration is not amendable. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is not my intention to act upon the bill to-night 
but to let it remain the unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I hope the motion will be voted down in 
order that we may take up the Pacitiec railroad bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. THURMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to say that I shall vote ons taking up 
any other bill until I can get a chance to take up what is known as 
the southern claims bill; and I now appeal to the Senate and sub- 
mit to the Senate whether they will take yp this bill or the bill that 
I mention. I ask a vote of the Senate upon that question. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say one word. This is a bill affecting 
every section of the broad land. Twice we had it before the body 
for consideration and twice I yielded at the earnest importunity of 
other Senators. If the Senate do not deem the bill of importance 
enough to take it up, I shall not consider it my duty again to ask 
them to do so. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is this motion debatable ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not on the merits, but the question 
of taking it up is debatable. 

Mr. THURMAN. If it is debatable on the question of preference 
of one bill over another, I will state that I hope the Senate instead 
of taking up a bill to establish post-routes for which there is no use 
will take up a bill to secure to this Government the repayment of 
more than $140,000,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to say one thing before the vote is taken, if 
I can have the attention of the Senate. On the 22d of June I re- 

yorted the bill from the Committee on Claims to which I have referred. 

have tried on three occasions to get it up. At one time I had the 
floor and made the motion, and yielded to the Senator having the 
pending appropriation bill in charge, and thus gave way. This bill 
is in the nature of an appropriation bill, and as such it ought to be 
considered by the Senate and ought to have preference. These claims 
were allowed and reported to Congress on the first day of the present 
session. For eight months these parties have been kept out of their 
money. The bill has passed the House, has been examined by the 
committee, and had had its careful attention. There are sums of 
money ee by it ranging from $10 to as many thousand and 
more. They are poor, needy parties. If they are to have this money 
it ought to be given to them and the matter ought to be decided. I 
do not wish to antagonize any bill, but I esteem it my duty to appeal 
to the Senate to give this bill an opportunity. We can pass the bill 
in my judgment in fifteen minutes if we take it up. I am certain we 
can pass it in that time unless the reading of it is asked for. There 
are but two or three amendments to the bill. I now appeal to thie 
Senate to give me an opportunity to take up this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Senator to take it up after the 
post-route bill is out of the way. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam very certain that all of the bills the Senators 
desire to have taken up are very important bills, but I think I am in 
charge of one that is equally as important, and I want to know be- 
fore the Senate adjourns this session whether there is a majority of 
the Senate in favor of it or not I have always found a majority in 
favor of it when there was no chance to take it up. Every time there 
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is a majority for it when it cannot be taken up, and I want to know 
whether there will be «# majority when it can be taken up or not. It 
is House bill No.58. The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN] says he 
has a bill which will save several millions of dollars. The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WRIGHT] has a bill which will pay some poor people 
some money. I hope they will get it if they deserve it. I havea bill 
here to pay the soldiers of this country a debt that the Government 
owes them and has owed them for fourteen years. I want to know, 
after this bill has passed the House five times and the Senate once, 
whether the Senate is now going to pay them a debt that the Gov. 
e:ument owes, which it can be demonstrated it owes. I ask that 
House bill No. 58 be taken up. I propose whenever the bill moved 
by the Senator from Maine is taken up to move to lay it aside in order 
to take up the bill I have named. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine to take up the bill (H. R. No. 3628) estab- 
lishing post-roads, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 30, nays 
9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bayard, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Conkling» 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Dennis, Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Hamlin, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, 
Norwood, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, West, Windom, and Withers—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Booth, Christiancy, Harvey, Logan, McCreery, Oglesby, Sargent, 
Thurman, and Wright—9 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Barnum, Bogy, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, 
Cameron of Pennsylvania, Clayton, Conover, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds,Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, McMillan, Morrill, Mor- 
ton, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Wad- 
leigh, Wallace, and Whyte—32. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate now adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN. Willthe Senator withdraw his motion for a moment ? 

Mr. SARGENT. For what purpose? 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to make a motion in reference to adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
any other business. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am not going to offer to take up any other busi- 
ness. Isaid I would move to lay aside the post-route bill after it was 
up and substitute House bill No. 58. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I insist on my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will hear me, I say I will not offer that 
now, but I want to offer a motion in reference to adjournment. I 
want to move that when the Senate adjourns it be to meet at twelve 
o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns it be to meet 
at twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. Inow renew my motion that the Senate adjonrn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at six o’clock and thirty-five min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


The bill is before the Senate. 


I do not wish to withdraw the motion to take up 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, August 3, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
VINDICATION OF MR. KNOTT. 


Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged report. Some 
weeks since a resolution was introduced into the House by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Blaine,] relating to a telegram which had 
been received by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this 
House, purporting to come from one Josiah Caldwell. This resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 
tions to report immediately to the House. After considerable testi- 
mony had been taken by the committee relative to the receiving and 
the original preparation of the dispatch, a meeting of the whole com- 
mittee was held to determine upon the character of the report which 
should be made to the House. By the unanimous vote of that com- 
mittee I have been instructed to report to the House as follows; 
which report I will myself read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HURD proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this unanimous consent 
goes further than simply to allow the report to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands this to be a 


privileged report, the committee being authorized to report at any | 


time. 


_ Mr. HURD resamed and concluded the reading of the report, which 
is as follows: 


The Judiciary Committee, to whom was referred the resolution of the House, re- 
lating to a telegram received by Hon. J. Proctor KNorr, its chairman, from one Jo- 
siah Caldwell, concerning an investigation authorized by a resolution introduced 
into the House by Mr. TARBOX, of Massachusetts, would report— 


| egram is competent evidence in this investigation ; 


That while the investigation contemplated under that resolution was in progress 
it was developed that one Josiah Caldwell had made certain statements to parties 
as to the subject-matter of that inquiry. These statements were offered in evidence 
before the committee, but they were excluded upon the grounds, first, that they 
were irrelevant to the subject-matter of the Tarbox resolution and, second, that 
Caldwell was in Europe and therefore beyond the reach of the process of this Honse. 
Under these circumstances it was determined by the committee that a telegram 
should be sent by the chairman to Caldwell, asking him to appear before the com- 
mittee to testify. 

After the action of the committee, and before any communication had been had 
with Caldwell, a telegram purporting to come from him was delivered to the chair- 
man, as follows: 

“ Have just read in New York papers Scott's evidence about our bond transaction 
and can fully corroborate it. I never gave Blaine any Fort Smith bonds, directly 
or otherwise. I havo three foreign railway contracts on my hands, which makes it 
impossible for me to leave without great pecuniary loss or would gladly, volun- 
tari!y come home and so testify. Can make affidavit to this effect and mail it if 
desired.” 

The resolution referred to your committee in substance demands that this tele- 
gram be made part of the testimony taken by the subcommittee engaged in the 
investigation under the Tarbox resolution. 

If this demand is to be complied with, it must be — the ground that such tel- 

or otherwise the proposition 
would be that incompetent testimony might be introduced to establish facts before 
a tribunal constituted by this House. 

The sole question in this view of the case is, is this telegram competent evi- 
dence ? 

It is impossible to conceive upon what ground sucha proposition can be main- 
tained. 

In the first place, with the concession that the telegram came from Mr. Caldwell, 
its statements cannot be received as evidence, because not made under oath. It 
would be singular, indeed, if in an investigation where witnesses actually present 
before the committee are required to be sworn, the unsworn statements of an ab- 
sent person should be admitted as testimony. Such a rule would make too uncer- 
tain proceedings before an investigating committee, proceedings which require 
limit and definiteness rather than wider latitude. 

But in the eecond place, when the telegram was received by the chairman, there 
was not the slightest evidence that it had been sent by Mr. Caldwell. As it stood 
then, it simply appeared that a message with Mr. Caldwell's name subscribed te it 
had been delivered to the chairman of the committee. 

But no one will pretend that this establishes the fact that Mr. Caldwell sent the 
message. In every case, when the contents of a telegram are to be proven, or its 
authenticity is to be established, the original message written by the sender must be 
produced. “It is true, that secondary evidence may be admitted, but then, only 
after such proof of the loss or destruction of the original as is required to make 
such evidence admissible in other cases. 

In Matteson va. Noyes, 25 Illinois, page 59, it is said : 

“ The paper filed at the oftice from which the message is sent is of course the orig- 
inal, and that which is reecived by the person to whom it was sent purports to be 
acopy. If the dispatch is sought to be used in evidence the original must be pro 
duced and its execution proved precisely as any other instrument or its absence 
accounted for in the same mode before the copy can be received.” 

The same doctrine is maintained in Williams vs. Buckell, 37 Mississippi, 682; 
Durkee vs. The Verhnont Central Railroad Company, 29 Vermont, 59; and Howley 
vs. Whipple, 48 New Hampshire, 487. 

In the third place it may be said that, while the megsage received is not evidence, 
yet its receipt gave rise to a presumption that it was sent by Mr. Caldwell and 
that its contents are his statements. As to this it may be remarked that it had al- 
ready been decided by the Judiciary Committee, in this very investigation, that 
statements made by Mr. Caldwell to others who were present before the commit- 
tee to testify as to them were not admissible in evidence. The rule established by 
the e»mmittee, by that action, seems decisive of the present question, for the same 
reasons which required the rejection of the oral statements of Mr. Caldwell should 
exclude his written statements, and certainly such statements as are contained in 
what is only a copy of his writing. But it has been repeatedly decided that a copy 
of @ message raises no presumption as to the original. In Howley vs. Whipplo, 48 
New Hampshire, 487, it was held that “ the fact that a telegram was sent to a per- 
son at a particular place, and an answer received by telegraph at the office from 
which the original telegram was sent, purporting to come from that person at that 
place, is no proof he was there at that time."’ If an answer toa telegram afford no 
presumption that the person sending such answer was at the place from which it 
purports to be sent, a fortiori no such presumption can arise ohene the message is 
not in answer to another previously sent; and if no presumption could arise (to 
speak of the present case) that Caldwell was in London on the 3ist of May, cer- 
tainly none will be claimed to arise that the message received was a copy of an 
original deposited in London. 

It bas been charged that the withholding by the chairman of this message from 
the subcommittee conducting this inquiry was a suppression of evidence, and that 
the ordinary presumptions arising trons such suppression could be claimed as 
against him, so far as they would relate to persons interested in the result of the 
investigation. The unreasonableness of such a claim is manifest when the prin. 
ciples of law established upon this point are considered. It is the suppression of 
instruments of evidence that is condemned by the rule of law. But in this case the 
message received was not an instrument of evidence; and therefore withholding 
it is not suppression of evidence. 

It must be recollected, in this connection, that the chairman of the committee 
was not a member of the committee conducting the investigation. His only duty 
in reference to that inquiry was that imposed upon him by the general committee, 
of securing th» attendance of Mr. Caldwell to testify. Suppose Caldwell had been 
within the United States where process could have been served upon him; would 
any one pretend that a message from him upon the subject-matter of the investi- 
gation, before a subpeena had been served, should be presented to the subcommit- 
tee as evidence? If not, then, how does Caldwell's absence from the country change 
the rules of evidence as te his telegram? Such a message from a witness might be 
of use in enabling the chairman to get service upon him in the one case, or to com- 
municate with him inthe other; but in both cases it should be regarded as a mes- 
sage for the chairman only, to be used as he should determine, not az evidence in the 
inquiry, but to accomplish the object contemplated by the committee, namely, to bring 
the person before it to testify. In the accomplishment of that result it is manifest 
that by the action of the committee the whole discretion was intrusted to the chair- 
man. No person ought to complain, providing that discretion were exercised in good 
faith. If the object were to procure the attendance of Caldwell, it is manifest that 
it could be better accomplished by withholding the telegram from the committee 
than by spreading it upon the records as evidence; forif Caldwell could testify by 
a telegraphic dispatch, there would be little likelihood of his crossing the At!antic 
to appear before the committee. 

Other considerations seem to have occasioned doubts in the mind of the chairman 
as to whether the telegram really originated with Mr. Caldwell or not, which 
doubts, from the testimony since taken, he appears to have been justified in enter- 
taining. That testimony, however, shows that while a telegram of which this was 
substantially a copy was sent by Mr. Reed, a former clerk of Caldwell, to bim, it 
was in fact adopted and forwarded to the chairman by Mr. Caldwell. From these 
considerations the chairman felt warranted in withholding the telegram from 
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the committee until an inquiry could be made as to the circumstances attending 
its origination 
Your committee therefore would report (1) that the telegram received by the 





chairman from Mr. Caldwell was not evidence and could not have been received as 
such without a violation of the rule before that time, established by the commit 
tee; (2) that withholding it was not a suppression of an instrument of evidence ; 
() and that the whole aubject as to procuring the attendance of Mr. Caldwell to 
testify had been referred to the chairman of the committee, and that all communi 
cations with or from Caldwell in reference to such subject were in the hands of the 
chairman, to be used according to his discretion in acc omplishing the object of the 
committee, and that no just complaint can be made of any use of such communica- 


tions, providing the discretion were fairly and reasonably exe reised. 

Your committee would further report that they are satistied from all the circum 
stances that the chairman in withholding the dispatch from the committee acted 
in good faith and without any »urpose to injure any person involved in the inves- 
tigation, and would recommend that the further consideration of the resolution be 
indefinitely postponed. 


Mr. HURD. I move the previous question upon the adoption of 
this report. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. HURD. 1 now yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
KNoTT,] the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, who de- 
sires to make a statement to the House. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, satisfied, so far as I was personally, with 
the unanimous report of the Committee on the Judiciary which has 
just been read, completely exonerating me from any suspicion, either 
of a mistake in judgment or of having been actuated by any unworthy 
motive in relation to the matter reported upon, I had determined not 
to tax the patience of the House with a single word of my own until 
my attention was called to the following paragraph in a recent issue 
of the Philadelphia North American: 

Josiah Caldwell has written a letter to the wife of General Sherman reiterating 
his entire procedure in the matter of his previous correspondence concerning Mr. 
Blaine’s connection with the Fort Smith Railroad bonds, Re-asserting the valid- 
ity of the dispatch purposely and infamously suppressed by Mr. Proctor Knott, 
this letter will freshly awaken the contempt of the country for a man who hold 
ing one of the highest positions in Congress could so debase himself as to seek to 
conceal positive evidence of the innocence of a political foe. Mr. Kxorr and his 


allies succeeded in keeping Mr. Blaine from the Presidency, but Knorr at least 
covered himself with ineffaceable dishonor. 





Since I have seen the utter and inexcusable ignorance or palpable 
disregard of the facts as well as the unprovoked malignity displayed 
in this and similar paragraphs in other papers, I feel impetled by an 
inexorable sense of duty to myself as well as to certain other gentle- 
men of the committee of which I have the honor to be chairman to 
ask the attention of the House to a few remarks in relation to the 
subject under present consideration, I do so, however, sir, under the 
most painful feeling of embarrassment. It is always extremely dis- 
tasteful to me to be compelled to allude to myself in any manner or 
under any circumstauces whatever, and it is peculiarly so at this 
time. Especially in the absence of the late member from Maine, 
{ Mr. Blaine,) who for the promotion of his own personal endy and, 
as I shall always believe, with a full knowledge of all the facts, 
found it necessary to make upon this floor the unjustifiable and dis- 
ingenuous imputations embodied in the resolution which has given 
occasion for the report just submitted. Notwithstanding the errone- 
ous impressions with which the public mind was filled by the sublime 
piece of acting exhibited by the late member from Maine when this 
matter was for the first time and so theatrically brought to the at- 
tention of the House and the country ; notwithstanding the floods 
of calumny and vituperation which were poured out upon me by the 
press of his party, and which from the paragraph I have just read it 
seems have not yet subsided; conscious of the correctness of my own 
judgment and of the rectitude of my own intentions ; conscious that 
I had done nothing more nor less than my simple duty ; conscious 
that I had done precisely what I ought to bave done and what I 
would do again under similar circumstances, I waited long and pa- 
tiently for his re-appearance upon this floor before opening my lips in 
my own vindication to be disappointed at last by the annou.~vement 
of his resignation; for, sir, I had many things to say concerning his 
connection with this matter which I was anxious to say in his hear- 
ing here upon this tloor, face to face and eye to eye, where he could 
have the amplest possible opportunity to be heard in reply, but which 
I could not and cannot now afford to say in his absence. 

But, sir, he is not here. It is said that the hand of God is upon 
him; that he is sick; that he has found it necessary for the recuper- 
ation of his overtaxed and shattered energies, physical as well as 
mental, to abandon the arena in which he had so frequently dis- 
played the most marvelous skill as a parliamentary gladiator before 
vindicating his personal and political integrity, which had been so 
fiercely assailed by members of his own political party. 

However that may be, it is entirely immaterial to what I now pro- 
pose to say. Whether he be really afflicted either in body or mind 
or only simulating disease; whether he has been actually prostrated 
by a protracted attack of “brain fag” or has been merely playing 
the part of the “old soldier” in order to postpone investigation until 
the popular interest in his personal concerns shall have somewhat 
abated, Ido not know or pretend to know. I only know he is not 
here and does not intend to be. I shall therefore allude to him only 
so far as may be absolutely necessary to a proper understanding of 
the simple statement of facts which I propose at this time to submit 
solely for my own vindication upon the face of the record, in which 
my reputation for integrity and fairness has been wantonly and cause- 
lessly assailed, 
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And, sir, I desire in the very outset to call the attention of the 
House and the country to the pregnant fact that not a single one 
of the many damaging and disgraceful charges and insinuations 
which have been made against Mr. Blaine can be truthfully attril- 
uted to the partisan zeal or personal malignity of his political oppo- 
nents. In every solitary instance they have emanated from the bosom 
ot his own political household. In every instance they have origi- 
nated with members of hisown party organization. In proof of this 
I need not trouble the House by referring to the numerous damaging 
articles and letters which from time to time appeared in some of the 
newspapers of his own party connecting his name in no very reputa- 
ble manner with various railroad corporations, and which he sought to 
countervail by repeatedly rising to personal explanations upon this 
floor instead of promptly and defiantly demanding an investigation, 
as he did on the occasion of the memorable Credit Mobilier scandal, 
I will merely call attention to the following article which appeared 
in the Cincinnati Gazette, a leading and influential republican news- 
paper, on the 27th of April; and I do so because it has a direct and 
immediate connection with the matter in hand: 

CINCINNATI, April 26. 

The Gazette to-morrow morning will publish an interview with Mr. John C.S 
Harrison, of Indianapolis. Mr. Harrison makes the following statement: At the 
September (1872) meeting of the board of directors of the Union Pacific Railroad, 
at which I was present, the president of the board, Mr. Horace F. Clark, called the 
attention of the directors toa letter from the president of the Fort Smith and Little 
Rock Land Grant Railroad with reference to some bonds of that road held by the 
Union Pacific company. Desiring to know something more about these bonds, I 
made a motion to appoint a committee of three to investigate and report before the 
adjournment of the board as to how they came into its possession, and all matters 
connected therewith, Thereupon E, H. Rollins, the secretary took me to one side and 
told me that I must withdraw that motion for an investigation of the bond transaction 
as it would involve James G. Blaine. He said the fall elections were near at hand 
and Blaine was a candidate for re-election to Congress in Maine. An exposure of the 
transaction just at that time would be sure todefeat him Withthat I withdrewthe 
motion. Subsequently I took J. 1. Millard, of Omaha, who was and still remains 
a Government director, to Mr. Rollins, and in his presence asked Rollins if I under- 
stood him correctly in relation to the bond transaction involving Mr. Blaine. He 
repeated that I did, and that an investigation would be sure to kill off Mr. Blaine 
at the approaching election. Afterward, when tho investigating committee of 
which Jeremiah M. Wilson was chairman was in session, and E. H. Rollins was on 
the stand, I telegraphed Wilson to ask the witness certain questions concerning 
the Fort Smith and Little Rock bonds, but in noticing the daily reports of the com 
mittee afterward I saw that no such questions were asked. On the 3d of Febru- 
ary, 1873, I wrote to Wilson, chairman of the committee, more fully about the mat 
ter, detailing the facts that I have just stated, but I did not mention Blaine’s name. 
I stated that the transaction implicated a prominent member of the republican 
party. That letter was copied into my regular letter;book at Indianapolis, and 
can be referred to at any time. I never received any answer to the letter to Wil- 
son, but on the 26th of February, just twenty-three days later, Mr. Delano, Seer 
tary of the Interior, wrote a letter to a prominent republican official, saying it was 
deemed best on the part of the Government to change the entire board of directors 
of the Union Pacitic Railroad, and that he therefore proposed to appoint some on: 
from Indiava in the place of J. S. C. Harrison. This proposition of Delano met 
with such strong opposition that it was abandoned and none of the directors were 
removed. We were engaged at that time in making an active fight against tho 
W yoming Coal Company, which was swindling the United States out of $500,000 o1 
$600,000 a year. 

If the committee want that letter of Delano’s they can find a copy of it in the 
Interior Department. Bear in mind that this action on my part as a Government 
director, and the correspondence to which I have referred, and the effort on the 
yart of Secretary Delano to have me removed from the board of directors occurred 
in 1872, and early in 1873, just about the time of the re-election of President Grant, 
and when neither Mr. Blaine nor any other man was spoken of in connection with 
the Presidency of 1876. It is therefore unreasonable to suppose that anybody at 
that stage of the proceedings was interested in defeating Mr. Blaine’s presidential 
aspirations. This whole Little Rock bond matter would have been investigated by 
the United States court at the time but for the killing off of the Credit Mobilier 
suits. Ishowed to Mr. Jenks, the Government's special attorney, who, with three 
others, was charged with investigating the affair, this order of the executive com- 
mittee: 

“New York, December 16, 1871. 

“Ordered, That Morton, Bliss & Co. be authorized to draw on the treasurer of 
this company for $64,000 payable at forty days from date, and hold as collateral 
security for the company seventy-five land-grant bonds of the Little Rock and Fort 
Smith Railroad Company's bonds, $1,000 each.” 

He made a copy of it in my presence and would have entered suit upon it at once 
had not all these Credit Mobilier suits failed in the courts, being ruled out on de- 
murrer. In conclusion I have to say that I am ready and willing at any time to 
go before the Judiciary Committee of the House and make oath to the facts in this 
statement. 


After this article had appeared and been extensively copied in the 
newspapers throughout the country, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. TARBOX] submitted the following resolution, which was 
agreed to: 

Whereas it is publicly alleged, and is not denied by the officers of the Union Pa 
cific Railroad Company, that that corporation did, in the year 1871 or 1872, become 
the owner of certain bonds of the Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad Company, for 
which bonds the said Union Pacitic Railroad Company paid a consideration largely 
in excess of their actual or market value, and that the board of directors of said 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, though urged, have neglected to investigate said 
transaction: Therefore : 7 7 i 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire if 
any such transaction took place, and, if so, what were the circumstances and in 
ducements thereto, from what person or persons said bonds were obtained and upon 
what consideration, and whether the transaction was from corrupt design or in tur- 
therance of any corrupt object; and that the committtee have power to send for 
persons and papers. 


This resolution was adopted on the 2d of May, and at once referred 
to a subcommittee consisting of the gentleman from Virginia, [ Mr. 
HunTON, ] the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. AsHE,] and the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. LAWRENCE,] which had been appointed 
some time previously to investigate the transactions of the various 
Pacific railroad companies as required by a resolution introduced by 
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the gentleman from California [Mr. LUTTRELL] and agreed to Janu- 
a : ane 

This subcommittee was selected, as I have stated on a former occa- 
sion, without the slightest reference to Mr. Blaine whatever, and long 
before I had an intimation, or a suspicion even, that he would turn 
out to be “ the man under the hay,” or that the proposed investiga- 
tion into the condition and transactions of those corporations would 
disclose anything affecting his reputation in the least possible degree. 
The gentlemen composing that subcommittee proceeded at once and 
in good faith to the inquiry committed to them with the honest in- 
tention of concluding the investigation so far as Mr. Blaine might be 
involved in it if possible before the meeting of the republican con- 
vention at Cincinnati, before which it was understood he would be a 
prominent candidate for the presidential nomination. 

Among the numerous witnesses summoned was Mr. John C. §. Har- 
rison, of Indianapolis, who was sworn and examined on the 15th of 
May, and who reiterated upon his oath in the most unequivocal and 
emphatic manner the statements I have already read from the Cin- 
cinnati Gazette, accompanied by a solemn asseveration of the kindest 
possible feeling toward Mr. Blaine and an earnestly expressed hope 
that he would come out of the investigation, to use his own language, 
“clear and bright.” 

This, as @ natural matter, of course led at once to the necessity of 
ealling Mr. E. A. Rollins, the secretary and treasurer of the Union 


Pacific Railroad Company, a prominent Atizen of New Hampshire, | 
and at present the Senator-elect from that State. Whether this witness | 


was himself suffering from a recent attack of “ brain fag,” or was 
afflicted with that sudden and convenient dereliction of memory 
which frequently characterizes the average congressional witness, or 
whether he was simply endeavoring to tax the patience or test the 
ingenuity of the gentlemen who were examining him, I will not un- 
dertake to determine; but I will say, sir, that no unprejudiced mind, 
I care not what may be the cast of its political convictions, can read 
the record of his testimony without feeling fully satisfied that he con- 
sidered himself under no legal obligation to remember anything that 
could not be proven by some other witness. And I will say, more- 
over, that nothing could more closely resemble the tedious and painful 
process of extracting from him what little he did see proper to remem- 
ber than the unsatisfactory and vexatious operation of twisting a 
“possum ” out of a hollow log. 

The delivery of his testimony afforded a beautiful example of what 
the doctors would call “a breech presentation,” and the accouchement 
was consequently a very protracted as well as an exceedingly delicate 
undertaking. Read his testimony, sir, and you will be convinced 
that the hundred eyes of Argus never watched the “Golden Fleece” 
more vigilantly than this doubled-and-twisted railroad official was 
disposed to guard the interests of his company. With regard to the 
purchase of the bonds in question, he says: 


If he (Mr. Blaine) had sold the bonds to the company I should think it must have 
been a questionable transaction. I don’t know why the company should buy them 
of anybody. It wasa transaction that I did not approve. As treasurer of the com- 
pany I felt in duty bound to protect its treasury against all comers, and I did not 
want to pay out $64,000 or any other sum of money unless it was absolutely neces- 
sary. 


Yet, sir, according to his own statement, he patiently and silently 
permitted th‘s “questionable transaction” to hang like an incubus 
upon his pious conscience from December 19, 1871, till the 11th day 
ot September, 1872, without saying a word about it. He “ let con- 
cealment, like a worm i’ the bud, feed on his damask cheek” for 
nearly nine long months, and never breathed his disapprobation to 
mortal man. On the contrary, as he admits himself, when one of the 
Government directors discovered for the first time that the transac- 
tion—this “ questionable transaction”—had taken place, and as in 
duty bound moved that it should be inquired into, the honest treas- 
urer appealed to him to withdraw the motion, that an investigation 
would involve Mr. Blaine, that those were Mr. Blaine’s bonds, or that 
he had heard they were the bonds of Mr. Blaine. Yet from whom he 
heard it, how he heard it, when he heard it, or precisely what he did 
hear he could not for the life of him recollect. 

Notwithstanding all of his “ backing and filling,” however, his tes- 
timony, taken as a whole, not only corroborated the leading state- 
ments of Mr. Harrison, but was calculated to leave the impression 
upon any unprejudiced mind that there was “something rotten in 
the state of Denmark,” something perhaps, as Lord Dundreary says, 
“that no fellah could find out.” Nor did the subsequent statements 
of Mr. Millard and Mr. Wilson tend in any great degree to dispel the 
mist in which the evidence of Mr. Rollins left the matter involved, 


as the House will see when the record of their testimony comes to be | 


examined. 
On the same day, May 15, Colonel Thomas A. Scott was called and ex- 
amined, who testified substantially that he was president of the Union 


Pacitic Railroad Company from the 7th of March, 1871, till the 6th | 


of March, 1872; that he had purchased the bonds in question from 
Josiah Caldwell at eighty cents on the dollar, and paid him for them 
in money; that the Union Pacific Railroad Company took them off 


his hands at eighty cents on the dollar at a time when if he could | 


have sold them at all in the market he could not probably have real- 
ized over fifty or sixty cents to the dollar on them, and that this favor 
was extended to him by the company in consideration of extraordi- 
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But what those extraordinary services were, what he did during the 
first nine months of his term as president of the company to entitle 
him to any sum, from fifteen to twenty-two thousand dollars, over 
and above his regular fixed salary he did not explain. He did say, 
however, that he got the bonds from Josiah Caldwell and paid him 
eighty cents on the dollar for them, and that he sold them to the 
company at the same price, and that he had no knowledge or belief 
that Mr. Blaine was connected with them in any manner whatever, 
“80 far as his (Scott’s) connection with the transaction was concerned.” 

Now, sir, whether Colonel Scott knew anything about it or not, it 
was perfectly manifest that, if Mr. Blaine really had any connection 
with these bonds or was in any manner interested in or benefited 
by the transaction, Josiah Caldwell could explain it if he would; 
and it so happened that several witnesses had been summoned, who 
it was understood had repeatedly heard Mr. Caldwell make siate- 
ments with reference perhaps to that very point. Among them was 
Mr. John McClure, of Arkansas, who was sworn and stated that all 
he knew with regard to the possession of the $75,000in the bonds of the 


| Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad Company by the Union Pacitie 
| Railroad Company he got from Mr. Caldwell. 
| made, however, on the part of Mr. Blaine, to any evidence of the 
| Statements of Mr. Caldwell, because among other reasons it would be 


Objection having been 


but hearsay, the point was submitted to the full committee and the 
objection sustained, on the ground that Mr. Caldwell was beyond 
the reach of the process of the House, and, as such evidence could an- 
swer no other purpose than to indicate what might possibly be proven 
by him, it would be unnecessary if not unjust to Mr. Blaine to take it 
unless there was some reasonable assurance that. Caldwell’s presence 
could be procured. It was thereupon moved by some member of the 
committee that a dispatch should be sent to Mr. Caldwell in Europe 
simply asking if he would appear aMd testify. But that proposition 
was earnestly and strenuously resisted on behalf of Mr. Blaine on the 
alleged ground that Caldwell would not appear even if dispatched 
forin the manner indicated. The force of that objection I have never 
been able to appreciate. It seemed to me that of all men in the 
world Mr. Blaine should have been the very one to demand that Cald- 
well should be called to testify and his attendance procured if possi- 
ble. If he was innocent he must have known that the evidence of 
Caldwell would vindicate instead of convicting him, even if he should 
consent to come; and on the other hand, if he should refuse to come, 
that would be the end of it, and he would occupy the attitude of 
challenging instead of resisting the production of any testimony 
against him whatever, even if it had to be procured by the most ex- 
traordinary means. The objection prevailed, however, and the mo- 
tion was lost, I believe, by one vote. 

But, sir, viewed in the light of subsequent developments, there 
may have been some reason why Mr. Blaine did not desire that Mr. 
Caldwell should be disturbed in the quiet seclusion of his foreign res- 
idence. On the 25th of May one A. P. Robinson, an old acquaintance 


|} and intimate friend of Mr. Blaine, was called to the stand and ex- 


amined with relation to his having delivered a package of Little Rock 
and Fort Smith bonds to Mr. Blaine from Josiah Caldwell. He ad- 
mitted having delivered a package, but denied all knowledge or in- 
formation from Caldwell or any one else as to its contents. He was 
asked if he had not stated to Mr. Curry that the package contained 
twenty Fort Smith and Little Rock Railroad bonds, but he positively 
and emphatically denied that he had made any such. statement to 
Mr. Curry or any one else. Well, Mr. Curry was next called, and 
swore as positively andsemphatically that Robinson had, about tive 
weeks before that time, told him that he had carried a package con- 
taining $20,000 in bonds from Caldwell to Blaine; that he (Robinson) 
was certain the package contained that much, and it was Robinson’s 
understanding that that was but an installment of the bonds that 
Blaine was to receive. On these conflicting statements being tele- 
graphed to the country through the Associated Press, Mrs. Curry 
sent the following telegram to her husband, which was admitted by 
Mr. Blaine as evidence to save the necessity of calling her as a wit- 
ness: 

To A. P. Curry: 

Have seen your testimony as published in Associated Press dispatches, and 
heard Robinson tell you just what you said he did, that he gave Blaine the bonds 
Price and Wheeler said Robinson told them the same. 

BELLE CURRY 

And, sir, it is a somewhat singular fact that Mr. Mulligan who t« 
tified some days afterward said, in speaking of a certain package ol 
letters which Mr. Blaine had procured from him in a manner perhaps 
entirely peculiar to himself, ‘There was one letter in the package 
where he told Mr. Fisher how much was due on these bonds. Ik 
told him that he had received $55,000 in bonds from him and $20,000 
Srom Caldwell on an outside matter;” but I fail to find any such state 
ment in any of the letters as read by Mr. Blaine to the House. Ver 
haps Mr. Caldwell could explain this “outside matter” and tell pre- 
cisely what was in the package sent by Robinson. Perhaps he might 
be able also to shed some light upon that mysterious conundrum which 
has for some time puzzled the American mind, why it is that Mr. Blaine 
would rather hear Gabriel blow his final trump than have Mulligan 
testify any further about the contents of that somewhat famous pack 
age of letters. However that may be I do not know, but so it is, the 
glaring conflict between the statements of Robinson and Curry and 


nary services which he had rendered tothe company as its president. | the remarkable sensitiveness of Mr. Robinson, who it will be remem 
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bered found it necessary to sit down and write a letter to Mr. Blaine 
simply because the gentleman from Virginia had ventured to ask him 
what facts pertinent to the inquiry were within his knowledge, and 
who for some unexplained reason deemed it prudent to deny that he 
had had an interview with Mr. Blaine before he gave his testimony 
until the fact was dragged out of him by dint of protracted interro- 
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gation, made it evident that Mr. Caldwell’s testimony would be vitally | 


important either for or against Mr. Blaine if it could be procured ; 
that it would exonerate him entirely or show how and to what extent 
he was implicated in the transaction under investigation. 

The question of dispatching to Caldwell to ascertain whether he 
would appear and testify before the committee was accordingly 
brought up again in the committee on the 26th of May, and the 
proposition again earnestly opposed in behalf of Mr. Blaine. The 
motion nevertheless prevailed, and an order was entered that the 
chairman of the committee should telegraph Caldwell asking him if 
he would come. It is perhaps proper for me to add that at that time 
I had not been informed, and I am not aware that any of my col- 
leagues had been informed, that Mr. Caldwell had been driven by the 
questionable character of some of his business transactions to the 
alternative of choosing between a residence in foreign climes anda 
temporary abode in some Massachusetts prison. I was consequently 
not apprised of the obstacles that might lie in the way of procuring 
his return to the land of his nativity, or the possible difficulty of 
getting the truth ont of him if he should come. I accordingly set to 
work in good faith, and with all proper diligence, to ascertain his 
address, in order that I might send him the dispatch as directed. 
With all the inquiry I could make, however, I was unable to do so. 
All who were able to give me any information at all as to his where- 
abouts said he was somewhere offi the continent of Europe, in Italy 
perhaps, building a railroad; but his address, or where a dispatch 
would reach him, no one seemed to know. On the morning of the Ist 
of June, before I had ever ascertained Caldwell’s address, or anything 
with reference to his residence further than I have stated, the follow- 
ing dispatch was left at my room, by whom I never knew, as I was 
out at the time and found it lying on my table on my return: 
Lonpon. 
To Cnamman House Jupictary Commitrer, Washn. : 


Have just read in New York papers Scott's evidence about our bond transaction 
and can fully corroborate it. I never gave Blaine any Fort Smith Railroad bonds, 
directly or otherwise. I have three foreign railway contracts on my bands, which 
makes it impossible for me to leave without great pecuniary loss, or would gladly 


voluntarily come home and so testify. Can make affidavit to this effect and mail 
it if desired. 


JOSIAH CALDWELL. 

The reading of this dispatch, sir, instantly and I think quite natur- 
ally suggested to my mind a variety of questions. Here was a tele- 
gram addressed from London without date, with no number, house, 
street, or place designated, a to come from a man who, as 
all seemed to agree, was engaged in building a railroad somewhere on 
the continent. How did he happen to be in London so opportunely 
as to read the New York papers instantly on their arrival? But sup- 
posing he was there, why should he instantly rush to a telegraph office 
upon reading Scott's evidence and send me a prepaid dispatch of sev- 
enty-seven words, which, as I had understood, cost a dollar in gold 
forevery word? Though I have since learned the rates were seventy- 
five or seventy-eight cents in gold. Why should he propose to cor- 
roborate Scott’s testimony before it was ever suggested to him that 
it needed any corroboration? Why should he be suddenly seized 
with such a morbid impulse to do so that he would not only “ volun- 
tarily” but “gladly” face the perils of the briny deep and fly to the 
committee-room with the alacrity of a lover to his lady’s chamber in 
order to give his testimony but for those vile foreign railway con- 
tracts? Why should he volunteer to send over his affidavit before it 
was suggested to him that the committee or any one else desired his 
evidence in that or any other possible shape whatever? The whole 
thing, sir, had an extremely fishy flavor. It seemed to my mind to 
be the result of a scheme concocted on this side of the Atlantic to 
make the Judiciary Committee the instrument through which a fraud 
was to be palmed off upon the House and the country; for had the 
person most interested in having Scott’s testimony indorsed sat by 
and dictated every word of the dispatch he could not possibly have 
made it more pat to the purpose. 

Immediately upon reading this dispatch I carried it with me to the 
room where the managersof theimpeachment of General Belknap were 
that morning to have a meeting, and on entering the room I at once 
communicated the fact that I had received the dispatch and its con- 
tents to those who were present. My friend, Judge LYNDE, upon read- 
ing it seemed instantly impressed with the same suspicion which was 
upon my own mind, and without hesitation suggested that I should 
not give it publicity until I had verified its authenticity, as he has 
since publicly stated, or I should not even now allude to the circum- 
stance. 

While we were in the managers’ room James Mulligan, of Boston, 
was before the subcommittee on the judiciary detailing the particu- 
lars of a scene which were repeated to me before I left the room, and 
which I will now read in his own language : 


The Wrrness. I wish to ask the indulgence of the committee for a few moments 
to make a personal, and to me a painful, statement. When I first arrived in this 
city, and within about fifteen minutes after my arrival, there came a communica- 
tion from Mr. Blaive to Mr. Fisher. Of course I wish it understood that I am stat- 
ing this under oath 

Mr. Huntox. We so understand it. 
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The Witness. There came a communication from Mr. Blaine inviting Mr. Fisher 
and me up to his residence. I declined to go, for the reason that I did not want to 
have it said that I had gone to see Mr. Blaine. I wanted to come into this commit. 
tee-room untrammeled by any influence. Mr. Fisher went up to Mr. Blaine’s house, 
or at least he so reported to me ; and he told Mr. Blaine about certain facts that I 
could prove and certain letters that [had got. Mr. Blaine said that if I should 
vublish them they would ruin him for life, or that if this committee should get 
Bold of them they would ruin him for life, and wanted to know if I would not sur. 
render them. I told him “ No,” and that I would rot give them to the committee 
unlesa it should tarn out that it was necessary for me to produce them. After my 
examination here yesterday, Mr. Blaine came up to the hotel, the Riggs House, ani 
there had a conference with Mr. Atkins, Mr. Fisher, and myself. He wanted to 
see these letters that I had. I declined to let him see them. He prayed, almost 
went on his knees—I would say on his knees—and implored me to think of his six 
children and his wife, and that if the committee should get hold of this communi- 
cation it would sink him immediately and ruin him forever. I told him I should 
not give them to him. He asked me if I would let him read them. I said I would 
if he would promise me on the word of a gentleman that he would return them to 
me. I did let him read them over. He read them over once, and called for them 
again aud read them over again. He still importuned me to give those papers up 
I declined to do it. LI retired to my own room, and he followed me up and went 
over the same history abont his family and his children, and implored me to give 
them up to him, and even contemplated suicide. He asked me if I wanted to seo 
his children left in that state, and he then asked me again if I would not let him 
look over these papers consecutively, (I had them numbered.) 1 told him I would 
if he would return themto me. He took the papers, read them all over, and among 
them I had a memorandum that I had made by way of synopsis of the letters and 
referring to the numbers of the letters—a synopsis containing the points of the let- 
ters. Ihad made that memorandum so as to be able to refer to here when ques- 
tioned. He asked me to let him read the letters, and I showed him this statement 
too. After he had them read he asked me what I wanted to do with those papers; 
if I wanted to use them. I told him I never wanted to use the papers nor would 
not show them to the committee unless when I was called upon to do so. Then he 
asked me if I would not give them to him. There was one letter in particular that 
he wanted me to give him. I told him I would not do it, and the only reason I 
would not do it was because I saw it stated in one of the evening papers here (tho 
Star, I think) thatthe Blaine party were going to completely break down the testi- 
mony that I had given yesterday, that they were satisfied about that. I said [ 
should not publish these letters unless my testimony was impeached or impugned. 
That was the only reason that I wanied to keep them, but I wanted to keep them 
for that purpose. These are the facts, gentlemen, and I leave them to you. If I 
understand the order under which this committee meets, this committee has power 
to send for persons and papers, and I want this committee to get for me those pa- 
pers. Mr. Blaine has got them and would not give them up to me. 

These statements, as I have said, were repeated to me almost ver- 
batim before I left the room, and again within a few minutes after I 
reached the floor of the House. 

When I heard these things; when I heard that Mr. Blaine had been 
so extremely solicitous to have an interview with this witness that 
Within fifteen minutes after his arrival in Washington he had sent 
him a pressing invitation to meet him at his own house ; when I heard 
of the painful panic under which he labored when he ascertained that 
Mulligan had possession of certain of his letters; when I heard of his 
going down upon his knees and groveling abjectly in the dust before 
the witness, whining about the impending ruin of his wife and six 
children, imploring him to surrender these letters, and sniveling 
about suicide if he should refuse to do so; when I heard that he had 
finally obtained them upon an express pledge of his personal honor 
as a gentleman that he would return them, and that in the face of 
that sacred pledge, which as a gentleman he ought to have redeemed 
at the expense of his life if necessary, he had coolly put them in his 
pocket and refused to deliver them up, I submit that I had ample 
reason to suspect that he would not scruple a moment to concoct a 
fraudulent Se dispatch, or hesitate to do anything else that 
might tend in his judgment to promote his own private or political 
ends. And, sir, when on the following Monday—the 6th of June last— 
in the climax of one of the most extraordinary exhibitions of histri- 
onic skill, one of the most consummate pieces of acting that ever oc- 
curred upon any stage on earth, he disclosed such an accurate know!1- 
edge not only of the fact that I had received a dispatch purporting 
to have come from Josiah Caldwell, but of its contents and of the 
very hour at which it had been delivered at my house, I was as mor- 
ally certain as I am at this moment that the dispatch had been con- 
cocted on this side of the Atlantic for his benefit and at his suggestion 
and by his procurement. He was then asked to explain how he de- 
rived that knowledge, but declined to do so. He has had ample op- 
portunities to — it since, but he never has; and, sir, he never 
will! All possible doubt upon this point was removed from my mind 
two days afterward when he said to me in the chamber of the Com- 
mittee.on the Judiciary that he had heard that I had been rummaging 
the telegraph offices for evidence that he had been in communication 
with Caldwell, when in point of fact I had not only not done so, but 
had not even intimated the intention of doing so to a living being on 
earth. Ah! sir, I saw from his very manner and the tremor in his 
voice that the cranes of Ibycus had appeared toa guilty and troubled 
conscience, 

Now, sir, let us see how these conclusions of my own mind have 
been verified by the facts subsequently developed. At my sugges- 
tion, the managers of the Western Union Telegraph offices at Wash- 
ington, Philadelphia, and New York were summoned to testify before 
the committee. 

Mr. Whitney, the manager of the Washington office, produced the 
following dispatch, which he swore was received at the offive at six 
o’clock and twenty minutes in the afternoon of the 26th of May, and 
sent to New York for transmission five minutes thereafter: 
WasuIncTon, May 26. 
To Josian_ CALDWELL, 

115.Cannon street, London, E. C., England : 

See Scott's testimony, papers 16th. Telegraph Scott, Philadelphia, as you truth- 

fully can, the strongest indorsement of his statement. ‘ . 
A. P. RUBLNSON. 
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But, sir, it may be asked what evidence is there that Mr. Blaine 
had anything to do with sending this dispatch? His name is not 
signed to it! Certainly not, sir; and I never for a moment supposed 
nor do I imagine that any one who ever knew him would suppose that 
he was fool enough to put his own signature to any dispatch to Josiah 
Caldwell or to any one else touching this subject. O no, sir; I knew 
he was entirely too sharp for anything so perfectly shallow as that 
would have been. And I must confess that I was somewhat surprised 
to find that any dispatch had been sent from this city at all; for an 
old fox, unless he is unusually hungry, rarely robs a hen-roost close 
to his own hole. 

But there was a considerable stress of weather about that time as 
we shall presently see. I felt perfectly confident from the very be- 
ginning that he had selected some willing and convenient “ cat’s-paw” 
for the purpose, and one, too, who would not hesitate to swear, if 
necessary, that Mr. Blaine had nothing to do with it, and no knowl- 
edge of it whatever; and, sir, when the House comes to consider his 
conduct before the committee, his relations to Mr. Blaine, and the 
light in which he is placed by the statements of Mr. and Mrs. Curry, 
I think they will agree with me that had Mr. Blaine started every 
constable and bailiff in Washington Cify with a search-warrant he 
could not have found an instrument more admirably suited to all the 
purposes in view than his old and intimate friend, Mr. A. P. Robinson. 

But, sir, let us examine this dispatch alittle and see if its “ flesh- 
marks” indicate anything as to its paternity. It is dated May 26. 
On that morning the committee had directed that Mr. Caldwell should 
be asked by telegraph if he would appear and testify. That fact was 
known. Something had to be done and done quickly. Unless Cald- 
well was posted he might “blow” something that would ruin the 
whole kettle of fish. Accordingly, this dispatch is sent at six o’clock 
and twenty minutes that very afternoon. But why should Mr. A. P. 
Robinson send it? “What was he to Hecuba, or Hecnba to him?” 
How did Scott’s testimony concern him? Why should he rush to the 
telegraph office and pay $25.74 in gold to have it corroborated? For 
that is precisely what Mr. Whitney swears this message cost. But he 
says, “telegraph Scott.” Why Scott? Scott did not seem to have 
interest enough in the matter to ask that his testimony should be in- 
dorsed in such an extraordinary manner. Why not telegraph Robin- 
son? Why not telegraph anybody else? Sir, the question can be 
solved only upon the hypothesis that Caldwell’s answer, if favorable, 
was to be given to the public for the benefit of Mr. Blaine, and 
should consequently have an air of spontaneity about it; while if 
unfavorable it was never to see the light at all; the inference nat- 
urally being that if it should corroborate Scott he would be glad to 
publish it, while if it should not, he would be certain to be the last 
man on earth to say anything about it! 

There seems to have been a wonderful solicitude, sir, upon the mind 
of somebody that Mr. Scott should be the exclusive recipient of tel- 
egraphic favors from Mr. Caldwell upon this subject ; for Mr. Hicks, 
the clerk from the New York office, when placed upon the stand pro- 
duced the following telegram, without signature, olieh he swore was 
received at the office in New York and dispatched at one o’clock and 
fifty minutes on the morning of May 30: 

To Favo, London: 
Onabdle nobody excepting Scott. 


Here, sir, is evidently another automaton obeying the behests of 
the same directing mind and echoing the earnest request that only 
Scott should be addressed upon this delicate subject. Nay, a third, 
sir; anda fourth! For here is another dispatch, which Mr. Hicks 
swears was dated May 31, but sent at two oclock and eighteen min- 
utes on the morning of the Ist of June: 

To Jostan CALDWELL— 


Not Favo this time— 


Tunbridge Wells, England : 

Don't permit newspaper men or others to interview you. > 

This dispatch bore upon its face unmistakable evidences of being 
the joint production of at least two giant intellects, the combined la- 
bor of two or more separate aud distinct hands, neither of which, ac- 
cording to the testimony of Mr. Whiteley, an expert in the Treasury 
Department, penned the message signed “A. P. Robinson.” Who 
the person was who was most interested in this remarkable corre- 
spondence, who was the one, and the only one, immediately and vitally 
interested in it, and who was the moving spirit, the commander-in- 
chief of this troop of active and enterprising telegraphic correspond- 
ents, all animatec ay pene the same motive and desiring to attain 
precisely the same object, I imagine it will be difficult for no fair and 
unprejudiced mind to infer. 

But let us return to Mr. Robinson’s dispatch. He says, “telegraph 
Scott, Philadelphia, (as you truthfully can,) the strongest indorsement of 
his statements.” Why so solicitous, Mr. Robinson? Why so anx- 
ious? Why so superlative? Would not a mere modest indorsement 
suffice? Why should you ask the “strongest” indorsement of Scott’s 
statements? But, sir, observe the parenthetical expression “as you 
truthfully can.” Pray, Mr. Robinson, how did you know whether 
Caldwell could truthfully indorse Scott’s statements or not? You were 
sworn and examined touching that very point only two days before, 
and what did you say then?” 
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| Your statements, as taken down and printed, are as follows: 


Question. Do you know anything of the ownership, on the part of Mr. Blaine, of 
any bonds of the Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad Company; have you ever 

| heard from anybody of his ownership of any such bonds? : 

Answer. I never have. 3 
Q. You know absolutely nothing of his ownership or possession of any Little 
| Rock and Fort Smith Railroad bonds ? 

A. Absolutely nothing. 

Q. Ei y your own knowledge or by information derived from others ¢ 

A. No, sir. 


There you swear that you knew absolutely nothing, either of your 
own knowledge or from information derived from others, concerning 
| the ownership or possession of any of these bonds by Mr. Blaine, ab- 
solutely nothing! You were as ignorant upon that subject as an oys- 
| ter is of the Darwinian theory of the descent of man, yet you under- 
take to assure Mr. Caldwell that he can truthfully telegraph the strong- 
| est indorsement of Scott’s statements without reservation or excep- 
| tion. How is this sir? 
Had you— 


Unto truth, by telling of it, 
Made such a sinner of your memory 
To credit your own lie 
Or were you a mere Dutch toy that squeaked when your master’s 
| hand touched the spring ? 
| But, sir, it is useless to dwell upon this point. To those who have 
long been familiar with Mr. Blaine’s style of expression, the patern- 
ity of this Robinson dispatch is as plainly indicated on its face as the 
legitimacy of his eldest born. 

Well, sir, it seems that Mr. Caldwell, in pursuance of the request 
conveyed in this telegram, dispatched the following on the 31st of 
May to Colonel Scott, one of the shrewdest and most cautions, clear- 
sighted men in America, and withal, as I am informed, and would 
certainly infer from his testimony, a very warm personal friend of 
Mr. Blaine’s: 

Lonvon, May 31 

Your statement to the congressional committee on the 16th relating to the Fort 


Smith Railway bonds which you purchased of me is perfectly correct. Ican more 
fully substantiate it if necessary. 


And what did he do, sir? Did he unhesitatingly accept this as a 
genuine dispatch from Josiah Caldwell and rush off to some news- 
paper office and blazon it to the world without taking a single step 
to verify its authenticity? Did he ever say a word or do asingle act 
that would give the world the slightest suspicion of the vital fact 
that such a telegram ever had an existence until it was brought out 
by the committee, or did he maliciously and nefariously put it in his 
pocket and say nothing whatever about it? He has been sworn and 
examined upon that point; let him speak for himself. He says: 

So strange did it seem that before I sent my reply to Caldwell I sent one of my 
clerks over to the telegraph office to verify that cable from him and see whether it 
was all right. This matter created an impression on my mind that there might be 
something wrong about the whole movement; but the telegraph company assured 
me that it,was all perfectly regular and legal, and that it had boon sent from Lon- 


don a direct message of thirty-four words. There was no question about the gen 
uineness of the cable. 


Is it any more remarkable that I should have suspected the genu- 
ineness of the dispatch received by me and sought to verify its au- 
thenticity before giving it publicity than that Colonel Scott, the 
warm personal friend of Mr. Blaire, should suspect the good faith of 
the one sent to him, or that he should never have breathed a syllable 
of its contents to mortal man until he had verified it? Why, then, 
has he not been gibbeted by the republican press throughout the 
country as a malicious and hell-deserving miscreant for having sup- 
pressed its existence until it was unearthed by the committee in its 
examination of the telegraphic officials ? 

But, sir, it seems that Colonel Scott's suspicions were excited or at 
least heightened by the appearance in his office almost simultaneonsly 
with this telegram of a young man calling himself Reed, who repre- 
sented himself as the former clerk of Caldwell, who was extremely 
solicitous that the committee should have all the light that could pos- 
sibly be procured, and who had prepared for that purpose a dispatch 
which he proposed to telegraph to Caldwell at Scott’s expense, to be 
echoed back to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, to be 
by them accepted with good, easy-minded, unsuspecting credulity, and 
given to the world asevidence of the innocence of Mr. Blaine. Colonel 
Scott, however, declined either to furnish the money or to have any- 
thing to do with the matter whatever, as any honorable man would. 

The exigency was pressing, however, so this enterprising and pub- 
lic-spirited youth determined to send the dispatch at all hazards and 
at his own expense. The committee was suffering for additional evi- 
dence, and the public good demanded it, and what was the paltry sum 
of $57.72 to him in a great popular emergency like that? He accord- 
ingly went over to the telegraph office in Philadelphia, and sent the 
following at three o’clock and fifty-one minutes in the afternoon of 
May 31: 

“To Favo,” which turns out to be the mellifluous pseudonym of 
Mr. Josiah Caldwell. My acquaintance with foreign languages is 
extremely limited, sir, but I am informed that faro is the Italian 
word for “ honey-comb,” and I have no doubt that to many a citizen 
of Maine there appears to be a beautiful and poetic propriety in this 
delicious nom de plume when they think of the thousands of their 
hard-earned dollars which went to line the pockets of the sweet- 
scented Mr. Caldwell through the instrumentality of his enterpris- 
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ing bond-broker, Mr. Blaine. Sweet Favo! Thou gushing recepta- 
cle of the luscious treasures extracted from many a modest flower 
by the disinterested and indefatigable Bee! 

Dispatch received. Cable this immediately to chairman House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, Washington: Have just read Scott's evidence about our bond transaction 
in New York newspapers and can fully corroborate it. I never gave Blaine any 
Little Rock bonds, directly or otherwise. Am now building three European railroads 
and cannot leave without great pecuniary loss or would gladly voluntarily come 
home and so testify. Can make affidavit to this effect and mail it if desired. 

And straightway the echo answered : 

CuainmMan House Jupiciary Commirrer, Washington : 

Have just read in New York papers Scott's evidence about our bond transaction 
and can fully corroborate it. I never gave Blaine any Fort Smith Railroad bonds 
directly or otherwise. J have three foreign railway contracts on my hands which 
makes it impossible for me to leave without great pee uniary loss or would gladly 


voluntarily come home and so testify. Can make aflidavit to this effect and mail it 
if desired. 


JOSIAH CALDWELL. 

How excessively ardent and impatient this enthusiastic young pa- 
triot was, to be sure. There is no time to be lost. The Judiciary 
Committee is after your address. “Cable this immediately.” What 
marvelous powers of clairvoyance he possessed! Asa“ mind-reader” 
the universe never has and never will behold his parallel. Far over 
the wide waste of waters, full three thousand miles away, he knew as 
infallibly what was hidden away in the innermost chambers of Cald- 
well’s intellect as if he had been his animating spirit. He knew to 
an everlasting certainty that he had read the New York papers of the 
16th. He knew that Caldwell could not only corroborate, but “ fully’ 
corroborate every statement Scott had made, tothe very last dot. He 
knew that Caldwell never did in his life, at any time or under any 
circumstances, let Blaine have any Little Rock bonds. He knew that 
Caldwell was building three European railroads and that he would 
suffer great pecuniary loss if he should leave. He knew that the sole 
reason which could by any possibility restrain Caldwell from rushing 
home to give his testimony was the apprehension of that very pecu- 
niary loss. He knew he would come, and come gladly; that he would 
come with his heart bounding and his face radiant with joy; that he 
would come not only gladly but roluntarily, even if the coast were 
lined with bumbailiffs from the Bay of Fundy to Cape Sable and a 
thousand prisons yawned to receive him deeper and darker than the 
gloomy cavernof Avernus. And he knew he would make an affidavit 
to that effect and mail it if necessary. He knew that whatever mess 
of hell-broth he might concoct he simply had to say “gape, sinner, 
and swallow” and Mr. Caldwell would shut his eyes and blindly gulp 
it down. There was one thing, however, which I presume he did not 
know, or if he did he omitted to instruet Mr. Caldwell what to say 
about it. While he knew that Caldwell did not let Blaine have the 
bonds, he did not know whether Blaine let Caldwell have them, and 
whether Caldwell was or was not the intermediary through which 
the bonds passed from Blaine to Scott and the money from Scott to 
Blaine; nor do I know. 

But, sir, it is said that Mr. Caldwell in the exuberance of his phi- 
lanthropy has adopted this dispatch, this illegitimate vagrant, begot- 
ten, conceived, and born on this side of the Atlantic three thousand 
miles away from its generous benefactor. Certainly he has. Nobody 
denies that. And, sir, in my opinion he would just as readily adopt 
a telegram requesting him to state that to his personal knowledge Mr. 
Blaine stood by and gave directions while the Creator wheeled the 
dirt out of which the world was made, and “ make affidavit to that 
effect and mail it if required” besides. But that is not the point. 
The question is, Who was the father of that bastard foundling ? Was 
it Reed? Or did he only carry the basket and lay it at Caldwell’s 
door and ring the bell, and ask the benevolent soul to take the little 
stranger in? Who is Reed anyhow that he should take such a lively 
interest in this matter? Where does he reside? Has he really “a 
local habitation and a name?” If he has a name he was careful not 
to subscribe it to this dispatch. And moreover, Mr. Heber Robinson, 
the telegraphic manager at Philadelphia, swears that when he deliv- 
ered the dispatch for transmission he not only refused to disclose his 
name but the place of his residence also. It would seem from Scott’s 
testimony that he was extremely anxious that the committee should 
have all the evidence possible; yet there has been a subpeena for him 
in the hands of the Sergeant-ot-Arms from the 26th day of last May 
requiring his attendance before that same committee, and the cities 
of New York and Philadelphia, and I believe some others, have been 
searched time after time by the officers of this House in the diligent, 
vain endeavor to find him. If his attendance could have been pro- 
cured however, I have no doubt he would have sworn that the tele- 
gram sent by him to Caldwell was the emanation of his own unas- 
sisted intellect, neither suggested nor procured by another. He was 
no doubt employed with special reference to his ability as well as his 
willingness to swear to that or anything else that might be necessary 
in an emergency. But, sir, were he to swear it until his head became 
as white as the eternal snow that crowns the summit of Mont Blanc, 
there is not an unprejudiced mind on the continent that would be- 
lieve him for a single moment in the light of all the facts and cireum- 
stances I have stated. 

Sir, if Mr. Reed was acting simply and solely upon his own sug- 
gestion, if there was no one behind him for whom he was acting the 
part of the pliant tool or the hired emissary, why the necessity of so 
much mystery? Why did he so persistently refuse to disclose his 





name to Mr. Heber Robinson, the manager of the telegraph office in 
Philadelphia, from which he sent his dispatch? Why did he conces| 
his place of residence when Mr. Robinson’s clerk desired to know jt ? 
If this was a perfectly straight, fair, and honorable transaction surely 
no gentleman need to be ashamed of his participation in it. Why 
then all this mystery? If Mr. Caldwell knew nothing damaging to 
Mr. Blaine why the necessity of urging him through the media of costly 
telegraphic dispatches “to cable nobody but Scott” and not to sutter 
himself to be interviewed by newspaper men or others? If there 
was no conspiracy in the matter, directed by one interested and sn- 
perintending genius, how did it happen that so many persons, some 
in Washington, some in Philadelphia, and others in New York, should 
be animated by the identical, same motive, at precisely the same time, 
and at that particular time of all others, to effect the very same ob- 


| ject; and that, too, an object in which neither of them could have 


had as much interest personally as they would in a diamond mine in 
the crater of some extinct volcano in the moon? 

But, sir, it is unnecessary for me to dwell further upon the facts I 
have arrayed here. To do so it occurs to me would seem like a pre- 
meditated insult to the intelligence of this House. They need no 
comment. They speak for themselves. They show to the exclusion 
of a reasonable doubt precisely what I suspected the moment I read 
the dispatch purporting to have come from Caldwell, that it was con- 
cocted in this country, telegraphed to London, and echoed back in 
order that the Judiciary Committee might be made the unwitting in- 
strument through which a frand might be perpetrated upon the 
House and the country, and that the whole scheme originated in the 
fertile brain of Mr. James G. Blaine. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know when I have been more 
pained than I have been to-day, when my feelings have been so 
wounded or when in my life I have so suddenly lost a confidence which 
had slowly but surely been builded up. 

An attempt by me to review the testimony taken under the Tar- 
box resolution is entirely unnecessary now. The attempt to review 
it and to pronounce judgment by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
KNoTT] when the Committee on the Judiciary have postponed the 
further consideration of the case until next December, was without 
the slightest justification in honor or in parliamentary law. I will 
simply say, in regard to that testimony, that when if is reported to 
this House it will convince beyond any question or doubt every hon- 
est, sincere seeker after the truth that Hon. James G. Blaine never 
had aught to do with the $70,000 of Little Rock and Fort Smith 
bonds that were purchased of Mr. Caldwell and sold to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company. 

And turther, I dare assert that no member of the subcommittee of 
the judiciary who has listened to that testimony has remaining in 
his mind to-day a single suspicion that Hon Mr. Blaine ever had 
aught to do with the bonds which the House ordered the committee 
to investigate. None but a mind filled with jealousy, filled with 
malice, filled with wicked purpose, would dare pronounce judgment 
against a peer of his on the oor of this House on any such testi- 
mony as that. 

And, sir, I do not propose to review the testimony in regard to the 
Caldwell dispatch. That testimony was taken by the Committee on 
the Judiciary in their committee-room, to be passed upon by the Ju- 
diciary Committee as such, and then, by them, if they desired to do 
it, to be reported to this House; and there is no justification for the 
chairman of that committee to rise here as chairman or as a mem- 
ber of that committee and report to this House that testimony and 
his conclusions thereon. 

The committee has reported this morning and their report has been 
read to the House. I submit that on the testimony in that case, 
when the whole of it shall have been printed and brought before the 
House, it will be found that it fails to show in any way whatsoever 
that Mr. Blaine inspired or sent or sought or asked that any dis- 
patches should besent to Mr. Caldwell; and I now say to the chairman 
of the committee what I have said to him again and again, that 
neither Mr. Blaine nor I had the slightest interest in the matter; 
that I would not appear as counsel, nor would Mr. Blaine appear as 
a party in that investigation, and that he might pursue it to the very 
bitter end, and at that end he would not find Hon. James G. Blaine. 

And I say that no mind that was not made reckless by bitterness, 
by malice, by wicked purpose, would ever dare assert in this House, 
before the completion of the testimony and its printing for the use of 
the House, that Hon. Mr. Blaine “ instigated,” “ stood over,” helped 
on Mr. Reed, the clerk of Mr. Caldwell, in the sending to his employer 
in London the dispatch which has been read by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Now in the progress of this investigation, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky says, he was directed by the Judiciary Committee to tele- 
graph to Caldwell. Every man around here—Mr. Sickles, who was 
with the chairman of the Judiciary Committee every day, Mr. Rob- 
inson, who was here—a half adozen gentlemen found ways and means 
to communicate with Mr. Caldwell forthwith. The gentleman from 
Kentucky, whose duty it was to communicate with him, failed utterly 
and entirely to do so until days after the instructions were given and 
after he received a telegram from Mr. Caldwell. Why? 

Again, when Mr. Blaine was preparing his defense he learns that 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, a colleague of his in the 
Fortieth Congress, I believe, a colleague of his in the Forty-fourth 
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Congress, had received a telegram from Josiah Caldwell in Loudon 
completely exonerating him, Mr. Blaine, from even a suspicion of con- 
nection with the bonds sold by Caldwell to Mr. Scott and by Mr. 
Scott to the Pacific Railroad Company. Reporter after reporter was 
sent to the gentleman from Kentucky after June 1, when he had re- 
ceived the dispatch, to inquire of him whether or not he had received 
any such telegram. 
pression that Mr. Knott had not heard anything from Mr. Caldwell 
in London. 

Finally, on the morning before Mr. Blaine made his explanation in 
this House he learned conclusively that Mr. Knorr had received the 
dispatch on the Ist of June; that he had kept it in his pocket up to 
that day at any rate without showing it, so far as he could learn, to 
any member of the Judiciary Committee and certainly not to Mr. 


Blaine’s friend on that committee, Mr. Frye, who was also on terms of | 


friendship with the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Now I submit, and I say it boldly, that on that statement alone my 
colleague, Mr. Blaine, was justified beyond any question in the charge 
he made upon the gentleman from Kentucky on that memorable Mon- 
day on the floor of the House. The gentleman may say, ‘You have 
signed the report or agreed to the report exculpating me.” I am 
sorry to say that I did. 

Mr. KNOTT. You can take your name off the report, so far as I 
am concerned, if you desire to do so. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam obliged to the gentleman ; I will do so with the 
greatest pleasure. 

Now as to this report: After that attack was made upon the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky he did not feel so brilliant as he evidently 
does to-day. While Mr. Blaine was on the floor of the House the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky did not undertake to make any attack upon 
him; but he did when Mr. Blaine charged him with the suppression, 
make a feeble and unworthy defense. While I was acting as a mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee, and not as counsel for Mr. Blaine, 
gentlemen who were friends of the gentleman from Kentucky were 
asking at my hands that I should agree to a report which should ex- 
culpate that gentleman. His friends were saying to me, “ He desires 
exculpation because he has received unfriendly looks and unfriendly 
criticisms from his own side of the House.” And when the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. HuRD] drew this carefully worded report and 
in his room submitted it to me for inspection, I saw that it was drawn 
‘with a care which is seldom bestowed upon an ordinary report. I 
saw that it treated the matter as a legal proposition entirely. ‘The 
first proposition discussed was whether or not the Caldwell telegram 
was evidence. Now there is no lawyer in Christendom who would 
not stultify himself by undertaking to declare that that Caldwell 
telegram was evidence. When that was submitted to me as a law- 
yer as the report of the committee, what was there for me to do ex- 
cept to say, “Not guilty, if you put it upon legal technicalities.” 
The second proposition of the gentleman from Ohio was that not 
being evidence, it follows logically that the dispatch could not be a 
suppressed instrument of evidence. Any lawyer in Christendom 
would stultify himself if he should vote “no” on that proposition ; 
and I was not prepared to vote “no.” 

Then he carefully takes a step further and says that legally this 
telegram was a matter for the chairman of the committee; that he 
was not instructed to report it to any committee ; that it was a mat- 
ter in his own discretion. The only thing in which I did wrong was 
in concurring in the statement of that report that he exercised this 
discretion in good faith, Why doI say that? I started out by say- 
ing that I was pained beyond words to express with a loss of conti- 
dence to-day in a gentleman in whom that confidence has been grow- 
ing slowly but surely during this whole session of Congress. I have 
boarded with the gentleinan from Kentucky, he and I have sat at the 
same table, and lived on terms of intimacy which up to this time 
nothing has disturbed. I have admired him socially; I have admired 
him intellectually. In private life, his powers of mind naturally 
brilliant, thoroughly cultivated, have made him to me a delightful 
companion. I have learned to love the gentleman from Kentucky as 
I seldom learn to love men. Impelled by that love, I dared to take 
the ground in the committee, and I dared to take the ground at home 
in Maine, in spite of sharp criticisms, that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky had not malice in his heart when he suppressed that telegram. 
I dared to take the ground that living down in Kentucky in an agri- 
cultural district, remote from any knowledge of cable telegrams, he 
was excusable for his ignorance in not knowing when he received that 
telegram that he could have learned in five minutes’ time whether Cald- 
well had sent it from London and where Caldwell was in that city; that 
he was excusable for his ignorance of the fact that he could have tele- 
oer for Caldwell’s affidavit in five minutes and in an hour’s time 
could have received an affidavit which would have exculpated my 
colleague, Mr. Blaine, from even a suspicion in this matter. I say 
that with the affection I had learned to have for the gentleman and 
with the knowledge which I had gained in respect to him and the 
circumstances surrounding him, I did honestly, happily, gladly ex- 
ommnete him and did say that he kept back that telegram in good 
aith. 

But, sir, the exhibition of malice that the gentleman from Kentucky 
has dared to make on the floor of this House to-day in the absence of 
the gentleman from Maine satisfies me that I had not sounded the 
deep recesses of his heart. A gentleman who will stand here in his 
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place when he knows as he knows himself that God struck down Mr. 
Blaine and that for two days and a half he never uttered one word, 
never recognized wife or children, that for two days and a half his 
eyes were not closed—a gentleman, I say, who knowing this dares to 
stand on the floor of this House, in the presence of its members, in 
the absence of Mr. Blaine, and insianate that that was all a part of 
the play in which he was a great and leading character, and that he 
plays his part admirably—shows a malice filling his whole heart 
driving out discretion, driving ont justice, driving out affection, 
driving out all that is good and pure and holy, and filling it entirely 
with its own devilish and wicked form. If that feeling is there to- 
day in full growth, in vigorous life, then it was there when the tele- 
gram from Caldwell was originally received ; and if it was there then, 
I say for the republican members of this House that they will be 


justified in voting to a man that this report from the Judiciary Com- 


mittee is not a fair, a just, a righteous report, and that it onght to be 
recommitted. 

I yield to my colleague, [Mr. HALE. ] 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me one min- 
ute? 

Mr. HALE. For what purpose? 

Mr. HUNTON. There was a remark which fell from the gentle- 
man from Maine who has just addressed the House that I should 
probably say something in response to. He stated, in the course of 
his remarks, that he dare assert that there was not one member of 
that subcommittee who had a lingering suspicion that Mr. Blaine 
had anything to do with those Little Rock and Fort Smith bonds. I 
believe I repeat you correctly ? 

Mr. FRYE. Did I not say any gentleman with an honest, unpreju- 
diced mind? (Laughter and applause on the republican side.) 

Mr. HUNTON. Does the gentleman mean to say that I am not of 
that list? Answer. 

Several MEMBERS. Make him answer. 

Mr. FRYE. You must draw your own inference. 

Mr. HUNTON. If he does, I pronounce—— 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. HUNTON. 


Let him answer. 
What does the gentleman from Maine say? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let him answer. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire an answer from the gentleman from Maine. 
Does he mean to say I am not honest ? 

Mr. FRYE. You heard the remark I made. 
draw the inference—— 

Mr. HUNTON. Do you intend that inference to be drawn? 

Mr. FRYE. I intended—— 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER in the chair.) The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts rises to a point of order, and will state it. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that it is not in order far 
one member of the House to ask another member whether he is or is 
not honest, areply to which in the negative would clearly be unpar- 
liamentary. 

Several MEMBERS. Let him answer the question categorically. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask the gentleman from Maine to answer me cat- 
egorically if he meant by that remark any personal 

Mr. FRYE. The one hour which was given to this side is being 
Senne by the gentleman from Virginia, who has no right to the 
floor. 

Mr. HUNTON. I trust this time will not be taken from the other 
side. I desire to call the attention again of the gentleman from Maine 
to the fact that before I had answered him, before I had completed 
my sentence, he interposed a remark here from which an improper 
inference in regard to my character might be drawn. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the gentleman desire me to say ? 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to ask you categorically whether you 
meant to reflect upon my character in that remark ? 

Mr. FRYE. I meant to say, sir, that, in my honest opinion, from 
the commencement of that investigation of Mr. Blaine down to Mr. 
Blaine’s attack upon you there was perhaps no more than the ordi- 
nary prejudice in your mind resulting from the attack which Mr. 
Blaine had made on the floor of this House against the democratic 
side. I meant to say further that after Mr. Blaine made the attack 
in this House on a Monday, and after Mr. Blaine read the letter of Rob- 
inson in which he said that he had been called by you into your room 
and had been questioned for a long time to find out what he knew 
and your reply to the gentleman from Maine, I do not believe from 
that time to this your mind has been without prejudice against my 
colleague. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is all you meant to say, then? 

Mr. FRYE. That is all I meant to say. 

Mr. HUNTON. Very well; then I desire to go on and finish what, 
I rose to state. 

Mr. FRYE. I cannot yield any more time. 

Mr. HUNTON. But I have not made my response to your remark. 

Mr. FRYE. Does it come out of our time? 

Mr. HUNTON. Not at all. 

The gentleman stated he dare assert that there was not a member 
of that subcommittee who had a lingering saspicion in his mind that 
Mr. Blaine had the remotest connection with these Little Rock and 
Fort Smith bonds. 


If you necessarily 
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Mr. FRYE. Which went into the Union Pacific Railroad? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. All I desire to say is this: With that re- 
mark of the gentleman from Maine going to the country, and not 
responded to by me, it would seem to be an indorsement that I had 
come to the conclusion he gave. I desire to say, sir, that I had en- 
deavored from the start to keep my mind clear of conclusions until 
the testimony was allin. That testimony is not allin. The taking 
of it has been interrupted by a motion to postpone it on the part of 
Mr. Blaine, and the testimony not being all in, I for one have not 
come to any conclusion on the subject. 

Mr, FRYE. Let me ask the gentleman, then, if that is se, do you 
justify the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary in bringing 
that matter before this House ? 

Mr. HUNTON. The chairman acts for himself and I for myself. 

Mr. FRYE. Answer me categorically; do you justify the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee ? 

Mr. TUCKER. I call the gentleman from Maine to order. He has 
no right to address my colleague in that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have fair play. 

Mr. FRYE. LInow yield to my colleague, (Mr. HALE. ] 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there left of the hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One-half hour. 

Mr. HALE. There have been during this winter some animosities 
excited and asperities have at times been keen upon this floor. Be- 
tween the two parties represented here combat has been almost inces- 
santly waged. There has grown out of these conflicts more or less of 
personal feeling. My former colleague, Mr. Blaine, wasnotinfrequently 
foremost. He gave and he took hard blows. He never smote in the 
back. His combats were always open and manly and everybody op- 
posed to him knew his ground and had fair opportunity for thrust 
and parry. 

By common consent, Mr. Speaker, all of this strife, insofar as he 
was concerned, it has been agreed shall be considered as a matter of 
the past. The Judiciary Committee has determined, after full delib- 
eration, the gentleman from Kentucky as chairman participating, 
that the subject-matters upon which my colleague was more than once 
impelled upon this floor should be taken from the field of investiga- 
tion and for the time being should cease to be discussed. The com- 
mittee voted unanimously that they should go over until the next 
session of this House in December. I have failed to hear on this side 
of the House or on that side of the House until to-day any murmur 
of dissent from that conclusion of the Law Committee of the House. 
For at the time when it was reached my former colleague lay upon 
his bed of sickness. He had been struck down on that memorable 
Sunday when devoted friends in a city near where the gentleman 
from Kentucky lives were maintaining his cause and presenting him 
for the highest honors of the American Republic. There had super- 
vened a lingering and dangerous illness, from which he has only 
until very lately been hopefully partially relieved. At the time when 
the committee arrived at this conclusion, it was agreed that in con- 
sideration of all the circumstances of the case my colleague should 
have what any person in any court would always have accorded to 
him, an order of continuance. 

The Committee on the Judiciary has also since then agreed to a re- 
port unanimously giving its exoneration to the gentlemen from Ken- 
tucky in relation to the suppression of the Caldwell dispatch; and, 
Mr. Speaker, that report would have passed unchallenged this morn- 
ing but for the remarkable exhibition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. I wish to say here that my colleague from Maine, [Mr. Fryr,] 
a member of the Judiciary Committee, in agreeing to that report, al- 
though he may have been blamed for it by party friends here or 
by friends at home in the State of Maine, did it in full consultation 
with me; and, although Iam not a member of that committee, any 
blame that has been laid at his door, any censure that falls upon him 
here or elsewhere, should equally fall upon me, for I joined with him 
in believing that no injustice would be done to any one by gratifying 
the fervent desire of a gentleman who believed himself aggrieved and 
wanted to be righted. 

I did not think the gentleman from Kentucky free from blame in 
keeping the dispatch, but I was willing to be persuaded that he had 
not been swayed by malicious motives. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has chosen to open the whole matter. it by this opening he 
has gained or any friend of his has gained anything or Mr. Blaine 
has lost anything, I have failed to appreciate the occasion. We have 
had a most remarkable manifestation, such as is not often seen here; 
a manifestation of combined deliberation and passion; the passion 
that does not choose it words, but thrusts them forth recklessly, with- 
out regard to fats and testimony; the deliberation that lies masked 
until a dreaded enemy has disappeared from the field before it steps 
forth for a public expression. We have had the two combined in a 
manner that in my experience has never been presented here before. 
And I doubt not, sir, that I am justified in saying that it will never 
be presented here again. 

Sir, the gentleman from Kentucky is chairman of the Law Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives. To that committee is in 
trusted a legal investigation. Every member of that committee sits 
and acts as a judge in a semi-judicial capacity. The investigation is 
arrested midway. It lies over by the unanimous consent of the com- 
mittee ; and the minds of the judges who are holding this question 
in abeyance should be as free and as clear from prejudice and passion 


as the minds of the judges who sit in our highest courts. But the 
gentleman from Kentucky, the chairman of this legal committee, 
with this investigation pending and a final report put off, dares to 
come into this House and not only to discuss the matter covered in 
this report, and I believe he did it without any knowledge on the 
part of the gentleman presenting it of what he proposed to do; dares 
not only to discuss the report upon which no other member of the 
committee proposed to say a single word, but vehemently and with 
malignity in every breath goes into the whole relations of my former 
—z with the entire investigation. Why, sir, what would be 
thought of a judge who during an adjournment of court should mount 
the stand and in public proceed to argue one side of the case com- 
mitted tohim? Nay, sir; more than this, it is a breach of the good 
faith that was entered into by that committee such as no member on 
this floor has ever been disgraced by participation in or even behold- 
ing. There is nothing in the records of congressional proceedings 
since I have been here that at all compares with the enormity of this 
deliberate breach of faith that had been entered into by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary that this whole affair should be postponed until 
next December. I charge this directly upon the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Whether the gentleman from Kentucky has, in the turbulence of 
his inflamed passion, realized the full position that he occupied here 
in this remarkable speech of his before the members of this House 
and before the country, is not for me to judge. But if anything should 
be depended upon, if anything should be considered sacred in this 
House, it is the conclusion of a committee like the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, that the minds of its members should remain undisturbed by 
warrings and passions, and that an important, perhaps exciting, sub- 
ject-matter pending before them should be laid away in peace only 
to be taken up at a time agreed upon. Mr. Blaine relied upon this; 
my colleague [Mr. FRYE] relied upon it; I relied upon it; the coun- 
try expected it. 

have had heretofore a confidence in the Law Committee such as 
would justify me in feeling that the course invariably pursued in 
such cases would be pursued here; but the gentleman has chosen to 
break through all agreements and to come here and to argue this case. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no man here who has not been pained at the 
exhibition of to-day. The report would have been probably passed 
without question. Now, in what I say here I do not address the re- 
publican members alone but gentlemen upon the other side. This 
report, Mr. Speaker, proceeds largely upon a technical ground, which 
is undoubtedly good law, and no man could express it better than the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HurpD] who presented the report. That 
the bare telegram of Caldwell was not legal testimony, and that 
therefore there was technically no suppression of legal evidence, no- 
body willdeny. My former colleague never claimed that it was legal 
testimony when he made that memorable assault which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky at least has not forgotten. What he claimed 
was that the faith was bad, that there had not been given the same 
publicity to that dispatch that would have been given had its con- 
tents been different and borne hardly upon him instead of wholly 
exonerating him as it did. He believed and he charged that in this 
last case the dispatch would have been heralded upon every flashing 
wire throughout the land to his detriment. He did not claim that 
technically it was a suppression of legal evidence, and so the report 
standing upon legal propositions is justified and is good law. There 
is the further point to which my colleague has so well adverted that 
I need not say more than a word upon it. The report does negative 
the proposition that there was malice in the heart of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I think there is no man here who has listened tothe 
ontpourings of his “limed soul” who does not feel that envenomed 
malice moves him now. No man can doubt it, and, Mr. Speaker, 
this enters into the whole question of that part of the resolution 
which grounds the conduct of the gentleman from Kentucky upon 
good faith and freedom from malicious motives. For, Mr. Speaker, 
the malice that held this House for an hour and a quarter to-day ac- 
tuating and impelling almost every sentence that the gentleman 
uttered was not a malice that has just been born. It has lain im- 
bedded in the gentleman’s heart for weeks and for months. 

It is the malice that “lieth in wait;” it is the “long gallop that 
never tires ;” it shows conclusively that my colleague was wrong and 
that I was wrong in counseling him as I did to join in that report, 
believing that it had been a mistake and an error, but not witha 
malicious purpose. No member here is called upon to vote for this 
resolution if it is pressed, as it should not be. 

And with this I dismiss the gentleman from Kentucky, saying only 
this as I close: This discussion has been opened by the gentleman, 
choosing, as he did, his own time and choosing well ; for I say to you, 
Mr. Speaker, and I say it to him, that had my late colleague sat here 
in his seat as we all remember him, the gentleman from Kentucky 
would no more have made his speech than the mousing owl would 
venture forth when the “eagle is in the sky, towering in his pride 
of place.” [Great applause on the floor and in the galleries.” ] 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. Mc- 
CRaryY. 

ihe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes that there will be no 
demonstrations, either of applause or of dissent, made on the floor of 
the House. Gentlemen certainly understand that it is entirely out of 
order. 
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Mr. McCRARY. I was not present with the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary when the report now under consideration was agreed to, being 
at that time absent from the city; and therefore of course I did not 
agree to it. , 

| regret as much as any gentleman upon this floor can regret that 
the chairman of the committee should have seen fit to take advan- 
tage of this opportunity afforded him by the magnanimity of his col- 
leagues upon the committee to discuss the whole subject of the investi- 
gation which has been for some time pending before us and is yet 
unfinished. The impropriety of such a course is manifest. 

Sir, if there is a tribunal anywhere on the face of the earth that 
ought to proceed with deliberation, that ought to proceed with fair- 
ness, that ought to adhere to those rules of law and of evidence 
which the experience of a thousand years has shown to be necessary 
to the protection of innocence and the punishment of guilt, it is a 
committee of Congress charged, not with settling questions involving 
paltry dollars and cents, but charged with the duty of making an 
investigation which affects the honor, the reputation, the character 
of a fellow-member. And surely, even if other committees might dis- 
regard these great and important principles, the Law Committee of 
this House ought never to lose sight of them. 

I was disposed to agree to the report of the committee, because it 
is founded upon a correct principle of law, but I was not prepared to 
find that in the midst of this investigation the merits of it would be 
brought before the House and the whole case from beginning to end 
be discussed here by one of the judges who is finally to decide it. 

Holding the views I do touching the duty of each member of a 
committee charged with an inquiry involving personal character, I 
much regret that what has fallen from the lips of the chairman of 
the committee seems to require a statement in reply concerning the 
merits of this unfinished investigation. I should have preferred to 
remain silent for the present, as I think becomes every gentleman on 
the committee. But the chairman of the committee Eee chosen to 
express an opinion at this time, and as I cannot by my silence accept 
his conclusions I have no alternative but to state my own. 

I have no time now to review the evidence; I have no heart to 
do it. But this much I desire to say; that after the first day of the 
investigation, when three witnesses testified to their absolute and 
personal knowledge concerning the facts that the committee were 
charged to ascertain, there has really been nothing for that committee 
to investigate; nothing for it to do but to report the facts. If I am 
called upon here and now to express an opinion, that is the only 
opinion I can express. 

The committee were charged to inquire how the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company had come into the possession of certain bonds, from 
whom it had obtained them, and for what consideration. On the first 
day of the investigation three witnesses were called, Colonel Thomas 
A. Scott, Mr. Carnagie, and Mr. Morton, a banker in New York, all of 
whom testified to their personal knowledge of the manner in which 
the bonds were obtained. The testimony of these witnesses showed 
conclusively that the Union Pacific Railroad purchased said bonds 
from Colonel Thomas A. Scott, and that Colonel Scott purchased them 
from Mr. Caldwell, and that Mr. Blaine was in no way, shape, or 
manner connected with the transaction, either directly or indirectly. 
Why were not these facts reported ? 

Sir, I cannot but call to mind another investigation by a committee 
of this House, and I cannot but contrast here the course taken by the 
two committees. In one case the gentleman accused was an honored 
Ex-Speaker of this House; in the other, the accused party was the 
Speaker of the House. Both were men of the highest character; one 
was a republican, the other a democrat. When the testimony con- 
cerning the Ex-Speaker was complete and overwhelming in his vindi- 
cation, the Judiciary Committee refused to report and continued the 
investigation, sending out for further testimony and seeking to find 
somebody who perchance might contradict some one of those wit- 
nesses who had testified in his vindication. Month after month the 
inquiry went on after, as I have said, three witnesses of the highest: 
character had testified to their personal knowledge that the Ex- 
Speaker had no connection whatever with the transaction in ques- 
tion, and after he on his oath had asserted the same thing. 

How different was the course of the committee in the case of the 
Speaker of the House. When he was accused by the testimony of a 
witness on the stand, how swift was the committee to send for other 
witnesses to impeach his accuser and how prompt was the committee 
to come in with their report vindicating entirely the Speaker from 
these ch And how reedy and generous was every member upon 
this side of the House in joining with one voice, without dissent, in 
vindicating him against what we all believed to be a false charge. 
Fully believing as I do in the entire innocence of the Speaker, truth 
compels me to say that his vindication was not so complete, was not 
so thorough, was not so overwhelming as the vindication of James G. 
Blaine by the testimony adduced on the very first day of the investi- 
= concerning him. Is thatfair,is that impartial? Sir, if James 
3. Blaine had been our democratic Speaker instead ot a republican Ex- 
Speaker, how prompt, how complete, how emphatic, and how unani- 
mous would have been his vindication at the hands of this House. 

The report now made to the House is based upon the ground that 
the telegram from Caldwell was not evidence under the law. Ican- 
not but remark another thing, and that is that upon the other side 
of the House there are gentlemen who are exceedingly technical in 
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demanding legal evidence when it is convenient for them and for the 
interest of democracy to be so, but who utterly disregard the rules 
of evidence when a republican is charged and may be smirched by 
admitting that which is not evidence. 

I have here the testimony in an investigation in which a republi- 
can ex-member of this House, a late minister to England, General 
Schenck, was concerned. In hurriedly looking over these pages, I 
have counted some thirty dispatches, some of them cable dispatches, 
not one signed by the party accused, nor by anybody authorized by 
him, no more competent as evidence than the Caldwell dispatch, all 
which are spread upon this record and published abroad as evidence 
in the investigation and for the purpose of smirching him. And you 
must secrete, you must suppress, you must keep out of the record a 
dispatch which exonorates and vindicates a republican member of 
this House, because it is not evidence. 

Sir, I cannot go further into this discussion now. I say, however, 
that if the rule which has been followed when a democrat was to be 
investigated, if the policy which has been pursued when a democrat 
was concerned, had been followed in the case of James G. Blaine, we 
long ago would have had a report exonerating him and vindicating 
his good name. 

Mr. FRYE. 
[Mr. Hoar.] 

Mr. HOAR. Iassented to the report which has been read to the 
House, not on any technical ground, but because I deemed the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Knorr] incapable of the act of suppres- 
sion charged against him. I thought so, because his high position as 
a Representative of the honorable State of Kentucky and as the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this House outweighed any 
suspicions which grew out of the facts which were before the com- 
mittee. I hadnot then heard the speech which the gentleman from 
Kentucky has made this morning. I listened to that speech with 
the profoundest sorrow and shame. If I had heard it before, I should 
not have assented to that report. 

Mr. FRYE. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Law- 
RENCE. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. No member of this House and no member of 
the Judiciary Committee can more sincerely regret the exhibition 
which we have witnessed this daythan I do. Myrelations with allthe 
members of the Judiciary Committee have been of the most pleasant 
character. I have received marks of kindness from the chairman of 
that committee which I shall never forget. It is, therefore, with ex- 


I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


treme reluctance that I rise to say what I conceive my duty requires 
on this occasion, and it is with extreme regret that I find myself 


compelled to believe that the occasion makes it necessary. 

This report which is now submitted to the House was drawn by 
my esteemed colleague from Ohio [Mr. HuRD] and was read to the 
members of the Judiniary Committee. It was arranged that it should 
be again submitted to him and to my colleague on the Judiciary 
Committee from Maine, [Mr. Frye,] that they might revise it and 
make such changes as they deemed proper after the consultations 
which had been had in the committee-room. I shall uot disclose 
anything that occurred in the committee, certainly nothing to which 
any member will object. But I had so much confidence in those gen- 
tlemen, as I yet have, that I did assent that the report which was 
made, and which they were to revise and submitto the House, should 
be submitted to the House as the report of the committee. 

We have heard the report read. It embraces three essential propo- 
sitions: First, that the Caldwell telegram was not strictly legal evi- 
dence ; second, that as a legal proposition it would not be a suppres- 
sion of evidence to withhold from the committee that which in law 
was not evidence; and, as my colleague on the committee has well 
said, no lawyer would refuse assent to these propositions. The third 
point embraced in the report relates to the circumstances or purpose 
of retaining possession of the telegram. 

Iam admonished by a friend who sits near me that the hour on 
which I am speaking has nearly expired, and I find therefore that I 
have not time to finish all that I desired to say. Embarrassed by 
this want of time I can only now say that in view of what has been 
said and of what has occurred I must now insist that this report 
shall be recommitted, that the committee may review it, and I must 
now withhold my assent from the report. 

Mr. FRYE. I now yield the balance of my time—two minutes—to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hurp. ] 

Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, the minority of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, whose representatives have just spoken on this floor, do not more 
regret what has transpired to-day than I do. I had presented to this 
House the report of the Committee on the Judiciary unanimously 
agreed to, as to which I had supposed there would be no discussion nor 
debate. I had given, in conversation, my word of honor to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] that there was to be no discussion of 
the report. I had supposed that all that was intended to be said was 
that which related merely to what involved the chairman of our com- 
mittee, and what was necessary to his individual and personal ex- 
culpation. 

I regret the debate because it has compelled those gentlemen who 
so kindly and generously signed the report and agreed to its being 
brought to the House, to withdraw from it, their approval. I am not 
here to express any opinion as to what has been said by the chairman 
of the committee upon the different propositions he has discussed. I 
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merely regret the fact that the discussion was thought necessary 
when there was presented to the House a report which afforded him 
the most abundant exculpation and which enabled the committee to 
give it with cheerfulness and friendliness. 

I um here still to maintain thatthe report is trne. I maintain that 
the propositions, both of law and of fact, which the report contains 
are abundantly sustained. I maintain, in opposition to what has been 
asserted by the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. FRYE,] that nothing that 
can be said by the chairman of the committee this day should change 
the opinion of the committee as to what the chairman did months 
ago. Iam here to say that there is not the slightest evidence to show 
either a willful purpose to withhold the dispatch or a disposition to 
injure any person who was involved in that investigation. I am there- 
fore prepared to vote in favor of the report as I voted for it when it 
was considered by the committee. But six members of the committee, 
making a majority, have requested of me that the report be recommit- 
ted for further action, and I now desire to make the necessary motion 
which shall enable that proposition to be submitted to the House. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was sec- 
onded and the main question ordered, 

Mr. KNOTT. I would like to say a few words. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
KNOTT] is entitled to five minutes of his time which he did not use. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, ‘one by one the roses fade ;” and simply 
because they have been touched by the wand of truth. Sir, after the 
ship-of-the-line had struck its colors and hauled off, I little expected 
that I would be compelled to continue the conflict with the yawls; it 
nevertheless seems that such is the case. 

As to the speech that I have delivered and which has caused so 
much “pain” to gentlemen on the other side, I have merely to say 
that I would not alter one single word that I uttered. I have neither 
explanation nor apology to make. 

rhe man who supposes that I will sit tamely by and submit toa 
brutal, outrageous, disingenuous, and false assault such as was made 
upon me on this floor, reiterated in ten thousand different shapes and 
through ten thousand channels, and not say a word in my own de- 
fense or vindication, mistakes the man. Abandon me if you will. 
Vote as you please. I stand here upon every utterance that I have 
made and I reiterate it, much as I may regret to lose the friendship 
of the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Frye.] If he can surrender the 
regard which he professes to have entertained for me upon such slight 
pretexts, it certainly was not worth the having. If we must part, all 
that I can say to the gentleman, is— 

Fare thee well! and if forever, 
Still, forever fare thee well. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Now what is the “head and front of my offending ” that the gentle- 
man should be suddenly inspired with such pious indignation? It is 
said that I have prejudged the case under investigation by the commit- 
tee. 1 trust that such imputations were inadvertently made, because 
they are not justified by asyllable I have uttered. I might perhaps, 
if I were not afraid of being accused of having “ plantation manners,” 
say that all such insinuations are absolutely and unqualifiedly false. 
I have only brought to the attention of the House certain facts which 
led to the necessity of dispatching to Caldwell, without expressing 
any opinion at all upon those facts, and without having prejudged 
in the least any matter whatever under investigation. But how do 
these suddenly virtuous gentlemen deport themselves? They are as 
much judges of the subject-matter of the investigation as I am; yet 
they can rise in their seats with impunity and say that Mr. Blaine is 
as immaculate as the driven snow ; that he is purer than 

The icicle 
That's curded by the frost from purest snow, 
And hangs on Dian’s temple. 


But there is no harm in that, there is no prejudging the case in 
that. Ihave not said whether Mr. Blaine is guilty or innocent of the 
charges still before the committee nor intimated an opinion upon the 
question. But upon the subject-matter of this report, upon the au- 
thenticity of this Caldwell telegram, I have asserted and I reiterate 
here—I would reiterate it in the courts of heaven—that I believed it 
originated in the fertile brain and to subserve the purposes of James 
G. Blaine, of Maine. And in that belief I am fully justified by the 
proof. 

It has been said that I would not have dared to make the speech 
I have made to-day had Mr. Blaine been here; that I would “in a 
bondman’s key, with bated breath and whispering humbleness,” have 
spoken very differently. That may perhaps be the opinion of the 
gentleman, and may go for what it is worth. I am not responsible 
for the absence of the late member from Maine. I did not bring 
about his resignation. The floor was free to him, as it is to me; he 
could have remained here had he chosen to do so, but he saw proper 
to withdraw from this arena where he had been assailed by his own 
party friends; and that, too, before he had vindicated his reputation 
for integrity as a man and as a leader of his party, and I was in no 
way responsible for it, and whether he was acting upon the sugges- 
tion of the old English verse that— 

He who fights and runs away 
May live to fight another day; 
But he who is in battle slain 
Will never rise to fight again— 


I do not know nor do I care; but he has gone from our midst, and 
more than that, never to return during the present Congress, and 
that without any procurement of mine 

Now, sir, the whole gist of the pending question is simply as tothe 
authenticity of the Caldwell dispatch and whether or not I acted in 
good faith in my connection in that matter. There is the whole 


thing. These gentlemen have said I was not blameworthy in that 
matter. If they see proper now to recall it so be it, they have my 


consent to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that in making the mo- 
tion to recommit this report to the Committee on the Judiciary I do 
it with the object that the minority of the committee who have ex- 
pressed opinions on the floor hostile to the recommendations of the 
committee may have an opportunity of presenting to the House a mi- 
nority report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question was ordered. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 114— 

Mr. ATKINS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. O, no! 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw it. 

In the negative were 57. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the vote ordering the main question was reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to recommit the report to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HURD. And on that motion I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 131, noes 49. 

So the report was recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HURD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
to carry the mails in their new iron steamships; 

A bill (S. No. 917) to enable O. T. Bussell, of Indianapolis, Indiana, 
to make application to the Commissioner of Patents for extension of 
letters-patent for a combined rubber and spiral steel spring; and 

A bill (S. No. 731) to limit and fix the Signal Service. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. SINGLETON. [rise to a privileged question and submit a re- 
port from a conference committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for tho fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1877, having met, after full and free conference, have been unable to agree. 

OTHO R. SINGLETON, 
WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
JAMES MONROE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
FREDERICK T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 

R. E. WITHERS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, I move the House insist on its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate and ask for further con- 
ference. But before the question is put, my colleague upon the com- 
mitte. [Mr. SPRINGER] wishes to make a few remarks in explanation 
of the position occupied by the committee of conference, and I yield 
the floor to him for that purpose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I would not ask the attention of 
the House at this time in reference to this report were it not for the 
fact that the conferees on the part of the Senate when they submit- 
ted their report on the subject did injustice, I think, to the House con- 
ferees in stating the position we had assumed in reference to this bill. 

It was stated that we had declined a number of propositions in re- 
gard to this bill and had persistently demanded, without giving any 
reason therefor, that there should be a reduction of the salaries of 
consular and diplomatic officers. It is true that the conferees on the 
part of the House did insist there should be a reduction of the sala- 
ries of certain consular and diplomatic officers. We insisted upon 
that, and we thought we gave good reasons to that committee, and 
reasons which ought to be suflicient to the country, for insisting that 
the Senate should consent to reduction of salaries below what is de- 
nominated “the existing law.” 

For instance, the first subject discussed was as to the salaries of 
ministers plenipotentiary to Great Britain, France, Germany, and Rus- 
sia, Which by existing law are $17,500 each per annum, and which by 
tie bill passed by the House are placed at $14,000 each per annum. 
Your conferees thought that salary was sufficient in view of the gen- 
eral reduction of salaries all over the country and the necessity on the 
part of all classes of people to economize in all their expenditures. 
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Other reductions were pointed out which we deemed it necessary to I hope, Mr. Speaker, that another conference committee will be 


make at this time. But the conferees on the part of the Senate in- 
sisted that we must make appropriations that conformed to the law as 
itnow stands, and they would not consent to any reduction of such sal- 


aries. We offered many reasons why they should be reduced below 


existing law, which reasons were quite satisfactory to us, but they 
did not so regard them. 


And I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, that it has been asserted at the other | 


end of the Capitol that the attitude of this House in respect to this 
bill isa threat to the Senate of the United States; that we stand 
here in the attitude of coercing that body into arbitrary and unrea- 
sonable measures. Such is not the case. We only ask that the Senate 
will respond to the reasonable demand of the people of the country 
that there shall be a reduction in all the departments of the Govern- 
ment, in the salaries of high as well as low officials; and we know of 
no place in the public service where the rule of economy can be so 
properly applied as to the salaries of our foreign ministers. I can 
see no reason for paying a foreign minister $17,500 a year for his 
services, and at the same time paying Cabinet officials $3,000 a year 
and members of Congress $4,500 or $5,000 a year. 

Every gentleman who has examined into the question thoroughly 
must know that it costs every member of the Cabinet of the Presi- 
dent of the United States more to live in the city of Washington than 
it costs any foreign minister to live in a becoming manner in any for- 
eign court in the world. We are asked to pay these foreign embas- 
sadors, who have but little to do compared with the onerous duties 
of a member of the Cabinet or a member of Congress—we are asked 
to pay them exorbitant salaries. And when we insist that the Senate 
shall agree to that, we are told that we are standing in an attitude of 
threatening a co-ordinate branch of legislation. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would ask the gentleman if the salary now un- 
der a republican administration is any more exorbitant than under a 
democratic administration when it was inaugurated ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not make any difference so far as the 
fact isconcerned. If salaries were too high then, they should have 
been reduced. If too high now, they should be reduced. I care noth- 
ing for the argumentum ad hominem. I want gentlemen to realize the 
condition in which this country is to-day and the necessity there is on 
the part of every branch of the Government to economize their ex- 
penditures. But the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] will 
tind that the salary of $17,500 a year for foreign ministers was not 
fixed by a democratic administration. In that he is mistaken. And 
I claim that every foreign minister can live in a manner befitting his 
station as a representative of this great Government in any of the 
courts of the world upon $14,000 a year, the amount allowed by the 
House bill. The idea that our foreign ministers must give court balls 
and receptions, must have liveried servants, must drive with gorgeous 
equipages on the boulevards, and ape the prodigality of princes in 
order to be deemed respectable, is the sheerest nonsense imaginable. 
Our embassadors will honor themselves and merit the respect of the 
world by assuming in all foreign courts the same simplicity of man- 
ner which characterizes their countrymen at home. If they do this 
there will be no complaint that the salaries fixed by this House are 
insufficient. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill, fixing the salaries of consular and diplomatic 
representatives of this country was passed by this House with perfect 
unanimity. I believe there were but two votes recorded against it 
upon the call of the yeas and nays. To be accurate, the yeas were 
1%), and the nays were 2. I regret, therefore, to see by the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD that in another place this bill has been denounced as 
“an enormity.” That the action of this House, composed of a body 
of intelligent men as anxious to subserve the public interest as any 
gentlemen can be in the other end of this Capitol, after deliberating 
upon this measure for several weeks, and having passed it with the 
full knowledge of its contents—that that action and that this bill 
should be denounced as “ an enormity ” is something quite unaccount- 
able to me. Sir, I know of no “enormity” that has passed this House 
at this session under the denomination of an appropriation bill. Is it 
“an enormity ” to enact that the consul-general at Cairo shall have 
$3,000 a year instead of $4,000? Fromthecreation of this office down to 
the appointment of the present incumbent it has been disgraced from 
year to year by the venality of those who have filled it. Is it “an 
enormity” to say that the salary of that office shall be reduced a 
thousand dollars a year? There are other “enormities” of that kind 
in this bill; but they are all in the interest of economy; they are all 
in the interest of the tax-payers of this country. And I believe that 
this House in passing this bill has represented the true sentiments of 
the people. 

It has been said that the Senate would agree to another conference 
on this bill in the hope that “a better and truer sentiment” of the 
House of Representatives would be represented upon another con- 
ference committee. I cannot understand why such astatement should 
have been made. I supposed that, in taking the attitude that was 
taken by my colleague [ Mr. SINGLETON] and myself, we were repre- 
senting the House of Representatives on this subject, and, as I be- 
lieve, also the people of this country. And if the Senate expect to 
find in this House of Representatives any other or different sentiment 
with regard to these bills, it has not been developed heretofore. 


| appointed upon this bill, and I hope also that the same sentiment 
that has been represented on previous conference committees will be 
represented again; and that this House, standing upon its right as 
the immediate representative of the people of this country, will from 
week to week and from month to month insist that the Senate of the 
United States must respond to the demand of the people in favor of 
reduction of expenditures in all the departments of the Government. 
The high-toned officials in foreign countries as well as the clerks in 
the various Departments in this city must submit to the inevitable 
demands of publie economy. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. Will my colleague yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman if the 
conferees on the part of the House made the claim that was made by 
him upon the floor of the House, that the Senate had no right either 
to originate appropriation bills or to make amendments? Was that 
one of the points of difference ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We discussed at some length the constitutional 
provisions on this subject. As we were of different political views on 
that committee, and as I thought the gentlemen representing the 
Senate would perhaps prefer republican authority upon that point, I 
took the liberty in that discussion to call the attention of the Sen- 
ators in the conference committee to the view of the late Charles 
Sumner upon this question, in which he took the position now as- 
sumed by the House upon these bills; and also the position taken by 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, when a member of this House, when he stated 
that the people must look to this House and not to the Executive De- 
partments of the Government or the President of the United States 
for reforms which they demanded. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. Then the right to originate and 
amend appropriation bills was one of the points of difference ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMPSON rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts desire 
to discuss this bill ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not the floor to yield. It belongs to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not the previous question been demanded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Mississippi before demand- 
ing the previous question yielded the floor tome. I have been speak- 
ing in his hour, but have said all I desire to say on this question. I 
thought if due to the House and the conferees on the part of the 
House that some explanation should have been made, in view of the 
attitude of the Senate and our failure to come to an agreement upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will lose his right to the floor at the expiration of one hour and 
the Chair is sure that that is not what the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi desires. Does the gentleman from Mississippi demand the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do, sir; it will not cut off debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will cut it off at the expiration of 
one hour. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. What does the gentleman call the pre- 
vious question on? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to insist and ask a fur- 
ther conference. 

Mr. BLAND. I give notice now that I shall call for the regular 
order as soon as the hour expires. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri can call 
the regular order when it is not excluded by a privileged question. 
The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mississippi that it seems 
evident that three or four gentlemen desire to make remarks upon 
this subject and that it is evident from what the Chair knows that 
it is the desire of the gentleman himself to close debate. By the 
consent of the gentleman from Mississippi the Chair will therefore 
recognize other gentlemen until such time as the gentleman from 
Mississippi desires to call the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. It must be within the hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the previous question will be called at once 
on this report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Mississippi 
yields the floor without calling the previous question, debate may 
run on interminably. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I understand it the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi who called up this report was entitled to one hour before his 
right to call the previous question expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will readily understand that if the gentleman from Mississippi oceu- 
pies the hour or controls it, whether he occupies it himself or gives 
it to others, he loses his right to the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. He has not yet occupied it, and he wants to call 
the previous question now, and I hope he will be allowed to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only desire of the Chair is to pro- 
mote the business of the House; he has no personal feeling in the 
matter. 
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Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. The gentleman would be entitled to 
one bour after he calls the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose after the previous question is seconded 
to raise a point of order upon that question. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. SINGLETON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now raise a question of order, and it is that un- 
der the rules a member is only entitled to one hour after the previous 
question is seconded when he reports a bill from a standing or select 
committee of the House. I believe that that rule does not apply to 
reports from committees of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is not this a report from a committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a report from a committee, but the rule relates 
only to reports from standing or special committees, and docs not ap- 
ply to reports from conference committees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana certainly 
does not dispute that the gentleman from Mississippi is entitled to an 
hour after the previous question shall be seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think he is not under the rules entitled to the 
hour. I may be mistaken as to the rule but that is my understand- 
ing of it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I rise toa point of order. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has just told us that he was talking 
in the hour of the gentleman from Mississippi. Now, that being the 
case, the gentleman from Mississippi after doman?::, the previous 
question in his first hour has only a right to occupy the remainder 
of that hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That isso. That is what the Chair 
has ruled. The gentleman from Mississippi has occupied a portion 
of his hour in advance and during that hour has called the previous 
question, and he is only entitled to the remaining portion of the hour. 
But at the same the Chair overrules the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. oes 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not the rule before me, but perhaps the 
Clerk can turn to it. I do not think it relates to reports of commit- 
tees of conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be glad to have the 
gentleman from Indiana examine the rule, but for the present he 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mon- 
ROE } for ten minutes. 

Mr. MONROE. Am I entitled to tho floor or is the question of or- 
der still under discussion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided the question 
of order and the gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MONROE. I do not desire, sir, to occupy any length of time in 
the discussion of this question of the disagreements of the commit- 
tees of conference to the various questions in issue between the 
House and the Senate in connection with the several appropriation 
bills. Those questions have been so much discussed on this floor and 
at the other end of the Capitol, and so thoroughly reported and dis- 
cussed in the newspapers, the House would perhaps weary if an at- 
tempt were made to extend this discussion to much length, and I have 
no desire to do so. But as a member of the committee of conference 
I should hardly do justice to myself if I did not say a word in regard 
to this case. 

The great causes of disagreement have been substantially stated 
by gentlemen who have already occupied the floor, but I ought per- 
haps to add in justice to the Senate committee that there was one 
cause for disagreement which frequently came up in which offers were 
made on both sides but on which there seemed to be no possibility of 
agreement on the part of the committee of conference. 

The committee on the part of the Senate offered to accept and pass 
this House bill, or any House bill, reducing appropriations for our 
ministers and consuls abroad just as much as the House should think 
proper. They offered to receive and pass such a bill, and let it be- 
come alaw, on condition that the House bfil should contain nothing 
which amounted to a repeal of existing legislation upon the subject. 
But the Senate committee, on behalf of the Senate, declined to pass 
favorably on any appropriation bill on this subject which mesid re- 
peal existing law. They offered to pass any bill making just such 
appropriations as the House should think proper, provided there was 
no such repealing clause in it. 

On the other hand, the House committee insisted that the appro- 
priation bill should contain some clause repealing existing law, such 
a clause as this, for instance: That the appropriations herein made 
shail be held to be payment in fall for the salaries of these officers 
for the current fiscal year. Here was an issue between the two com- 
mittees which could not be reconciled ; and it was on this point sub- 
stantially that we despaired vf coming to an agreement. 

Now, without discussing the propricty of the positions thus taken, 
I desire to say for myself, simply that I may be properly understood, 
that my difficulty may be regarded as even deeper, if possible, than 
that which the Senate committce expressed. One might say it lies a 
little further back, although perhaps it amounts to the same thing. 
The difficulty which I have always felt, as I had occasion to express 
to the House early in this session, is this: that having resided some 
time abroad, having some knowledge of the manner in which our 
consuls and ministers abroad are paid, having known something of 
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the expense of living abroad, and in many cases of the difficulty of 
making the ends meet—having had some knowledge, I say, and ex- 
perience of this kind, I cannot honestly take the ground that the 
salaries of our consuls and ministers abroad will fairly admit of much 
reduction. That is my difficulty. 

My opinion is that, as a general thing, we have cut them down 
about as low as they ought to be; and I cannot help thinking that 
they are about as low as the people of the United States would wish 
them to be. That is the question at issue between the House and the 
Senate. For myself, I do not think that we, as well-wishers of the 
country, as careful of its credit abroad as those who desire that the 
business of the country abroad should be creditably, efficiently, and 
honestly done—I do not think that as persons having this feeling we 
should vote for much reduction of their salaries. 

I do not say that there may not be individual cases, that there may 
be a minister here and there who has more than is necessary; and 
perhaps a more careful scrutiny into cases of this kind would be de- 
sirable. There may be a consul here and there, a case now and then, 
where too much is paid; there may be such cases. But I venture to 
say that they are few. My opinion is, that if we should go into a 
very careful examination of the salaries paid in all these cases, and 
should hear evidence in regard to them, we should perhaps as often 
find that it would be necessary to raise the salary of a consul or min- 
ister as it would be to refuse it. Icould perhaps name one or two 
places abroad where too much is paid, but as a general rule I would 
say that our representatives abroad in both of these great depart- 
ments receive no more than is necessary for them to live upon fairly 
and decently, and I do not believe the American people desire to re- 
duce them below that. 

As a general thing, then, admitting that there may be exceptional 
cases where I would vote for a reduction, as a general rule I am op- 
posed to the reduction of the salary of consuls and ministers abroad 
belovy the point at which the law now fixes them. And, further, I 
am opposed to a reduction of the number of our consuls abroad. I 
am opposed to abolishing any of our consulates except in two or three 
exceptional cases that might be named. As a general thing I am op- 
posed to reducipg the number of our ministers abroad. I do not think 
our foreign representation is any stronger, any more numerous, or 
more efficient than it ought to be. Having that feeling, of course I 
could not agree on this question with my colleagues on the conference 
committee on the part of the House. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLE- 
TON] yield to me for five minutes, in order that I may submit some 
statistics for the use of the next conference committee ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will after a little while. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. LANDERS] has asked me to yield to him for a few 
minutes. : 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table and have referred Senate bill No. 917. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the bill? 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. It is a bill for the renewal of a patent, 
and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Patents? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Who objects? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER in the chair.) Objec- 
tions were heard by the Chair from several members. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that members understood it was merely 
for reference. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I merely ask that the bill be referred. 

Many members objected. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. 
KAsson. ] 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise mainly to place upon record cer- 
tain statistical information which I think will be of use to gentlemen 
who may not have obtained it from the Departments and who may 
require it in the succeeding conference. We have two branches of 
our foreign service: the consular and the diplomatic. The consular 
service is not paid out of the ordinary funds of the Treasury. It is 
paid by fees collected upon foreign mercantile transactions, and 
should be expended for the benefit of the commerce of the country. 
The first statement I submit is a comparison of the appropriations 
for consular salaries from the year 1856 to 1875, showing also how 
the revenue from fees has grown with the increase of the consular 
service ; the fees, however, in the larger ratio. In 1856 the salaries 
amounted to $230,000 in round numbers, with no report of fees. The 
next year the salaries amounted to $273,750 and the fees to $110,502. 
From that small beginning the consular service appropriation rose 
in 1872 to $477,000 as the highest figure, while the fees have increased 
to over $700,000. [See table foot of next page. 

This statement is important as showing that the facilities we afford 
to commerce by consular appointments are actually increasing the 
revenue to the Treasury; and the effort to abolish those consular ap- 
pointments where the fees are sinall is like a telegraph company 
abolishing every office on its line that does not pay the expenses of 
its maintenance. 

Last year we reduced the payments from the figures of 1872 $333,000, 
while the fees are about $700,000. Hence I maintain that the de- 
struction of the consular service proposed in this bill is adestruction 
pro tanto of the commercial interests of the country. I desire that 
the next committee of conference may bear in mind that the consulat 
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service is one which merchants pay for and that they have a right to 
demand its vigorous support, while they also pay in part for the dip- 
lomatic service. 

Isubmit also the following statement of contingent expenses show- 
ing a yearly average from 1269 to 1873 of $109,759, about the same 
they were prior to 1860, in Buchanan’s administration : 


Expenses foreign intercourse, 1853 to 1873. 


On the 30th of June, 1853, there were unexpended balances carried to the appro- 
priations for the year ending 1854, as follows: 
Contingent expenses of missions 
Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse 

$57, 297 92 

Amount of appropriations for four years, (1853 to 1857) 429, 263 78 
546, 561 70 
Unexpended balances on June 30, 1857: 

Contingent expenses of missions 


$82, 319 00 
Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse ‘ 


25, 000 00 

107, 319 00 
Expended during four years, (1853 to 1857) 439, 242 70 
Average per year during Pierce's administration, (1853 to 1857) 
Unexpended balance on June 30, 1857, (as above) ..........-.-.------- ~ 107, 319 00 
Amount of appropriations for four years, (1857 to 1861) 415, 000 00 


year our appropriations for same objects were only $343,500, being 
less than in Buchanan’s period ; thus correcting the errors which have 
appeared in statements by gentlemen touching the increased expenses 


| of the service under republican administrations. 


109, 810 67 


522, 319 00 


Unexpended balances June 30, 1861: 
Contingent expenses of missions 
Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse 


40, 971 19 


Expended during years 1857 to 1861 
Average per year during Buchanan's administration, (1857 to 1861).... 120,336 95 


Unexpended balance on June 30, 1861, (as above) 


Amonant of appropriation for four years, (1861 to 1865) 510, 000 00 


Unexpended balances on June 30, 1865: 
Contingent expenses of missions 
Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse 


Expended during the years 1861 to 1865 £29,135 0 
Average per year during Lincoln's administration, (1861 to 1865) no 


Unexpended balance on June 20, 1865, (as above) 
Amount appropriated for four years, (1865 to 1869) 


21, 836 18 
620, 000 00 


701, 836 18 
Unexpended balance June 30, 1869 : 


Contingent expenses of missions 
Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse 
138, 909 39 


Expended during the years 1865 to 1869 562, 926 79 
Average per year during Johnson’s administration, (1865 to 1869) ...... 140, 731 69 


Unexpended balance on June 30, 1869, (as above) 

Amount of appropriations for four years, (1869 to 1873) 
538, 926 39 
101, 886 75 


Unexpended balance remaining in Treasury June 30, 1873 


421, 347 81 | 
~~ 40,971 19 | 


550, 971 19 | 


138, 926 39 | 
400, 000 00 | 


Diplomatic salaries in 1860 and now : 


In 1860 the appropriations for salaries of ministers was 


: : $296, 500 
Salaries of secretaries of legations 


51, 000 
Tota 
In 1874 and 1875: 


Salaries of ministers 


i ‘ atte ene n ence ene en ennes eeeeeseeeneseseeeeees 310, 500 
Salaries of secretaries of legation 


This amount the House bill proposes to cut down to $235,000. 
Expenses diplomatic intercourse—Contingent expenses : 


| Average per year, President Pierce, 1853 to 1857 


Average per year, President Buchanan, 1857 to 1861 

Average per year, President Lincoln, 1861 to 1865 

Average per year, President Johuson, 1865 to 1869. . ; 

Average per year, President Grant, 1869 to 1873 109, 759 91 
Mr. SINGLETON. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 

Massachusetts, [Mr. THOMPSON. ] 


{Mr. THOMPSON addressed the House, His speech is published else- 
where in this issue of the RECORD. ] 


During the delivery of Mr. THoMPpson’s remarks the following pro- 
ceedings took place: 

Mr. SINGLETON. Icannot yield tothe gentleman further. There 
are other gentlemen who desire to be heard. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I seldom trespass upon the attention of the 
House, and I hope I may be allowed to conclude my remarks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] that he has but eight minutes of 
his hour left. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I yield half of that time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [Mr. 
THOMPSON] may be permitted to finish his remarks, and that the 
time thus occupied shall not be taken from the time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. BLAND. I cannot agree to that. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I move that the gentleman have leave to print 
the remainder of his remarks. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not want to trespass upon the time of the 


| House; but this is a subject of great importance. 


Mr. RANDALL. I appeal to the House to allow the gentleman 
from Massachusetts additional time which shall not come out of the 
time of any one else. 

Mr. BLAND. I gave notice some time ago that I would not yield 
my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the objection of 
the gentleman from Missouri,{ Mr. BLAND.] How much time did the 


| gentleman from Mississippi allot to the gentleman from Massachu- 


437, 039 64 | 


Average per year during Grant’s administration, (1869 to 1873) 
The expenditure has not materially changed since 1873. 


_ Lalso submit a statement of diplomatic salaries in the aggregate, 
including both secretaries of legation and ministers, showing that the 
amount appropriated in 1860 for this purpose was $347,500, while last 


109, 759 91 


Comparison of amounts appropriated for consular salaries with the amounts 
of fees collected and returned to the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury for 
the fiscal years named. 


c toot Fees re- 
Appropriations. Salaries. | ‘turned. 


August 1, 1856 
February 7, 1857 
July 5, 1858 .... 
March 3, 1859 . 
May 26, 1860 
February 28, 1861 
February 4, 1862 ..... abentbnannk wane ..| 351,550 00 
February 4, 1863 | #416, 354 34 
June 20, 1864 +477, 500 00 
January 24, 1865 1450, 000 00 
July 25, 1866 ...| $425, 000 00 
February 28, 1867 ... a +431, 500 00 
March 30, a +400, 000 00 
, 16 $400,000 00 | 534, 
July 11, 1870 1376, 663 00 | 632,258 : 
February 21, 1871 #391, 200 00 | 706,907 95 
May 22, 1872 $416,000 00 | 746,504 30 
February 22, 1873 1409, 000 00 | 715, 202 94 
June 11, 1874 ; | 364,500 00 | 697,988 49 
333, 200 00 | 1700, 000 00 


262, 750 00 
*329, 261 97 








* This includes a deficiency of $54,571.97. 
t This includes loss by exchange, estimated at $45,000 to $48,000, The House bill 


Proposes to reduce the appropriation for consular salaries to $294,900. 
; mated. 


setts? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ten minutes havo expired. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Some time ago. I dislike very much to inter- 
rupt the gentleman; but there are others who desire to be heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. I renew the request that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts may have the additional time he desires without taking 
it from the time of any other member. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to that proposition? 

Mr. BLAND. Lobject. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I ask unanimous consent to have my re- 
marks printed in their complete form. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there are but two material points 


| in the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Tuaomp- 


SON] to which I desire to refer in reply. The first point is as toa 
seeming charge that this House has neglected its duty in respect to 
this bill. The bill was passed by this House as long ago as the 11th 
of February; and I submit therefore that no blame whatever at- 
taches to this House in that respect. 

The next point in the objections of the dissenting gentleman from 
Massachusetts to which I wish to refer is that relating to the change 
of rule. Prior to this session the rule, under its practical construc- 
tion, has been that any amendment increasing salaries could be 
ylaced upon an appropriation bill, but no amendment changing 
aw which decreased salaries could be. That rule we changed so as 


| to admit upon an appropriation bill any proposition which, being 


germane to the subject-matter, reduced salaries orexpenses. I admit 
that in this step the House effected a revolution of former rules. It 
was a revolution in the direction of economy and away from the path 
of past extravagance. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts talks about the rights of the 
people. Sir, it is the right of the people by means of frequent elec- 
tions to send to this House representatives who shall serutinize the 
manner in which the people’s money isexpended. And I say here to- 


| day deliberately that the effect of that rule will be to reduce the ap- 


propriations of this year from those of last year, both Houses assent- 
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ing thereto, whether with or without coercion, to the amount of 
$30,000,000. I say further that without any interference with har- 
mony in administration those expenses might have been reduced 
$40,000,000. Nay, more; I say that next year we can add to the re- 
ductions of this year the ten millions which an obstructive and a 
persevering Senate in behalf of extravagance prevented. And we can 
go further. We can go ten millions further without any doubt. And 
I hope, as it has been the mission of this session of Congress to reduce 
thirty millions, we will be able in the next session, with the light 
before us derived from the operations of the year, to reduce twenty 
millions more; so that when this Congress shall reach its conclusion 
it will have the right to claim the merit of having reduced the ex- 
penditures of this Government between this Congress and the past 
Congress to an extent of $50,000,000, 

And now, Mr. Speaker, in the present condition of things, with 
every industry prostrated and every individual doing business, whether 
of a manufacturing or a commercial character, reducing his expendi- 
tures and discharging his supernumerary employés, I ask is there any 
other ground for this House to tread than that path which it has been 
treading in favor of economy and against corrupting and extravagant 
expenditures by the Administration in power? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has made a defense of the 
ground taken at the other end of the Capitol. There is not any jus- 
tification whatever for any such defense, nor is there any light he can 
shed upon the subject which bears him out in the discharge truth- 
fully and faithfully of his duties as a Representative, whose first duty 
it is to guard the money of the people. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman pause there for a question? 
Is it not the first duty of a Representative to keep that oath which 
he solemnly takes to support the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. RANDALL. The Constitution of the United States guarantees 
an honest administration of the Government, and that is what we 
are trying to bring about. But the gentleman is captious. He tells 
you that we have no right to make a change of this law upon an ap- 
propriation bill. The gentleman is sadly ignorant; for if he had 
gone back but two years he would have found a republican Congress 
in both branches absolutely incorporating in the corresponding ap- 
propriation bill of that year an entire change of the diplomatic and 
consular service under the guidance of the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Orth] then chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee of this 
House 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wisk to ask the gentleman if he does not sup- 
pose I would condemn that in the one side as quickly asin the other? 

Mr RANDALL. Well, sir, we are simply in the interest of econ- 
omy doing what the republican party did in behalf of extravagance. 
For while we were promised that that bill would reduce expenditures, 
it absolutely increased them. And we only ask now that the extrav- 
agance of that act shall be traversed and reduced, and that these 
foreign representatives be brought down to adequate and just sala- 
ries. 

{Here the hammer oe 

Mr. KASSON. I hope the gentleman will look at the figures as sub- 
mitted by me to-day, comparing the expenditures under this Admin- 
istration with those under the democratic administration of Buch- 
anan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House agree 
to the conference asked by the Senate ? 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to, 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MORRISON. L[rise to make a privileged report. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have directed me to report the resolution 
which I send to the desk and recommend its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Soncte concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 


of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to adjourn their 


respective Houses without day on Monday next, August the 7th, 1876, at twelve 
o'clock noon. 


Mr. MORRISON. 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WADDELL. I call for the yeas and nays on adopting that 
resolution. 


On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were—ayes 
24, noes 129. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
whole vote. 

Mr. POPPLETON. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were ayes 18; 
not one-fifth of a quorum. 


So tellers were not ordered, the yeas and nays were not ordered, 
and the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 


lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
he laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Upon that resolution I call the previous ques- 


The affirmative’is not one-fifth of the 


CORRECTION OF ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
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resolution which I send to the desk, correcting an error in enroll- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills of 
the two Houses be authorized to correct an error in the bill (H. R. No. 3963) by in. 
serting the word * not” on the second page of the enrolled bill next to the last line, 
between the words “shall” and “be ;” so that the same shall read, “there shall 
not be a contractor,” &c¢. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will state to the House, in explanation 
of that resolution, that the error spoken of occurred in an act that 
was passed by this House a few days ago to amend the postal laws so 
as to prevent the vicious system of “straw bidding.” The error was 
in leaving out the word “not” where it should be inserted. I will 
state in this connection that the enrolling clerks of this House are not 
to blame in this matter, as the error must have occurred before the 
clerks enrolled the bill. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PATRICK MH. JONES. 

Mr. COCHRANE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported adversely on the bill (II. R. No. 2173) for the relief 
of Patrick H. Jones, late postmaster of New York City; and the same 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several Members. Let us have the regular order of business. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot recognize the gen- 
tleman in the face of the general demand for the regular order of 
business. The morning hour now begins at four o’clock and five 
minutes p.m.,and the pending business is the consideration of a bill 
reported from the Committee on Mines and Mining, being the bill (H. 
R. No. 3635) to utilize the product of gold and silver mines, and for 
other purposes, on which the previous question has been demanded 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND. ] 

THOMAS H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table a bill (S. No. 866) to remove the political disabilities of 
Thomas H. Williams, of Maryland, in order that it may be put on its 
passage at this time. It will take but a few minutes. It was passed 
by the Senate some time since. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill will be taken from the Speaker’s table. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, two- 
thirds concurring therein. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. RANDALL, I ask, by unanimous consent, that there may be 
some arrangement by which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] 
shall have an opportunity of replying to the speech of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] delivered on yesterday. The other side 
of the House were liberal in giving the gentleman from Mississippi 
as much time as he desired, anc I think it no more than right the 
same courtesy should be extended to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Whether the gentleman from Ohio shall take the floor now is for the 
House to determine. I understand the gentleman from Ohio is ready 
to go on this evening. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Although it is a late hour of the day, I am will- 
ing to proceed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that the rules be suspended and 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BLAND. 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
very plain. 

Mr. RANDALL. My motion is in order, and I hope it will be put 
to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. That cannot be done until after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A majority of the House can at any 
time suspend the rales and go into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me make astatement. To-morrow I cannot have 
the floor because it is private-bill day, and the gentleman from Ohio 
can go on with his speech then. I am willing to yield him all the 
time he desires to-morrow, but I hope the House will go on with the 
regular order in the morning hour instead of going into Committee 
of the Whole at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole can be made at any time; and when made and agreed to 
it necessarily supersedes the morning hour for the time being. The 
question will be first put on the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. WARD. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Several MemBErRsS. Regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow 
the morning hour to proceed. Evidently it will bring about a state 


That motion cannot be made, as we are now in the 


The ruling in regard to the matter is 
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of feeling which will not allow the gentleman from Ohio to go on this 
evening or to-morrow. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a matter of discussion. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 58. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent, for the benefit of the 
gentleman from Ohio, that he be permitted to go on this evening, 
with the understanding that to-morrow morning the morning hour 
shall be given to the current business now pending in the morning 
hour. 

Mr. KASSON. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana refuse the courtesy 
extended by this side of the House yesterday ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We propose to extend that courtesy to the gentle- 
man frora Ohio. 

Soveral MEMBERS. Regular order of business! 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Indiana evidently does not mean 
that there shall be an evening session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to give the gentleman from Ohio the whole 
evening. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This discussion, members must recog- 
nize, is entirely out of order. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent, and there are a dozen cries for the regular or- 
der. The regular order is the call of the roll on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the unanimous consent asked by me may 
be put to the House. We desire to give the gentleman from Ohio 
an opportunity to be heard to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There were a dozen calls for the regu- 
lar order while the gentleman was asking for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my proposition was not understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole without calling the yeas and nays—at once—so the gentleman 
from Ohio may proceed with his speech. I think that is fair and 
right; but with the understanding that to-morrow morning the morn- 
ing hour shall be devoted to the regular, current business. 

Mr. PIERCE. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to change the order so that the gentleman 
from Ohio shall have the floor to-morrow morniug. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order.” 

Mr. STONE. I move that the House do now adjourn; and upon 
that motion I call the yeas and nays. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Spesker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 810) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1336) to establish a new land district in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Charles Agliff, of Pulaski County, Arkansas. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear the statement made that there had 
been no adverse report in that case, and unless that is so I should 
have objected to the withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has given instructions that 
no papers shall ever be withdrawn unless the statement is made that 
there has been no adverse report in the case. The Chair thinks the 
statement was made in this case at the Clerk’s desk, and it was a 
mere omission to make the statement. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WALLACE, of South Carolina, was granted an extension of the 
leave of absence heretofore granted him, for ten days. 

Mr. HENDEE was gran‘ed leave of absence for ten days. 

Mr. Hays was granted leave of absence for ten days. 
;, Mr. 0. was granted leave of absence for ten days from Satur- 
day next. 


Mr. JENKS was granted leave of absence indefinitely from Friday 
next. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
insisted on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 


Senate to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill Mr. SINGLE- 
Ton, Mr. Hotman, and Mr. Foster. 
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ANNA ELLA CARROLL AND CHARLES W. SCOTT. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported the testimony taken by that committee 
in support of the claim of Anna Ella Carroll and Charles W. Scott, 
relative to the military operations on the Tennessee River in the 
years 1861 and 1862; which was recommitted to the committee, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
testimony was recommitted to the committee ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I now demand the regular order, so that we may 
see if we will have a chance to be heard upon this side of the House, 
or not. 

Mr. BANNING. You will have a chance to be heard. 

The question was put upon the motion of Mr. STONE that the House 
adjourn; and on a division, there were—ayes 114, noes 44. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the result of the vote is announced I de- 
sire to ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD ] shall be heard on Saturday immediately after the reading 
of the Journal. [Cries of “Regular order.” ] 

Mr. MILLS. That is in accordance with an agreement the other 
day, and I trust there will be no objection to it on this side of the 
House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask leave that the gentleman be allowed to- 
morrow morning after the morning hour. 

Mr. MILLS. lLamwilling to agree to that. [Renewed cries of “ Reg- 
ular order.” ] 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. STONE was then an- 
nounced as above recorded; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 4, 1876. 


The Senate met at twelve o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ByRoN SUNDERLAND, D.D. 

On motion of Mr. BOUTWELL, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 
CORRECTION OF ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives : 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills of 
the two Houses be authorized to correct an error in the bill (H.R. No. 3963) by in 
serting the word “not”’ on the second page of the enrolled bill next to the last line, 
between the words “shall” and ‘be; so that the same shall read, “there shall 
not be a contractor,” &c. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senate will act upon the resolution at 
this time. Itis right. In the enrolling of the bill, by some process 
or other, the word “not” got knocked out. It should be restored, 
and the bill will then state precisely what it should do. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I concur, of course, in what the Senator from 
Maine says. This is the secondinstance we have had this week of an 
error in enrollment. I introduced a resolution some time ago requir- 
ing enrolled bills to be in print. They would be much less liable to 
error. It would take no longer to print them than to enroll them, 
and then they couid not be altered after they were enrolled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has not called up his resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the Senator will couple it with another con4i- 
tion, and that is that no bill shall pass the respective Houses later 
than two days before the adjournment, it will be possible for it to 
operate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is the rule now. 

Mr. SARGENT. But it is always suspended. If you make the rule 
effective, then the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
would have force. That was the objection that I made before. Tho 
rule stands all through the session but is suspended near the close. 


When you come to the last night of the session you cannot print the 
bills. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
ADJOURNMENT SINF DIF. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 
Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to adjourn their 


respective Houses without day on Monday next, August the 7th, 1876, at twelve 
o'clock noon. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KERNAN. I suggest to the Senator whether it is necessary to 
refer it to a committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think that has been usual. 

Mr. MORRILL. Always. 

Mr. KERNAN. The time isso short that I think we ought to act on 
it now. If we do not hurry up, I am afraid we shall never get away. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

The motion was agreed to. 


OSAGE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. No, 3625) providing for the sale of Osage ceded lands in Kansas to 
actual settlers, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the said bill, disagreed 


to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pres- 
ident pro temporo 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. INGALLS, Mr. EDMUNDS 
and Mr. KERNAN as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BOUTWELL presented a memorial of a committee of the 
Massachusetts Medical Society, in favor of the metric system of 
weights and measures; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of John Hayes, 
Louis Rheb, Edward P. Walsh, and others, citizens of the District of 
Columbia, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3435) pro- 
viding for the adjustment of claims against the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of George M. Weston, re- 
monstrating against any alteration in the amount of pure silver in 
the one-dollar coin, as established by the original Mint act of 1792, 
and in favor of the repeal of all laws which now obstruct its coin- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. BRUCE presented the petition of O. 8. B. Wall and others, 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying a grant of public land 
for the purpose of endowing a home for the indigent poor of the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THURMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 534) for the 
relief of Rosetta Hert, (late Rosetta Scoville,) Charles C. Benoist, 
Emily Benoist, and Logan Fanfan, half-breed Indians, to ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. The reference to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims was plainly a mistake. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1997) to grant title to certain 
lands to the heirs of Caleb L. Brayton, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 96) to provide for the protec- 
tion of the Texas frontier on the Lower Rio Grande, reported it with 
amendments. 

INDIAN SCOUTS. 


Mr. LOGAN. The bill (S. No. 1007) concerning the employment of 
Indian scouts was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
There has been no meeting of the Committee on Military Affairs since 
the reference, and on account of the importance of the bill, and in 
order that it may be considered at this time, I move that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I now ask for its present consideration ; it will take 
but a moment to pass it. I will explain that it is reeommended by 
the Secretary of War and by the General of the Army. The Pay- 
master-General wrote me a letter saying it will need no new appro- 
priation. There is money enough now in the appropriation bill to 
pay these scouts, for the reason that of the thousand men provided 
for in the Revised Statutes which this bill asks to re-instate there 
were never more than three hundred, as many as are provided for in 
the Army bill, employed at any one time. Therefore the appropria- 
tion will be entirely sufficient to cover this bill if it passes. The 
necessity of it is that they may all the time be gathering these scouts. 
They are killed off, and many serve but a short time. In that way 
they will not keep more than the number that is provided for in the 
appropriation bill at any one time. The Revised Statutes in provid- 
ing for the organization of the Army, section 1094, provide for “a 
force of Indian scouts not exceeding one thousand.” Then in section 
1112: R 

The President is authorized to enlist a foree of Indians, not exceeding one thou- 
sand, who shall act as scouts in the Territories and Indian country. They shall 
be discharged when the necessity for their service shall cease or at the discretion 
of the department commander. 

The Army appropriation bill provides for only three hundred, and 
the bill provides without making an appropriation that the number 
shall not be restricted. The Paymaster-General, as stated, says in 
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his letter that there is a sufficient appropriation to pay them. | 
only state what is asked for and the necessity for its passage by the 
Secretary of War and the Commander of the Army in reference to the 
restoration of these scouts; and that is what is provided for in the bil], 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not rise to oppose this, because my friend 
knows all about it and I do not, but qo want to make this ob- 
servation: that taking up matters at the time they are reported is 
unjust to the other matters that have been before reported and are 
on the Calendar, and it takes up the time of the morning hour that 
would be left to get up those cases to which there would be no ob- 
jection if they could have achance. I will not object in this instance, 
yut I do not think as a general rule it is quite just to the cases that 
have been already reported. 

Mr. LOGAN. I agree that it is not just to cases that have been 
already reported, and if other Senators would refrain from calling up 
their bills I should certainly do so, but I see the Senators all around 
me doing it. There has not been a bill reported from the Military 
Committee called up for several days and I might say for weeks almost. 
I think this is a most important bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave not objected, I beg the Senator to under- 
stand, but after this I shall object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of -the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1007) concerning the employ- 
ment of Indianscouts. It repeals so much of the Army appropriation 
act of July 24, 1876, as limits the number of Indian scouts to three 
hundred and continues in force sections 1094 and 1112 of the Revised 
Statutes, authorizing the employment of one thousand Indian scouts. 
It also provides that a proportionate number of non-commissioned offi- 
cers may be appointed. The scouts, when they furnish their own horses 
and horse equipments, are to be entitled to receive forty cents per 
day for their use and risk so long as thus employed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NORTH CAROLINA STATE RECORDS, 


Mr. LOGAN. The joint resolution (H. R. No. 152) instructing the 
Secretary of War to forward to the State of North Carolina authen- 
ticated copies of certain State records captured in 1865 has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. I ask that the commit- 
tee be discharged from its further consideration, and then I shal) 
move its indefinite postponement, having a letter of the Secretary of 
War on the subject. 

The motion to discharge the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of War be read 
and go in the RecorpD to show the reason why the joint resolution is 
not passed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wark DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, July 27, 1876. 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 20th instant, inclosing copy of House resolu- 
tion No. 152, instructing the Secretary of War to forward to the State of North 
Carolina authenticated copies of certain State records captured in 1°65, and re- 
questing information thereon, I have the honor to state there are in the archive 
otlice of the Department two letter books of the executive of North Carolina, one 


of six hundred and forty pages (demy) of closely written matter, another of sixty- 
nine pages same size. 

A copyist could not, it is thought, copy and compare more than ten pages a day. 
With the amount of work on hand, it is doubtful whether a clerk could well be 


spared for seventy consecutive days for this work, particularly if the clerical force 
should be reduced. 


It is respectfully suggested that if the resolution should pass provision be made 
for defraying the expense of copying these records. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. D. CAMERON. 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. Joun A. LOGAN, 


Chairman of Committee on Military Affairs, 
United 8 Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move on that ground the indefinite postponement 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I ask the Senator from Illinois to allow this 
resolution to go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. LOGAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I would rather it should go there for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not amend the resolution by providing for 
the payment of this expense? 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to its going on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. LOGAN. But let it go with my report as an individual against 
its adoption. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina that in- 
asmuch as it is of interest to these people to have the records, if they 
have a mind to propose an appropriation for that purpose there would 
be some reason for passing the resolution; but inasmuch as the ap- 
»ropriations are being cut down and the number of clerks cut down, 
| do not feel it my duty to propose appropriations for the purpose of 
copying letter-books for the benefit of a governor, and that is all the 
benefit I can see to be derived from it. It is for the benefit of some 
individual. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has not objection been made to this resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has gone on the Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am authorized by the Committee or the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2736) to remove the 


















ali a alltel 



































Ec cla aaa 





Se at ete a ae 























ee ee ee 


1876. 


political disabilities of N. H. Van Zandt, of Virginia, to report it | has failed for want of time. 
| 


favorably, with an amendment. This applicant was dismissed from 
the Navy, and would not therefore or inarily fall within the rule 
which the committee have adopted, in order to do justice to all alike, 
about removing disabilities; but it appears to us that he, not being 
in employment at the time, resigned and all his accounts were set- 
tled, and he did everything that an honorable man could be expected | 
to do, and waited for two or three months before he entered the con- 
federate service in order that there might be ample time for the De- 
partment to accept his resignation. They would not do so, but dis- 
missed him. He would not fall within the rule, but still there are | 
special circumstances which make an exception. The evidence be- 
fore us satisfies me, and would the other members of the committee 
if they had seen it, that this gentleman took special and extraordi- 
nary pains to be of service by acts of kindness to Union prisoners in 
the confederacy when they were in great need and distress, and that 
leads me (as we have passed one or twoexceptional cases on the same | 
ground) to believe, as I am sure all the committee agree, that under 
the peculiar circumstances of this gentleman’s case it is fair that his 
disabilities should be removed, although he was dismissed from the 
Navy. The bill requires an amendment, which is marked in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am also directed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of C. M. Wilcox, of Maryland, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities, to report a bill for his re- 
lief. His petition is entirely regular and proper, shows a life of per- 
sunal propriety, and we recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill (S. No. 1027) to remove the political disabilities of C. M. 
Wilcox, of Maryland, was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No, 3962) to provide means 
to defray the expenses of the District of Columbia until December 1, 
1876, to report it without amendment and recommend its passage. I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 think that had better go over, and my reason 
for asking it is to call the attention of the Senate to this point: We 
now have a law which absolutely limits, as I think it ought to do, 
(and the Senate thought so, and the other House thought so, and the 
President thought so,) the maximuin of the indebtedness of this Dis- 
trict. This bill authorizes going beyond it; and when we come to 
consider it, which I cannot now look into, if the bill is as it passed 
the House—— 

Mr. WINDOM. It is the same bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is open to a good deal of objection even in that 
point of view in respect of its not providing for this temporary in- 
debtedness being speedily liquidated, but the general effect is to en- 
large the indebtedness of the District and from year to year it will 
continue in the same way. But I will not take up the time of the 
Senate for the present. Of course it will go over. 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly, if objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to say one word, if my friend will 
allow me, before this bill passesaway. It does not touch particularly 
this bill but I would rather say it now. We have come very nearly 
to the end of the session. I see several Senators about toask to take 
up bills, and as I do not like to make objection to any particular 
Senator after he has risen I ask that when the morning business is 
concluded we may proceed to the Calendar of unobjected cases so 
that all may have an opportunity without striving with each other 
for the ear of the Chair. As I say, although I do not like to make 
objection, I wish the Senators who have bills in which they are inter- 
ested (there are anumber here that I think ought to be acted upon) 
would allow us to take up the Calendar and run along morning after 
morning, and I think in that way they could secure the consideration 
of their bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a very good idea. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is their objection to the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from New York ? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a very good rule to dispose of unobjected 
cases, but suppose we should come to a case which was partially dis- 
cussed in the morning hour, as the De Haven bill yesterday, which 
was laid over. Some one makes an objection and wants to consider 
it. Ido not know how we are to get up a bill of that kind unless by 
some broader arrangement than that proposed by the Senator from 
New York. I should like to show, if I had an opportunity, that the 
committee were right in their view of the law upon which the report 
in that case wasmade, I have examined it with considerable care 
since yesterday, and I am prepared to satisfy the Senate that not 
only the facts and the equity are clear in favor of the case, but the 
strict law also. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will allow me to suggest that if 
this rule should run through a fraction of the morning hour and a 

‘ase is objected to it loses nothing, because the Senator can move at 
any time totakeit up. Simply the residue of the morning hour would 
be given to the unobjected cases on the Calendar for two or three morn- 


ings. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, take as an example | 


the case of one claimant who wants a patent extended. It is simply 
an exceptional case. He is a blind man, entirely blind, and the Sen- 
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T understand there is no objection to it, 
and very likely in the game of bounce here I might succeed by and 
by in getting an opportunity to take up that bill; but if it can be 


as I understand them to be. So of other bills; and the Senator from 
California loses nothing in reference to contested bills by letting us 
have a fraction of the morning hour every day for the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from New York ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to understand it. Do I understand that 
the proposition of the Senator from New York negatives the idea of 
the right of any Senator to move to take up any particular bill ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. It is what we have acted under so 
often under the name of the Anthony rule, and it is that during the 


| reached on the Calendar nobody would object to it, if the merits are 
' 
| 


| fraction of the morning hour after the morning business is completed, 


to-day and to-morrow possibly, we shall run along and dispose of 
some of the cases that nobody objects to. 

Mr. THURMAN. The reason I make this remark is that I know we 
cannot get to the end of the Caleudar during the remainder of the 
session. 

Mr. CONKLING. We can get toward the end. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘There are bills that ought to be taken up. I 
want to move to take up the bill granting a pension to the widow of 
General Custer and the bill granting a pension to the heirs, 

Mr. CONKLING. That will be reached presently. 

Mr. THURMAN, I hardly think it would be reached this session 
in its regular order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will see that the rule is for unob- 
jected cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there anything pending before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York ap- 
peals to the unanimous vote of the Senate. Does the Senator from 
| Missouri object ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have some morning business. I object to any- 
thing until I present it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I give notice that I shall move at the end of the 
morning business, as soon as I have the floor, that we adopt the An- 
thony rule and go on under it. 


| Mr. WINDOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain indebtedness incurred in the construction of the New 
York court-house and post-olfice building, to report it without amend- 
ment. I ask consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I promised my friend from Illinois in 
order to have fair play that I would object to everything. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects. 

Mr. WINDOM. I wish to make areport now that, I think, the Senator 
from Vermont will not be inclined to postpone, and I doubt whether 
there is anything in it to postpone. A statement was made yesterday 
by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ] calling 
the attention of the Senate to a supposed error in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill in which the following language occurs: 

That se much of all laws or parts of laws as provide for the election or appoint- 
ment of Public Printer be, and the same are hereby, repealed, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act; and the President of the United States shall ap- 

wint, by and with theadvice and consent of the Senate, a suitable person who must 
Re ®& practical printer and versed in the art of book-binding, to take charge of and 
manage the Government Printing Office from and after the date aforesaid; he shall 
be called the ‘‘ Public Printer,” and shall be vested with all the powers and subject 
to all the restrictions pertaining to the officer now known as the Public Printer; 
he shall give bond in the sum of $100,000 for the faithful performance of the duties 
of his office, said bond to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The point to which the Senator from Rhode Island called the at- 
tention of the Senate was that there was no Public Printer so enti- 
tled at the time the bill was before us, and consequently the clause 
in the sundry civil bill did not abolish that office or any office. I was 
of the same impression upon 4 hasty examination of the statute, but 
the matter was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and I 
find in the earlier statutes provisions that the Printer should be des- 
ignated or called Public Printer. Upon further examination I find 
that in 1874 the following provision was passed : 

For compensation of the Congressional Printer, and the clerks and messengers 
in his office, $13,917 : Provided, That so much of the act entitled “An act providing 
for the election of a Congressional Printer, : opproved February 22, 1267, as pro- 
vides for the election of such officer by the Senate, and provides that such officer 
shall be deemed an officer of the Senate, shall cease and determine and become of 
no effect from and after the date of the first vacancy occurring in said office; that 
the title of said otticer shall hereafter be Public Printer and he shall be deemed an 
officer of the United States, &c. 

So that at the time the sundry civil bill was pending the titlo of 
that office was Public Printer, made so by statute, and there is no 
necessity for any change. 

Mr. CAMEROY, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 994) to amend sec- 
tion 2931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow 
repayment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the tonnage tax where 
it has been exacted in contravention of treaty provisions, asked to be 
| discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
| the petition and papers of Jackson Tibbetts and others, employ és of 
|L. J. and J. Day and T. W. Call, late contractcrs of the Fox River 





ate and House have both passed his bill at a previous session, and it 





| improvement, praying that the amount forfeited to the Unit-d States 
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the payment of wages due them, have had the same again under con- 
sideration (the matter having been recommitted to the committee) 
and have reached the conclusion heretofore reported, that the claim 
should be rejected; and I now report the same back and make such 
recommendation. The Senator from Wisconsin requested, upon the 
supposition that there was a bill in the case, that it should go ou the 
Calendar. It turns out that there is no bill in the case, and therefore 
the report can go to the table without any action at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will lie on the table. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Jesse McKay, a citizen of Mississippi, praying 
compensation for property taken and appropriated by United States 
troops during the eas war, reported adversely thereon, and the claim 
was rejected. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of John Kethley, a citizen of Mississippi, praying compensation 
for property taken and appropriated by United States troops during 
the late war, reported udversely thereon, and the claim was rejected. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1219) for the relief of D. P. Rowe, and Brown and 
Crowell, of Morristown, Tennessee, recommend the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. I wish to say in this connection that there is 
no written report, as time would not allow the preparation of one. 
The ground on which this recommendation ismadeis this: Itseemsthat 
these parties claim to be relieved from the penalties which were assessed 
against them for the manufacture of certain stills. The matter was re- 
ferred to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and he reports to 
the committee that there is no question but that these parties were 
legally liable, and therefore he declined to relieve them. We are in- 
clined to the same opinion. We are not prepared to recommend that 
parties who are legally liable, and found so by the courts, (unless 
there be very much more persuasive equities in the case than in this,) 
should be relieved. We therefore recommend that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2501) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. A. E. Hall, widow 
of Dr. David A. Hall, have directed me to report it back and recom- 
mend its indefinite postponement. In connection with this report I 
wish to make one statement. It seems that this is a claim for some 
$2,000 for taxes and money expended under a tax title under these 


circumstances: A controversy obtained between persons claiming this | 
property and the United States which continued for some sixty years; | 
it was determined in 1°57 in favor of the United States; and now | 


these parties having paid taxes intermediately insist that the taxes 
shall be repaid. We are not aware of any principle on which they 
can make this claim on the Government. Therefore we recommend 
that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. WRIGHT also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 403) to re-imburse the State of West Virginia for losses 
incurred by reason of the destruction of its bridges, court-houses, 
school-houses, churches, turnpike-roads, and other public property by 
Federal troops during the late war, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. : 

Mr. KELLY. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution which was passed some months ago by the Legis- 
lature of Michigan in favor of an amendment granting to the sol- 
diers and sailors of the late war who by the loss of a limb or other 
equivalent disability were prevented from making settlement be enti- 
tled to an amount of land equal to that they would be entitled %0 
under the homestead law, have instructed me to report adversely to 
the resolution. I move that the report be printed. 

The report was agreed to and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, I would move that the Senate 
take up House bill No.—— 

Mr. WEST. I rise to morning business. If bills are in order, I ask 
leave to introduce a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports are in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 109) for the relief of the estate of I. M. 
Micaw, of the State of Alabama, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No, 2835) for the relief of R. J. Henderson, 
or Newton County, Missouri, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1011) to extend the time for the completion 
of the Green Bay and Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-canal, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and to repeal section 5 of chapter 32 of the 
acts of Congress of 1866, have had the same under consideration, and 
instruct me to report it back with an amendment; and I have no 
doubt I shall obtain the unanimous favor of the Senate by stating 
that I do not ask for its present consideration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 133) to sell certain public lands to the 
Beatrice and Denver City Railroad Company, and for other purposes, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

lc also, from the same committec, to whom was referred the bill 


ay ‘i 
! 
by the contractors by the annulment of their contracts be applied to 
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(S. No. 238) granting the right of way tothe Birmingham and Saint 

Louis Railroad Company through the public domain, and for other 

| purposes, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be —. and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the )j!! 
(S. No. 572) for the relief of settlers upon the reserved Government 
sections of the public lands within railroad limits, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. BOOTH. The Committeee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution of the Legislature of the State of Kansas in favor 
of the passage of a law subjecting to taxation by that State certain 
lands therein which were granted to the Kansas Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, have instructed me to report it back and ask that it lie on 
the table, the committee having already reported a bill in accordance 
with the prayer of the memorial. 

The report was agreed to. 


JOHN H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I rise to ask the recommittal of the 
bill (S. No. 688) referring the claim of John H. Russell to the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury of the United States for adjudication and 
settlement to the Committee on Claims. Some time ago I made an ad- 
verse report from the committee upon this case. Mr. Russell asks com- 
pensation for the destruction of a certain steamboat by the confed- 
erates during the late war, which he alleges was destroyed while in 
the military service of the United States. Since the report was made 
some facts have come to the knowledge of the committee, and with 
the consent of the chairman of the Committee on Claims I move that 
the papers be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HAMBURGH RIOTS. 
Mr. MORTON. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning after 
; the morning business is over I shall ask the Senate to take up the 
| resolution in regard to printing the President’s message and accom- 
| panying documents in reference to the massacre at Hamburgh, South 
} Carolina, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1028) for the relief of William Talbert, of 
| Washington, District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1029) for the relief of persons having claims 
against the United States under the provisions of the captured and 
| abandoned property act; which was read twice by its title, referred 
| to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent cbtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1030) granting a pension to Jane D. Colton; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPEACHMENT RECORD. 
| 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing be authorized to have an alpha- 


betical index prepared for the report of the impeachment trial, already ordered to 
be printed. 


INDIAN PRISONERS AT SAINT AUGUSTINE, FLORIDA. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, submitted the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to the Senate whether ov not 
the hostile Indians sent to Saint Augustine, Florida, to be confined in the fortress 
at that place, are permitted to go at large unguarded ; and if so, by whose authorit) 
these savages have been set at liberty among the inhabitants of said town. an: 
what, in his judgment, ought to be done with these dangerous persons if the Goy- 
ernment should decide to restore them to permanent freedom. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest that that resolution lie over until to- 
| morrow morning, unless the Senator is tenacious about it this mern- 
| ing. I inquire does that conclude the morning business? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does conclude morning business 
unless there are further resolutions to be presented. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House further insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1o04) 

making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of tle 
| Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, and for other 
purposes; had agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Honses thereon; and that the House had 
| appointed Mr. Orno R. SINGLETON of Mississippi, Mr. WILLIAM 5. 
| Hotman of Indiana, and Mr. Cuar_es Foster of Ohio managers at 

the conference on the part of the House. ’ 
The message also announced that the House had passed the Dill 
(S. No. 413) establishing the port of Saint Paul, Minnesota, as a port 


of appraisal. 
COUNTERFEITING OF TRADE-MARKS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of 
the Senate on the bill (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of 
trade-mark goods, and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark 
goods, Mr. CONKLING, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. STEVENSON. 
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THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate take up 
the bill—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to morning business. I have a resolution 
to offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Resolutions are in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now if the Senator will withdraw his morning 
business for me, if that is the end of it, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed under the Anthony rule, so called, and take up the Calendar for 
unobjected cases. I ask the vote of the Senate if the Senator from 
Vermont will give way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I give way. I had a resolution to offer, but I 
will introduce it to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky held 
the floor for morning business, 

Mr. CONKLING. Did I not make my motion ? 

Mr. McCREERY. I was on the floor before you made your motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s pardon, the Senator from 
Vermont had the floor and yielded to me and I made that motion and 
I should like to know whether it dies in the breast of the Chair. 

Mr. HARVEY. I believe I took the floor earlier than any of these 
gentlemen. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to make a suggestion. I hope we shall 

0 to the Calendar. I have regularly attended to make a quorum 
Coes for months, but I have hardly ever been spry enough to get up 
a bill. I hope we shall go to the Calendar, and thus all will have a 
chance to get up unobjected bills. 

The PRESIDENT ed tempore. The Senator from Vermont yielded 
to the Senator from New York. The Senator from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I ask for a vote on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
hat the Senate proceed to the Calendar of unobjected cases. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to make one inquiry, whether that is under- 
stood as extending only during the morning hour? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, I understand that when we get to the end 
of the morning hour I will appeal to one of the most reasonable men 
in the Senate who sits by me, [Mr. HAMLIN,] and ask him whether 
he will not allow the run of the Calendar to proceed a little while 
subject to a call for the regular order, the post-route bill, which is 
the unfinished business; and in that way, if my friend from Iowa 
and I do not occupy any time now, we shall run off some of these 


FORT LARAMIE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 361) to reduce 
the area of the military reservation of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. ‘ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want to appeal to the Senator from Vermont 
to allow the bill to be passed. It is indorsed by the military author- 
ities. The only reason for the former enlargement of this reservation 
was that an Indian reservation was placed on the military reserva- 
tion. The Indians have since been removed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who is going to get the land? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is to be open to general settlement as other 
public land. 

Mr. CONKLING. We must all object to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is open to homestead then? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my objection to the bill of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. I presume it is all right. I do not know any- 
thing about it, but I only objected because | thought it would lead to 
discussion. 























TERRITORY OF PEMBINA. 

The Curer CLERK. The next bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. 
No. 606) to establish the Territory of Pembina, and to provide a tem- 
porary government therefor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. It is too important a bill to be passed 
in this way. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for one minute. [‘No, no.”] Ido not often intrude on the time 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. But the Senator knows now that he intrudes 
against the rule. When objection is made, a bill passes over. That 
is the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that the 
objection to House bill No. 361 was withdrawn. 



















FORT LARAMIE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands objection is 
withdrawn to the consideration of House bill No. 361. 

The bill (H. R. No. 361) to reduce the area of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory, was considered as in Com- 
mitieeofthe Whole. It reduces the military reservation of Fort Lara- 
mie, in the Territory of Wyoming, to an area of fifty-four square miles, 
and provides that the reservation shall be limited and bounded as 
described and declared in executive order of June 28, 1869. All 
that portion of land added to the reservation by executive order of 
-April 2, 1872, is eliminated therefrom and restored to the body of the 
public lands, and is to be held subject to all provisions of the laws of 
the United States relating to the public lands, in the same manner 
and to the same extent as if they had never constituted a portion of 
the military reservation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 








cases. 

Mr. WRIGHT. What I want to know is whether it is understood 
as continuing during the morning hour and such time as shall be 
given erm or whether it will be understood as running through 
the day 

Mr. CONKLING. Of course it does not run beyond the morning 
hour without the consent of the Senator who has charge of the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I trust I have done no harm in asking the question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Of course there is no harm in it; it is all right; 
but the Senator will understand that if we fritter away the morning 
hour we shall lose the very object we desire, that is the consideration 
of bills on the Calendar under what is known as the Anthony rule. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to remind the Senate that a day or two ago 
I gave notice that I should ask to be heard at the expiration of the 
morning hour to-day, and I hope there will be nothing done that will 
interfere with that. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. This will not interfere with the Senator at all. 
It may postpone ten or fifteen minutes the time when he will begin 
his remarks; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
to proceed to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar 
under what is known as the Anthony rule until the morning hour 
expires. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar at the 
point where it was last considered will be called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that wherever there is an objection to 
be made it be made promptly. 


CONSTABLES’ BONDS. 

The bill (S. No. 526) to amend section 1036 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It amends section 1036 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia so as to read as follows: 

Each constable shall, before performing any of the duties of his office, take the 
oath prescribed for civil officers in the District, and shall enter into a bond to the 
United States in the sum of $5,000, with security, to be approved by the clerk of the 
supreme court of the District, conditioned for the faithful performance of the duties 
of his office and for the punctual payment of all moncys coming into his hands to 
the persons entitled to receive the same. And the clerk of said supreme court 
shall approve of mo bond of any constable until at least three bondsmen shall sign 
said constable's bond, and each of said bondamen shall file with said constable's 
bond an affidavit that he is the owner in fee-simple of unencumbeyed real estate, 
situated in the District of Columbia, of the cash value of at least $5,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

On the passage of the bill a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 27, and the noes 9. 

So the bill was passed. 

















CASCADES OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 17) in aid of the 
commerce of the North Pacific coast by the construction of a canal 
and locks at the Cascades of Columbia River. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that go over. It has been incorpor- 
ated in the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not indefinitely postpone it ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not desire to have that done until I know 
the fate of the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 














PROTECTION OF WITNESSES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2572) to pro- 
tect witnesses who shall be required to testify in certain cases. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is an adverse report in that case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us vote on it. These been wanting to vote 
on that 211 winter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


SURETIES OF INDIAN AGENTS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8S. No. 79) to amend 
section 10 of the act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1876, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1875. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to that. If the Senator will 
hear it read, he will say it ought to pass. 

Mr. CONKLING. But an objection has been made, which carries 
it over 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 
debate. 
Mr. CONKLING. The regular order, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
CHARLES H. FONDE. 


It is a general bill which certainly will lead to 
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part about what the sureties shall swear to respecting their prop- 


| erty. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1440) to | 


enable Charles H. Fondé to make application to the Commissioner of 

Patents for extension of letters-patent for improvement in dredg- 

ing-machines. 
Mr. HARVEY. 
Mr. KERNAN. 


I object. 

Let the report be read. It is very short. 

Mr. ALLISON. We may as well object to all these cases. 
Mr. CONKLING. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill will be read. 


BILLS OBJECTED TO. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 151) to define 
certain crimes and the punishment thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 743) to amend 
section 8, chapter 2, title 1, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No, 1585) to au- 
thorize the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to designate and fix 
the points at which collectors and supervisors of the revenue shall 
hold their offices. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the public service requires the passage 
of this bill; and for a general reason. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill was debated at length before; but I am 
willing to hear it read to see whether I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been up before and 
amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 669) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to set aside a reservation for the Turtle 
Mountain bend of Chippewa Indians, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

SURETIES OF INDIAN AGENTS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2133) to amend 
section 10 of the act making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department for the year ending June 
30, 1876; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
amends section 10 of the act named so as to read as follows: 

That hereafter the surety or sureties upon the bond to be given by each Indian 
agent, subagent, and special agent appointed by the President of the United States, 
the Secretary of the Interior, or other competent authority, before entering upon 
the duties of his office shall file a sworn statement with the Secretary of the In- 
terior, setting forth-the nature and kind of property owned by such surety or sure- 
ties, the value of the same, and where situated ; and that no moneys appropriated 
by any act of Congress, or otherwise, and no trust fund or any other public funds 
appropriated or set apart for the benefit of any Indian or Indians, shall be paid to 
any Indian agent, subagent, or special agent, to be hereafter appointed, and no 
public property of any kind, whether designed for the use of Indians or for any 
other purpose, shall be turned to any Indian agent, subagent, or special agent, to be 
hereafter appointed, until the surety or sureties shall have filed such statement. 
Kach Indian agent shall keep a book of itemized expenditures of every kind, with 
a record of all contracts, together with the receipts of money from all sources ; and 
the books thus kept shall always be open to inspection ; and the said books shall 
remain in the oftice at the respective reservations, not to be removed from said res- 
ervations by said agent, but shall be safely kept and handed over to his successor ; 
and trae transcripts of all entries of every character in said books shall be for- 
warded quarterly by each agent to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: Provided, 
That should any agent knowingly make any false entry in said books, or in the 
transcripts directed to be forwarded tothe Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or shall 
knowingly fail to keep a perfect entry in said books as herein prescribed, he shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction before any United States 
court having jurisdiction of such offense, shall be fined in a sum not less than five 
hundred nor more than one thousand dollara, at the discretion of the court, and 
shall be rendered incompetent to hold said ottice of Indian agent, subagent, or spe- 
cial agent, after conviction ander this act: And provided further, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, whenever in his opinion the interests of the service may de- 
mand it, may require any Indian agent, subagent, or special agent now on duty to 
execute anew bond under the provisions and requirements of this section ; and in 
case of the neglect or refusal of any such officer to execute a new bond when re- 
quired by the Secretary of the Interior, within a reasonable time, such neglect or 
refusal shall be deemed sufficient cause for removal. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
ported ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill is the precise bill that the Senator from 
Vermont objected to a few moments ago. It was carefully consid- 
ered by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, and is on the 
Calendar as Senate bill No. 79. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to the bill if it is reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is reported by that committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to call attention to one thing in this bill. 
I should like the Secretary to read again the provision in the first 


From what committee has that bill been re- 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter the surety or sureties upon the bond to be given by each Indian 
agent, subagent, and special agent appointed by the President of the United States, 
the Secretary of the Interior, or other competent authority, before entering upon 
the duties of his office, shall file a sworn statement with the Secretary of the In 
terior, setting forth the nature and kind of property owned by such surety or 
sureties, the value of the same, and where eieenball 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I wish to suggest to my friend from Iowa 
that that requires from the surety, as it appears to me, a statement 
of all his property ; and if Mr. Corcoran were asked to go upon a bond, 
before he ae sign it he would be obliged to give a full schedule 
and description‘of all the property that he possesses. The Senator 
does not mean that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam afraid I shall have to object to this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot object while I am speaking. What 
is wanted is that the surety shall go far enough to show that he has 
property enough to be responsible, but you cannot expect a rich man 
to give a full schedule of all he has got. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Vermont will just suggest a 
word by way of ariendment to accomplish his purpose, I shall be 
glad to accommodate him. I think he is right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would put in the proper place “So far as to 
show that he is responsible.” 

Mr. ALLISON. “For the amount named in the bond.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; “forthe amount named in the bond.” Let 
that be put in the right place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont ; which will be read. 

The Cnier CLERK. After the word “situated,” in line 14, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

So far as shall be necessary to show him responsible for an amonnt double the 
penalty of the bond. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will do. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. CONKLING. I appeal to the honorable Senator from Maine to 
allow this business to go on, subject to his call for the regular order 
at any moment when he will. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to anybody’s call. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly; but I assume that the Senator from 
Maine having the bill in charge will call for it when he thinks it nec- 
essary. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator from Maine proposes to let it run on 
for half an hour, I shall not object. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not fix any time. 
body calls for the regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I give notice that at half past one I shall ask tho 
floor. 


Let it go on until any- 


FORT LARAMIE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Nebraska has just come in. I wish 
to call his attention to a bill that passed just now which I think 
ought to be reconsidered and amended so as to set out the executive 
order which the bill makes a law. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator refer to the Fort Laramie 
bill? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. The bill declares the limits of the Fort 
Laramie reservation to be such as were defined in a certain execu- 
tive order. I think those limits should be embraced in the statute. 
I only want the passage of the bill reconsidered pro forma, that the 
terms of the order may be embraced in it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment until I get the report on the 
matter. 

Mr. HOWE. Let the motion to reconsider be entered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. HOWE subsequently said: I wish to withdraw the motion I 
made just now to reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill fixing 
the boundaries of Fort Laramie reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the mo- 
tion will be withdrawn. 

BILLS OBJECTED TO. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 757) to amend 
the regulations for the consular courts of the United States in Japan. 

Mr. INGALLS. _I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 492) making an 
appropriation for the erection of a monument and spindle on Whale 
Rock, at the entrance of Narraganset Bay. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1398) to regu: 
late the practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2454) amend- 
ing the laws granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war 
of 1812 and their widows. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better go over. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the Senator from Vermont inadvertently 
objected to that bill perhaps. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is the old 1812 pension bill, I did not in- 
advertently object. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not know but that it might have been done 
inadvertently; but I think if he would hear it read he would have 
no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will hear it read subject to objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, but before’ concluding— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no use in reading that bill. Itis the one 
I supposed it was, and there are some parts of it which will neces- 
sarily lead to debate and which ought not to pass. There are some 

varts of it Iam for; but there is no use in wasting time. 

Mr. INGALLS. We might pass the part you are for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that, if you will do it by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. The regular order, Mr. President. 


SECURITY ON WRITS OF ERROR AND APPEALS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 307) concern- 
ing security on writs of error and appeals, and for other purposes; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to in- 
sert the following : 

That the six hundred and thirty-first and the six hundred and thirty-third sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes be, and are, so amended that the words “ $50" where- 
ever they occur therein shall read and be ‘ $300.” ae 

Sec. 2. That where a cause in equity, admiralty, and maritime jurisdiction shall 
not be subject to appeal to the Supreme Court, the circuit court shall not be re- 
quired to find or state the conclusions of fact and law upon which it gives its de- 
cree, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is too late for an objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection comes too late. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. CONKLING. I rise to make a statement to the Chair. The 
Senator from Missouri happened to be diverted as I saw, for a moment 
in the rear of the Chamber, but as soon as he heard the bill, he came 
forward and objected to it. I think it is pretty sharp to say that 
that is too late. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was in committee consid- 
ered and the amendment agreed to. If the Senator from Missouri 
states that he objected to the bill when it was up for consideration, 
the Chair will entertain it. : 

Mr. CONKLING. He objected as soon as he found out what it was. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not the bill I thought it was. 1 withdraw 
my objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RATES OF PENSION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 234) to amend 
section 4698 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to al- 
low a pension of $37 per month to soldiers who have lost an arm and 
a leg, in lieu of $24 per month now allowed ; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert : 

That every person entitled to a pension under the provisions of section 4698 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and who has lost one hand and one foot, 
shall be entitled to a pension of $37 per month. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after the Ist day of September, 


1876. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
nent was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to allow a pension of 
$37 per month to soldiers who have lost both an arm and a leg.” 


DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 15) authorizing the qualified voters of the District of Columbia 
to vote upon the question whether they desire Congress to establish 
a government for the District for the regulation of domestic affairs, 
the officers of which shall be chosen by the qualified voters of the 
District, and for laying the result of the election before Congress for 
information. 

Mr. INGALLS. That had better go over. 

Mr. WITHERS. There is an adverse report. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be passed 
over. 
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ANDREW J. BARRETT. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 648) for the 
relief of Andrew J. Barrett. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was a subject that was under debate be- 
fore, and there was opposition to the bill; and therefore it will take 
a little time. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not think it will really take 
any time. The bill is accompanied by a brief printed report, and I 
think if the Senator will hear the report read he will be satisfied 
that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was satisfied quite otherwise before, but I will 
look at it again, if the Senator will let it go over, and he can call it 
up at another time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is the trouble; I have been 
trying to get it up for some time, but I have not been able. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Unless the Senate is willing to take a little time 
to consider it, it had better go over. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator from Vermont on examination 
withdraws his objection, we can go back. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill will be reported. 

RICHMOND FEMALE INSTITUTE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 780) for the 
relief of the Richmond Female Institute, of Richmond, Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That raises one of the old questions. It had bet- 
ter go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. WITHERS. Does the Senator object to that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. It raises the old question of damage 
as well as mere hiring, as I see by the language of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a mere question of rent. 

Mr. WITHERS. Rent of a college. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the bill says it shall be in full for all dam- 
ages, &c. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is out of order; he has objected, and 
that is the end of the bill now. 

Mr. WITHERS. Of course, if the Senator objects, that settles it 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case will be reported. 


BILLS OBJECTED TO. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 92) to survey the 
Austin-Topolovampo Pacific route. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2287) for the 
relief of Peters & Reed, naval contractors at Norfolk navy-yard in 
the year 1860. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. That will give rise to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro temopre. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. WITHERS. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called, which 
is the post-route bill, the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator mean that by the regular order, 
the unfinished business ? 

Mr. WITHERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me for 
the purpose of moving that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 832) to increase the pension of Helen M. Stans- 
bury. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There are a hundred just such cases on the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Calendar of unobjected cases is not to con- 
tinue, I ask the favor of the Senate for the floor. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, asked a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. FRaNK HEREFORD of West Virginia, Mr. J. H. Rea- 
GAN of Texas, and Mr. M. H. DUNNELL of Minnesota managers at 
the conference on its part. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the construction, repair pres- 
ervation, and completion of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Senate insist upon its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi 
dent pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. San- 


| GENT, and Mr. RANSOM. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not intend to oppose taking up the post-route 
bill or to interpose for the purpose of consuming time, but there is 
a bill to which I have often called the attention of the Senate, and I 
give notice that so 800n as the post-route bill is acted on by the Sen- 
ate, I shall then ask a vote upon taking up House bill No. 58, com- 
monly known as the bounty bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. [ask for the purpose of submitting some remarks that 
the report of the Finance Committee made on June 6th, being Report 
No. 371, be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I believe the Senator gave notice that he would 
address the Senate on this occasion; bnt it would wonderfully ac- 
commodate me if he would take some other occasion. I believe this 
is the fourth time I have had this post-route bill up, and I should like 
to have it disposed of. I do not wish to interpose any objection to 
the Senator’s request other than that if that question is taken up it 
must be taken up subject to a call for this bill at any moment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I give notice now that I will call for it if any Sen- 
ator seeks to reply to the Senator from West Virginia to-day. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the motion of the Senator from West 
Virginia? , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in thechair.) To pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report indicated by him. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to make a suggestion, not meaning to 
interfere with the Senator. If he wants to make remarks, he can 
make them on this bill. If he wants that report taken up, he can 
have it read as part of his remarks; but although I have no purpose 
to reply to the Senator, Ido protest against an arrangement by which 
the Senator is to make a speech on such a subject in such wise that 
no other Senator can reply to it. If he makes his remarks upon this 
bill, everybody will have the right to reply, and if he wants the re- 
port read, he can have it read asa part of his remarks. That saves 
all his rights; but I do not quite want to go to sea on the Senator’s 
speech with the understanding before we embark that no Senator is 
to he permitted to say anything in reply. 

Mr. HAMLIN. To-day. 

Mr. CONKLING. Well let him make his remarks upon the bill 
and have the report read. 

Mr. DAVIS. i is immaterial upon what bill or question I make my 
remarks. The Senate will do me the justice to say that on former 
occasions I stated that to-day I should ask to be heard, and I believe 
it has always been the usage to allow a Senator the floor whenever 
he took it after the morning hour, according to such previous notice. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is quite right; but I hope he does 
not understand me as making any objection. I only suggest to him 
that everything he wants to accomplish will be accomplished by 
speaking in form to the post-route bill. If he wants this report to 
precede his remarks, let him have it read as part of his remarks. 
The only effect of that arrangement will be that if any Senator wants 
to make any reply to him when he finishes, he may do so; whereas, 
if the Senate takes up this report as the business before the Senate 
subject toa call for the regular order and the Senator from Maine 
gives notice that on the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
West Virginia he will insist that no other Senator shall go on, then 
it gives him alone the opportunity to be heard and deprives every- 
body else of it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from New York knows better than I do 
that even if the post-route bill is called up as soon as I finish my re- 
marks any Senator who chooses to take the floor to reply may do so. 

Mr. CONKLING. Notspeaking on the same measure that the Sen- 
ator does. 

Mr. DAVIS. On any measure. Mr. President, I have no disposi- 
tion toexclude any Senator; in fact, 1 expect that some Senator prob- 
ably will have something to say in reply; but during the remarks I 
shall make to-day, as the figures ought to go in regular order, I ask 
that no Senator interrupt me; but at the expiration of my remarks 
I shall be ready to be catechised and to answer any question that any 
Senator may think proper to propound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair understood the Senator to 
move to proceed to the consideration of the report indicated by him. 

Mr. DAVIS. Only for the purpose of having it properly appear 
that I speak on the report of the committee, not on the post-route bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from West Virginia moves 
to proceed to the consideration of the report on the accounts of the 
Treasury Department submitted from the Committee on Finance on 
the 6th of June. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I make no such agreement on that, and I will take 
the vote of the Senate. I want to accommodate the Senator; but if 
he is going by a formal vote to displace the pending business, weshall 
have a division on that question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator does not understand that I want 
to do something that is irregular or improper. I would prefer speak- 
ing tothe report. If that is objected to by Senators, I shall make my 
remarks on the post-route bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not object to taking up the report subject toa 
call for the regular business at any time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam perfectly satistied with that and have so stated. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AvGUST 4, 


TREASURY STATEMENTS AND ACCOUNTS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the report 
referred to by the Senator from West Virginia will be considered as 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
der. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending order will be laid aside 
informally and the report taken up subject to call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I shall be as brief as the subject wil] 
permit. 

It will beremembered by the Senate that in the early part of the pres- 
ent session, in,the month of January, I introduced a resolution, which 
asked in substance that, owing to material alterations and discrepan- 
cies appearing in the statements of the public debt, expenditures, and 
receipts of the Government, as contained in the official finance re- 
ports to Congress, a special committee be appointed to investigate 
the books and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly 
with reference to such alterations and discrepancies, which, after ex- 
tended debate, was defeated by a party vote, (the republicans voting 
solidly against it,) and a substitute adopted, by a like party vote, mod- 
ifying the resolution to the extent of compelling its reference to the 
Finance Committee instead of a special committee of the Senate. [ 
will not stop to notice the reasons that actuated the dominant party 
in the Senate in refusing to allow this investigation by a special com- 
mittee. They were then well understood, as they are now. In what 
I now have to say I shall confine my remarks to the annual official 
reports to Congress, which ought to agree with the books of the Treas- 
ury Department, and the facts and figures I shall use I am prepared 
to show are taken from said reports. 

In the remarks made by me, and figures cited in support of the 
resolution, I think it can be safely said that it was established from 
the official finance reports that there had been changes, alterations, 
and discrepancies made in the annual statements of the public debt, 
expenditures, and receipts of the Government, and particularly in 
the reports for the years 1869, 1°70, and 1871; that, as an example of 
these changes and differences, the finance report for the year 1870 
states the total annual expenditures of the Government for the years 
from 1261 to 1866, inclusive, to be $3,271,970.43 more than the finance 
report for the year 1869 states them to be, and that for the single year 
1865 the finance report for the year 1870 states the expenditures to 
be nearly $9,000,000 more than the report of 1869 and previous re- 
ports state them to be; that like differences, changes, al alterations 
exist in the finance reports for 1869 and 1870 as to the pension, war, 
naval, and Indian expenditures, the same amounting to millions of 
dollars, and in all the examples cited the finance report for 1870 in- 
creases the expenditures over the amounts they are stated to be in 
the finance reports for 1°69 and the reports for the previous years; 
that after the revenue for certain years had been collected, deter- 
mined, and reported at certain and fixed amounts, and carried for 
years as such in the various finance reports, it was in subsequent 
reports altered and changed to smaller amounts, as in the year 1-62 
the annual revenue collected was stated in that year to have been 
$51,935,720.76, and continued to be reported at these same figures in 
all the annual finance reports from 1862 to 1870, a period of nine 
years, when for some strange, unknown, and unexplained reason this 
amount was changed and stated in the annual finance report for 1870 
to be $51,907,944.62, making a difference and decreasing the revenue 
for that year $27,776.14. 

Again, the finance report for the year 1863 states that the revenue 
derived from loans and Treasury notes for that year was $756,499,- 
905.57, and the report for 1864, the year sneceeding, states it to be 
$776,6282,361.57, which amount remains as the revenue for that year 
from loans and Treasury notes, and is carried in all the reports from 
1864 to 1269 at these figures, when it is found that in the finance re- 
port for 1870 for some reason this amount is also changed, and the 
revenue from loans and Treasury notes for the year 1463 is stated to 
be $814,925,494.96, and in the report for 1875, $717,284,707.01, the four 
statements for the same year, 1863, differing from $20,000,000 to 
$96,000,000, rendering if impossible to place full confidence in either 
of the finance reports named or to ascertain with any degree of ac- 
curacy from them the amount of revenue realized during the year 
1863 from loans and Treasury notes. 

It was established that the finance report for the year 1871 and sub- 
sequent reports state the public debt differently from what it is stated 
in the finance report of 1270 and all previous reports, and for the 
nine years commencing with 1862 and ending with 1870 the finance 
report of 1871 increases the public debt over the report of 1870 for the 
same years in the aggregate $248,960,352.94 ; and, further, that while 
Secretaries Chase, Fessenden, and McCulloch stated the public debt 
for the year 1862 to be $514,211,371.92, in which the Register of the 
Treasury agreed, and this amount stood on all the annual statements 
of the public debt in each of the finance reports from 1862 up to 1870, 
never was contradicted, and was always taken and acted upon as the 
public debt for that year, vet the Secretary of the Treasury, in the 
finance report for 1871, in the face of the action of his three distiv- 
guished predecessors and against all previous reports, and without 
explanation, and as I believe without any right or authority, stated 
the public debt for the year 1562 to be $524,176,412.13, thereby not 


I make no objection subject to call for regular or 
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only changing and altering it from what it had always been re- 
ported, but increasing it nearly $10,000,000. 


RIGHT TO MAKE CHANGES IN REPORTS DENIED. 


The right, law, and propriety of making these and other altera- | 


tions in the finance reports I denied in my former remarks, and now 
deny. 

It is conceded by all that the changes and alterations pointed out 
by me existed ; that I made no misstatement of facts; that I drew 
all the figures I used from the official finance reports and from no 
other source; and about the only answer made is an attempted ex- 
planation by the free use of strange figures and strange facts nowhere 
to be found in the finance reports or any official information given 
to Congress or the country. 

In the debate referred to some of the leading Senators friendly to 
the Administration, aided by all the assistance and statements the 
Treasury Department could render, attempted to explain some of the 
changes, alterations, and discrepancies pointed out by myself, but in 
the main failed, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance having one thoory and one set of figures to 1id his explana- 
tion, while the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. BoUTWELL] had a 
somewhat different theory and different facts to support his. 

I also asserted that if the Register of the Treasury should be asked 
whether or not the warrants in his Office would sustain the finance 
reports to Congress and his books, he would answer they could not 
sustain both; and I believe the Treasurer will answer about the same 
and tell you balances have been forced; yet in the face of this decla- 
ration, now standing on the records of the Senate, I do not hear that 
any question has been asked the Register or any other official to gain 
information on this point. Is it or can it be that the friends of the 
Administration are afraid he will answer as I have indicated, and 
perhaps produce written authority for his action in making changes? 


FINANCE COMMITTEES REPORT. 


This brings me tothe consideration of the report of the Finance Com- 
mittee made on the 6th, printed and delivered to the Senate on the 
17th of June. Before addressing myself to the details of this report, 
which I observe to be more voluminous than I had anticipated, and 
which contains a ae explanation of a part of the discrepancies 
pointed out by myself, I beg to submit generally that it must strike 
the impartial mind as a strange coincidence and circumstance that if 
the statements of the expenditures, receipts, and public debt as found 
in the finance reports are true, agree with the books, and can and 
ought to be relied upon, why so much time and labor to explain them? 
Indeed, I might say if they were true, agreed with each other and 
the books, there could be no difference and therefore no explanation 
required. It may be asserted generally that the truth needs no ex- 
planation. A mere statement carries conviction without labor or ef- 
fort; and I submit, what will not be denied by any one, that if changes, 
alterations, and discrepancies in the statements of a large corporation 
should continually appear, and it took great time, effort, and an ex- 
pert to explain them, and then to many minds fail, the verdict of all 
right-thinking people would be that such an institution, and par- 
ticularly the statements of its business affairs, would not and could 
not be entitled to confidence ; and, applying the same impartial rule 
to the statements and reports of the Treasury Department, the same 
result must follow. I will also observe that the report admits on 
its face that the committee made no such examination of the books 
and accounts of the Treasury Department as contemplated by the 
resolution, but have submitted a statement prepared in the Treasury 
Department. 

The chairman of the committee, in his remarks made in the Senate 
on the 19th ultimo, admits he made no personal examination. And 
the distinguished Senator from New York, (Mr. KERNAN, ] in the de- 
bate on the same day, says: 

But the Senator from Massachusetts is correct in supposing that the matter was 
referred to a subcommittee consistingof the chairman and myself; and it is due to 
us to say that neither of us—I did not go, 1 am sure—ever went to the Treasury to 
examine these books, which would have taken time beyond anything we could think 
of bestowing; but the resolution was communicated to the Treasury Department, 


and there came back a very large mass of statements and figures purporting to be 
explanations of the discrepancies complained of. 


These Senators constituted the subcommittee appointed to investi- 
gate the books and accounts of the Treasury Department, and they 
admit that they made no examination of them; and I will add with 
entire confidence that neither did the Finance Committee nor the sub- 
committee at any time visit the Treasury Department and make any 
examination whatever of the books, accounts, and reports; and fur- 
ther, the report made to the Senate was never regularly acted upon nor 
adopted in full committee, and that no member thereof ever carefully 
read or examined it, except perhaps the chairman; and while it pur- 
ports to be the report of thecommittee under the resolution, it is noth- 
ing more nor less than a statement of the Treasury Department de- 
fending itself. 

It will be borne in mind that in the examination made by myself 
Ihave not enjoyed the friendly aid and sympathy of the Treasury 
Department or any of its officials and experts, so readily accorded the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the committee, to explain changes 
and discrepancies pointed out by me, but I have been compelled to 
rely entirely upon such facts and information as I could obtain from 
the finance reports. 
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REPORT ADMITS CHANGES AND ALTERATIONS, 
| Before proceding to notice in detail the explanations contained in 
the report of the Finance Committee, I will cite certain extracts from 
it to show that it admits there have been changes and alterations 
made in the statements of the public debt, revenue, and expenditures 
contained in the finance reports to Congress from year to year. I 
deem this important, because although I have shown from the reports 
themselves that certain statements have been changed yet it has 
been denied. 

On page 9 of the report the committee, after speaking of the ex- 
amination of the public debt from the year 1836, quoting from the 
finance report of 1871, say: 


A part of the differences has arisen from a want of knowledge and care on the part 
of subordinate clerks in stating loan accounts, but much the larger proportion has 
occurred from a want of unity, system, and proper method in the accounts as here- 
tofore kept in the Department. 

Then follows a letter of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

This letter is set out in the report, occupies two full pages, 10 and 
11, and nearly all of it is devoted to explaining the discrepancies in 
the different statements of the public debt for the year 1869, there 
being four distinct statements, all different, as follows: 

Finance report for 1269, page 19 $2, 656, 603, 955 
Monthly debt statement, July 1, 1869 2, 645, 170, 294 
Finance report, 1870, (June 30, 1869,) page 25 2, 588, 452, 213 94 
Finance report, 1870, (by the Register,) page 276 2, 489, 092, 480 538 


These differences varying from eleven to one hundred and sixty-seven 
million dollars. 

It is submitted, if it takes two pages of printed matter for an Aasist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury, with all the facts before him and all 
the information in the Department at his command, to explain the 
differences that exist in the statements of the public debt for a single 
year, it becomes simply impossible for a person outside of the Treas- 
ury and relying solely on the finance reports to even approximate to 
what the public debt is for a given year. 

In this letter, near its close, the Assistant Secretary, in speaking of 
these differences and discrepancies, says : 


They arose from a system of book-keeping which was defective, and which has 
been of late years greatly improved. 


73 
16 


The committee, on page 12, submit as a part of their report a let- 
ter from Secretary Bristow, bearing date May 4, 1876, to the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance touching the resolution introduced by 
myself, in which he says: 

In reply, I have the honor to transmit herewith certain tabular statements and 
memoranda explaining the discrepancies referred to. 

On page 13 of the report the Secretary, in this same letter, says : 


Some of the discrepancies referred to have actually existed for many years, in fact 
commencing with some of the accounts of the first loans issued by the Government, 
and were first shown in the reports of the years 1870 and 1871, for the reason that 
during that period an examination into the subject was begun, and changes were then 
made in the published statements as the result of such examination. 


Here, Senators, you have from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
adopted by the Finance Committee, the unequivocal admission that 
in 1870 and 1871 wholesale changes were made in the published state- 
ments of the public debt, expenditures, and receipts. 

Further on, under the head of public debt, he says: 

In 1871 this account was resteted from 1836 from the receipts and expenditures. 

And he also says: 

When this examination was completed the Register was directed to state his ac- 
counts accordingly. 

Here we have another important admission ; that the Register was 
directed to state his accounts, not from his books, not from the war- 
rants in his Office, nor in hisown way, but to force balances according 
to a statement sent from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

On page 16 of the report Secretary Bristow, in this same letter, 
Says: 

The year 1869 was the first of Secretary Boutwett's administration, who re- 
modeled the debt statement, and, I add, increased it many millions. 


These extracts from the report of the committee establish the fol- 
lowing important admissions and facts : 

First. That discrepancies and differences do exist in the statements 
of the public debt, receipts, and expenditures made by the Treasury 
Department to Congress. 

Second. In 1870 and 1871 certain changes reaching as far back as 
the year 1835 were made in the published statements to Congress of 
the public debt, receipts, and expenditures of the Government. 

Third. That after the examination made in the Secretary’s office 
which produced these changes, the public debt in 1671 was “restated 
and remodelec,” the Register of the Treasury, the official book-keeper 
of the accounts of the Government, a high officer, whose duty is de- 
fined by law, was arbitrarily directed to make his statements conform to 
them, thereby increasing the public debt millions. 

Fourth. That in 1870 the Secretary of the Treasury “ remodeled ” 
the public debt statement, largely increasing it. 

And herein at last we have the reasons given why it is impossible 
| to gain accurate information from the published statements of the 
| Treasury Department as to what the public debt, receipts, and ex- 

penditures of the Government are for a given year, and why it is that 
the reports for the same year do not agree. 
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But, Mr. President, this is not all. This going back and changing 
the published statements of the Treasury Department for more than 
thirty years has not only led to inextricable confusion, but puts it 
beyond the power of any one to teil whether or not a proper disposi- 
tion has been made of the public funds or fraud has been committed ; 
and it isonly the charitable, in the face of the fact that these changes 
have largely increased the public debt, who will agree no harm has 
been done and no frauds perpetrated and no money misapplied. 

Again, sir, I wish to state that the changing of the official pub- 
lished statements of the Treasury Department that have stood for 
years, for any reason whatever, appears to me a bold and unwar- 
ranted assumption of power. These statements were sacred beyond 
the touch of any officer of the Government, and could not be inter- 
fered with, changed, or altered except by an act of Congress assign- 
ing the reasons therefor, and even this power is doubtful. Yet we 
find one Secretary acknowledging that another “remodeled” the 

ublic-debt statement at his own instance, and not in pursuance of any 
aw. This power that one Secretary may change the statements made 
by his predecessors conceded, uncertainty reigns, the road becomes 
directly open to fraud, and confidence must cease to exist; and yet 
this is just what has been done and admitted by the officers of the 
Treasury Department and the Finance Committee in their report. 


REVIEW OF REPORT. 


On page 16 of the report we find the explanation made by the 
Treasury Department and adopted by the committee of some of the 
discrepancies and differences pointed out by myself. The first is as 
to the differences in the finance reports of 1869 and 1870 as to the 
total annual expenditures of the Government from 1860 to 1866, in- 
clusive, and I read it at length, that it may be fully understood : 


The total annual expenditures are stated in the finance report of 1869, on page 
321, as follows: 


#85, 383, 713 08 
570, 841, 700 25 
895, 796, 630 65 

1, 298, 144, 656 00 

1, 897, 674, 224 09 

1, 141, 672, 666 09 


5.888, 917. 190 16 


The total annual expenditures are stated in the finance report for 1870, on page 
275, as follows: 


5, 387, 363 08 

55, 667, 358 08 
#90, 815, 911 25 

1, 295, 541, 114 86 
1, 906, 433, 331 37 
1, 139, 344, O81 95 


1862-"63 
1863-'64 
1*°64-"65.. . 
1765-66... 
5, 892, 199, 160 oY 
3, 271, 970 43 


Total 
Difference or increase 


Which is explained as follows, namely : 
Typographical error in finance report for 1869 in the amount of the 
total expenditures for the year 1861-62 $50 00 
Trust funds, excluded from the finance report of 1869, namely : 
$20, 000 00 
319 91 
3,013 44 
23, 333 35 
6, 292 60 


Less repayment, Navy hospital fund 


(See Appendix B.) 
1863—A wards 

Cherokee schools. 

Navy pension fund 

Kansas schools 


3,043 31 

13, 065 &7 

3, 162 04 

600 00 

10, 858 37 

—— 30, 729 50 

(See Appendix C.) 

Navy pension fund 
Chickasaw fund 
Cherokee schools 
Choctaw schools 

Kansas schools 


7, 947, 200 65 
122, 256 96 
4,692 42 
21,610 30 
1,312 50 
45, 169 17 
(See Appendix E.) 
Total ... 
From which deduct outstanding warrants: 
July 1, 1866, per ‘receipts and expenditures,” 1866, 
page 356 
Less the amount outstanding July 1, 1961, 
ceipts and expenditures,” 1861, page 385 


4, 018, 091 91 


3, 271, 970 43 
Now I submit that this falls far short of an explanation. Indeed, 
it cannot be regarded as an explanation at all. 
In my remarks I set up the figures from both reports and gave 
the total difference as to the years named, feeling that the difference 
as to each year would be apparent and any answer would explain 
each one of them; and for the purpose of making proper reply to this 


explanation I will now show the ditference in each year, increase or 
decrease, as the case may be, as follows: 


Difference explained 
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Annual expenditures as shown by reports of 1869 and 1870. 


j j ie 


} 
Total annual expenditures as | 
stated in finance report for— | Increase in 
report of 
1870 over 
1869. 


Decrease in 
report of 
1870 over 


ate 
: 1869 and pre- | 1870and subse- | 
vious reports. | quent reports. 


, 387, 313 08; 885, 387, 363 08) $50 00} 
71), 841, 700 25) 565, 667, 358 08) 
5, 796, 630 65) 849,815,911 25) 4, 019, 280 60 
8, 144, 656 00/1, 295, 541, 114 86)... 2, 603, 541 14 
97, 674, 224 091, 906, 433, 331 37] 8, 759, 107 Be}..... 2. 

, 072, 666 09\1, 139, 344, O81 95) 1, 728, 584 14 
EL ctnasunnenesdee’ Is, 888, 917, 190 16/5, 892, 189, 160 50)12, 778, 437 BF) 9, 506, 467 45 
ER INTRREIS | | 3,271,970 43 





Now, the objection to the explanation is that it disposes of only the 
year 1861, where the discrepancy amounts to only $50, and this is done 
by saying it is a typographical error, to which there is no answer. The 
difference between the two reports as to the year 1862 is $5,174,342.17, 
of which the sum of $17,040.75 is acccounted for by excluding trust 
funds, and more than $5,000,000 left unaccounted for. 

As to the year 1263, $4,019,280.60, by the use of school and other 
funds there is explained of this amount $30,729.59. What becomes 
of the other three million dollars and more no one can tell. 

As to the year 1865, $8,759,107.22, and by a similar use of school and 
trust funds of this amount there is explained only $7,290,062.34, and 
nothing said of the other million. 

It would have been more satisfactory if the Treasury Department 
and the committee had taken up these alarming differences in each 
year and explained them if there was any explanation, and if there 
was none to have said so. 

But the most notable defect in this explanation which accounts to 
a cent for the aggregate difference between the two reports is that 
it omits any mention of the difference as to the year 1864, which 
amounts to $2,603,541.14. Yet leaving out this sum, making no refer- 
ence to it whatever, the Treasury Department and Finance Commit- 
tee make their explanation of the aggregate differences between the 
reports for the years from 1861 to 1566 agree to a cent. How they 
could do this and omit the year 1864 with its large difference of more 
than two millions, defeats any hope of understanding. 

It would delay the Senate too oar for me to notice at length the 
other attempted explanations made of the discrepancies in the re- 
ports pointed out by myself as to the receipts and expenditures. I 
will cite two examples and pass on. 

On page 17 of the report is the following: 

In the report of 1870 the expenditures for pensions are stated for 
the year 1864-'65 at 


$16,347, 621 34 
In the report for 1869, for same year, at 


9, 291, 610 48 


Showing an increase in the report of 1870 over that of 1869 of 7, 056,010 86 
which is explained as follows: 

Amount paid from the Navy pension fund (Interior Department) for 
investment in Navy pension fund, (public debt,) per act of July 1, 
1864, (13 Statutes, page 414, section 4753, Revised Statutes) ........ 

Excess of repayment carried to “ Indians” per “receipts and ex- 
penditures " 1:65, page 45 


7, 047, 200 65 
9, 466 19 


7, 056, 666 84 
Less amount of outstanding warrants issued on this account, 
but not paid during the year. (See “ receipts and expend- 
itures ” 1864, page 229, and 1°65, page 276) 
And error in classification carried to “ Indians” 


Difference explained 7, 056, 010 86 


The Senator from Massachusetts made the reports of 1869 and 1870 
to Congress, and is responsible for both ; yet one says the amount ex- 
pended for pensions was $16,347,621.34 and the other $9,291,610.48— 
increase over seven millions. 

And on page 19 the following : 


REVENUE COLLECTED. 


In the finance report for 1863, the total revenue for the year, exclu- 
sive of loans and Treasury notes, is stated at $132, 8°9, 746 95 
In the report for the year 1864, at $112,687,290.95, which should be.. 112, 697, 290 95 


Showing a difference in the two reports of 
Which is the amount of receipts for that year from postal currency 


improperly included in the report for 1863 in the column of “ net. 
ordinary revenue” 


20, 192, 456 00 


These examples will indicate the manner and style of explanation, 
in each case different, showing that the discrepancies are not due to 
a change in making the statements or keeping the books of the Treas- 
ury Department. As to the explanation of revenue collected above 
cited, it is enough to condemn itself. A clerical error repeated for 
several years is made to account for a difference of more than $20,- 
000,000. In addition to this, the $37,640,787.95 referred to in the ex- 
planation is the large sum that, owing to clerical errors, sometimes 
appears in the statements and at times disappears, and yet no differ- 
ence is noted in the total receipts. 

But to this and all other explanations touching the revenue col- 
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lected I will call to my aid the language of the committee in their 
report, Which happily furnishes a full answer. On page 2 they say: 

When money is covered into the Treasnry it is under the safeguard of the Con- 
stitution and the law. - Ee / 

As stated before, moneys covered into the Treasury cannot be again taken out 
except through an appro priation ; and even moneys erroneously covered in, as in 
case of customs or internal revenue, can only be recovered through an appropriation. 

I fully agree with the committee. Money once collected and cov- 
ered into the Treasury cannot without the action of Congress be taken 
out; yet in the examples I have cited I have shown that the revenue, 


after being reported for years, has been decreased $50,000,000, without | 


an appropriation or authority of any kind, and before I close I will 
show additional examples. 


I make no further comment than to say that in this way generally 


the changes, differences, and discrepances are explained. Figures and 
facts not in the reports and clerical errors are called in to aid the De- 
partment in explaining its own statements. 

Nobody knows, and no one can tell but the officers of the Treasury 
Department without a thorough examination by an expert with full 
time and a proper examination, whether these strange figures are cor- 
rect, and therefore no answer can be made to the explanations so far 
as the use of them is concerned. All will agree that the statements 
themselves should show the truth and the facts. As it isthey do not. 

PUBLIC DEBT. 

It will be remembered that under this head I cited the statement 

of the public debt, as given in the finance reports of 1870 and 1871, 


for the years between 1262 and 1870, inclusive, and showed that the 


aggregate difference between these reports was $248,960,352.94, and 
called attention to the large differences that existed between the re- 
ports as to each year. The Treasury Department and the committee 
make the following explanation, commencing on page 19 of the report 
and ending on page 20: 


Changes in the public-debt statement. 


In the finance report for 1871, the Register states the public debt for the follow- 
ing years at— 


BOER, ccccccccccccceccsencoocces SHeanes Sedcecoossenecesecccececece $524, 176, 412 
1, 119, 772, 138 
1, 815, 784, 370 
2, 680, 647, 869 
2, 773, 236, 173 
2, 678, 126, 103 
2, 611, 687, 851 19 
2, 588, 452, 218 94 
2, 480, 672, 427 81 


13 
63 
57 
74 
69 
87 


nee 


2, 555, 
is stated as follows : 
#514, 211, 371 
, 793, 181 
, 690, 420 
2, 593, 026 5 
, 425, 879 * 
2, 692, 199, 215 
2, 636, 320, 964 
2, 489, 002, 480 
2, 386, 358, 599 


S61 57 
In the report for 1870, for the same year the debt 

1262 

1863 

1804 


92 


37 


1866 
1867 
1268 


Total 


Difference or increase, as shown by the honorale Senator from 
West Virginia, in the report of 1871 over 1870 of ........... 248, 960, 352 94 
But this difference or increase, as thus shown, is erroneous. It is a comparison 
of the sum of running balances, between which no intelligible comparison can be 
made. The proper way to make the comparison is to find the increase or decrease 
on each account for each yeur, and thus ieieomsine the aggregate increase on each 
account since 1861, the difference between which will be the true difference in the 
accounts, 
Che following will explain the difference : 


19, 023, 595, 208 63 


Increase. Decrease. Net increase. 


Receipts and ex- 

penditures ; | 
1261 $90, 520, 873 72) 
1x62 433, 595, 538 41 
1863 63) 595, 5 26 50) 
1-64 57) 6 2, 231 94) 
1865 74) 864, 863, 499 17 
1566 92, 5k, 303 95 
1367 
Imps 


$524, 176, 412 13 
1, 119, 772, 138 
1, 815, 784, 370 
2, 680, 647, 869 
2, 773, 236, 173 
2, 678, 126, 103 
2, 611, 687, 851 
2, 588, 453, 213 ¢ 
2, 480, 672, 427 


107, 780, 786 13 


292, 563, 745 88 $2, 480,672, 427 81 


2, 773, 236, 173 69) 
Issnes and re- ——- va 
demptions: 

90, 267, 223 65) 
423, 343, 543 24) 
584, 521, 809 a 
641, 897, 308 12 
941, 902, 537 04 
100, 832, a52 62 

91, 226, 664 

55, 878, 250 

38, 597, 981 ¢ 
117, 476, 955 





1, 093, 793, 181 37 

1, 740, 690, 489 49) 

2, 682, 503, 026 53) 

2, 783, 425, 879 21 | 

2, 692, 199, 215 12 
--.| 2, 636, 320, 964 67). 
-+ {*2, 597, 722, 983. 37). 

CEB. cvses +-eee- (#2, 480, 246, 027 83) 


2, 783, 425, 879 21/303, 179, 851 38 


126, 399 98 


2, 480, 246, 027 83 | 
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NOTES TO THE FOREGOING TABLE. 
In the Register's report for 1869 the outstand 
ing public debt was published (as heretofore 
explained) as ‘ 
Which is the amount of the 
debt, less cash and sinking 
fund in the Treasury,to which 
ehould be added the amount of 
cash and sinking fund 
Less accrued interest 


$2, 489, 002, 480 58 


$156, 167, 813 58 
47, 447, 310 79 


108, 720, 502 79 


$2, 597, 722, 983 37 
———— 
In the same report for 1870 the outstanding 
public debt was again published as 
To which should be added the 
amount of cash and sinking 
fund 


2, 386, 358, 509 74 


$144, 494, 984 61 
50, 607, 556 52 
— 93, 887, 428 09 


To give the principal of the debt July 1, 1870 2, 480, 246, 027 83 


It will be observed that this explanation reduces the difference to 
$426,399.98, and then explains the same away by various items and 
figures not found in the reports. 

In order to show the difference between the reports for each year, 
I have prepared the following table, which I submit is the only fair, 
proper, and intelligible way of ascertaining the difference between 
the two reports as to the public debt, and the mode adopted by the 
Department and the Finance Committee is neither fair nor intelligible: 


Public debt, as stated in the } 
finance report for— 
| 
' 
| 


Increase. | Decrease. 
1871 and sub- | | 

sequent 
ports. 


1870 and pre- 
vious reports. 


re 


$524, 176, 412 13 
19, 772, 138 63 
5, 784, 370 57 
, 647, 869 74) % 
236, 173 69) ¢ 
87} 2, 6S 99, 215 
19 , 964 67 
3 94 2, 420 Se 
599 74 


155, 561 57/19, 023, 595, 208 63 


$514, 
_ 098, 
, 740, 


211, 
793, 
694, 
593, 


371 92 
181 37 
4n9 
O2¢t 


879 2 


$9, 965, 040 21 
20, 978, 957 26 
75, 093, 881 Or 


-eeeee = /10, 189, 705 
14, 013, 111 2! 
. . -/24, 633, 113 48 
99, 149, 733 36)............. 
94, 313, 828 07 


299, 801, 439 9850, 841, 087 04 


Total difference | 
or increase. .. . 248, 960, 352 94 


This table shows the difference in each year; for instance, taking 
the first year, 1861, the difference is nearly $10,000,000. It seems to 
me the Treasury Department and committee should have explained 
this difference and then proceeded with the difference in each of the 
remaining years; but instead of this, by the free use of figures, they 
make up a fictitious aggregate difference of $426,399.98, explain that 
away, and claim this explanation should account for an established 
and acknowledged difference of $248,960,352.04 for the years named 
between the two reports. 

But the theory adopted by the Department and committee is en- 
tirely unauthorized and unknown to any system of accounting in the 
world. 

Admitting it to be true, it leads to absurdities. Take the last cited 
year, 1870, the difference between the two reports as to the public 
debt is above $94,000,000. Now, this theory cannot be applied to ex- 
plaining this difference, nor will it explain any single year. 

But this is not all. This explanation attempts and claims to ex- 
plain the difference that exists in the finance reports for 1870 and 
1871 as to the public debt for the years included between 1861 and 
1870; but in doing this it does not employ the figures found in the 
reports and used by myself. For instance, in the explanation under 
the head of “receipts and expenditures” the figures, with one ex- 
ception, correspond to those used by myself, and are taken from the 
report of 1871, but under the head of “issues and redemptions” the 
figures from 1861 to 1562, inclusive, are taken from the finance re- 
port of 1870; but the figures for the years 1969 and 1870 are not those 
used by myself and taken from the report of 1870, but are manufact- 
ured for this explanation as the foot-note shows, and never did ap- 
pear in any finance report made to Congress, as an examination of 
the last finance report of 1875 on pages 8 and 578 and all others will 
show. 

Now, all will admit that in submitting to an explanation of a dif- 
ference or discrepancy between two reports the figures found in those 
reports must be used, and no others can be, and for this reason this 
explanation, admitting the theory to be true, becomes a failure and a 
farce and cannot be sustained. 

Another objection: On examination of the explanation it will be 
seen it begins with the year 1861 and states the debt for that year at 
different amounts ; for instance: 


In report of 1871 at 


940, 580, 873 72 
In report of 1870 at 


290, 867, #22 68 


26, O44 Bt 


Difference 





i 





ps ae we 
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for which the explanation does not account. These amounts, though 
differing, are added in the tables of increase. 

But there is another still equally fatal objection to this explana- 
tion, and condemns it as entirely unreliable. 

Under the head of receipts and expenditures, page 20 of Finance 
Committee’s report, it will be observed that, for the year 1869, the 
debt is stated at $2,58",453,213.94. It should have been stated at 
$2,588,452,213.94, the figures found in the fisance report for 1871 and 
the table used by me. This must be the case, because all of the 
figures for the other years are taken from the finance report of 1871, 
and correspond exactly with this single exception. Now, this using 
of the figure “3” for the figure “2” makes a difference of $1,000, 
which must affect every other part of the explanation, yet, notwith- 
standing this false figure or error making a difference of $1,000, the 
explanation of the difference agrees to a cent, which is impossible 
if the balance of the explanation is based on facts. 

Another significant fact suggests itself in connection with this ex- 
planation of the discrepancies in the public-debt statements made by 
the Treasury Department and adopted by the Finance Committee. 
It will be remembered, in the debate on the resolution, both the hon- 
orable Senator fron: Massachusetts and the distinguished chairman of 
the Finance Committee made explanations of these discrepancies, 
and though slightly differing, yet neither suggested the theory and 
explanation nsed in this report. 

‘he explanation by the Treasury Department and Finance Com- 
mittee of the differences and discrepancies pointed out by myself, 
commencing with the year 1836, is similar in theory to the one just 
referred to, and to which the same objections exist. I will therefore 
not detain the Senate to answer them in detail. 

These objections to the explanation of the Finance Committee and 
Treasury Department are fatal, and more than sufficient to reject it. 
It is false in theory and cannot be sustained. 


TRANSFER OF PACIFIC RAILWAY DEBT. 


I will close the answer to the explanations contained in the report 
by referring to the discrepancy growing out of the transfer to another 
table of the Union Pacific Railway debt. 

To the fact stated by myself that in 1470 the reduction of the pub- 
lic debt was due mainly to the transfer to another table of the 
Union Pacific Railway debt or bonds, and was not actual, the Treas- 
ury Department and Finance Committee make the following answer: 


In reply to the charge that, ‘in the year 1870, there was an ap- 
parent rednetion of the public debt of over $100,000,000, (ac- 
cording to the finance report.) but this reduction was in a great 
measure only apparent and duc to a stroke of the pen, a mere 
transfer of about $60,000,000 to another table, [that] the country 
gave credit to the administration for the large decrease of the 
»ublic debt during this year, when, in fact, the larger part of 
t was due tothe change in book-keeping and the Secretary's 
new tables,” it isonly necessary to state that the outstanding 
pablic debt on July 1, 1°69, (see finance report of 1869, page 


29,) was........ ° = Se neenen st00e% oncens seneesunqont $2, 656, 603, 955 73 
From which was excluded the item of Pacific Railroad bonds... 58, 638, 320 00 
Leaving the amount ..... ica, Seana alienate isin in sitet sari moa 2, 597, 965, 635 73 
The outstanding debt on the first of July, 1870, (see finance re- 

rr ) (i... crcinehbatensisehaniieesbtkitenwie 2, 480, 304, 797 74 





Which shows a decrease for the year, exclusive of the item of 
ee ee RE. sen b een eneseaeneken eee eat niie 117, 660, 837 99 


A brief examination of which will show it is not satisfactory, and 
I was right. 

The Pacifie Railroad bonds are included in the report and table 
referred to. (See report 1869, page 27.) 

In the first place, the Finance Committee states the public debt for 
1869 to be $2,656,603,955.73, and cites the page in the report of 1869 to 
prove this. Now, this amount is not taken from the regular tables 
of the Secretary and Register showing the public debt for each year, 
found in all the finance reports, but is taken from a detailed state- 
ment of the public indebtedness for that year from all sources, and 
is not what is generally understood to be the “ public debt.” 

For instance, on page 317 of the finance report for 1869 the public 
debt in the regular table is stated at $2,489,002,480.58. 

But for the purpose of answering this explanation, I will take the 
public debt for 1869, as stated in the finance report of 1875, at page 
9 the Secretary and at page 578 the Register states it to be $2,58e,- 
452,213.94, and I will add that at pages 11 and 13, in the report of 1871, 
the Secretary, and at page 369 the Register, states the debt for that 
year at precisely the same figures, and I therefore take it it must be 
correct. Now, from this amount subtract the public debt for the year 
1870 as stated by the committee and in the report for that year, $2,480,- 
304,797.74, and we have $108,147,416.20, and not $117,660,837.99, even 
including the Pacitic Railway debt, which amounts to $58,638,320, and 
being excluded leaves $49,509,096.20 as the actual reduction of the 
public debt for 1860. 


FAILURE TO EXPLAIN ALTERATIONS. 

Now, after more than four months’ time, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, the Treasury Department, and the Financo Committee have 
utterly failed to explain why the finance reports do not agree or how 
it is that the expenditures of the Government have been largely in- 
creased and the revenue decreased and from 1861 to 1870 inclusive the 


vineced, with the information now before the Senate, that there is and 
can be no satisfactory explanation or answer given why the expendi- 
tures and the public debt of the Government have been so largely in- 
creased. as 

There must be and is some cause for this fact which will come to 
light when a proper and fair examination of the affairs of the Treasury 
Department can be made. 

As a Senator and a citizen anxious to uphold the public credit | 
had earnestly hoped that the discrepancies, changes, and differences 
pointed out by myself would be explained on the incoming of the 
report of the Finance Committee, which has been delayed nearly 
five months, and which time has been consumed in allowing the 
officials of the Treasury Department to defend their statements and 
make the explanations contained in the report of the committee, but 
I regret to say while the report admits the evils that exist yet it fails 
to answer them fully. 

The Committee on Finance have only made a partial report under 
the resolution, owing I have no doubt to other pressing duties. They 
were required not only to investigate and ascertain if such differences 
and discrepancies existed, but to report the extent and nature there- 
of. They confined themselves, however, to attempting to explain 
the examples pointed out by myself, not even noticing all of them, 
although there are many others easily found. 

These changes, differences, “restating,” and “remodeling” of the 
official statements of the public debt, receipts, and expenditures, 
with all the doubt they cause and the evil they have produced, 
belong to the present administration; they have occurred, each and 
all of them, during the time it has had possession of the Govern- 
ment. 

Before this time no changes were made and none were found bold 
enough to attempt to change facts and figures and the published state- 
ments of the Treasury Department. The system founded at the or- 
ganization of the Government was sufficient to carry the Govern- 
ment through near three-fourths of a century of its existence, and was 
the admiration and pride of the Republic, but under the present Ad- 
ministration it is suddenly found insuflicient, in part cast aside and 
this too without law or authority, and changes in the public debt and 
expenditures are made which startle the country, and this, too, with- 
out reference or re-examination of the warrants or accounts of the 
Register, who is by law the official book-keeper of the Government. 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR MAKING CHANGES AND FORCING BALANCES. 

And the Senator from Massachusetts, in his remarks made on the 
19th ultimo, says that the changes made under his administration 
for the first time in the history of the Government stated the affairs 
of the Treasury Department accurately. He uses this language: 

I also assert that during the four years that I administered the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for the first time in the history of the Government the books of the Depart- 
ment represented the exact state of public affairs. 

Here is not only an impeachment of the system adopted by those 
who organized the Treasury Department, but the accuracy and efli- 
ciency of his distinguished predecessors are also called in question, 
among whom may be numbered the following distinguished names 
which adorn our history: Hamilton,Gallatin, Crawford, Rush, Taney, 
Woodbury, Corwin, Guthrie, Chase, and Fessenden. These were great 
men. Some of them the founders of our present financial system, 
which others have carried out with such great success. They will 
live in our history and be long remembered for their ability, fidelity, 
integrity, wise and efficient administration of public affairs, while it 
may be that the only claim to remembrance that the Senator from 
Massachusetts will enjoy will be the unenviable fame of changing 
the system, figures, reports, and official statement made by these great 
men and tearing down what they so faithfully built. Rut the com- 
mittee have not failed to mildly censure the Secretary in their report 
in the following language: 

Your committee are not prepared to recommend any change in the mode of keep- 
ing or making public these accounts. The system is the growth of the experience 
of the Department since its organization, and it would be a very delicate and dan 
gerous task to propose any change in this respect. 

All will admit if there had been errors in the accounts and reports 
of the Treasury Department, which I question, it was the duty of the 
Secretary to refer them to Congress for action. In the remarks made 
by the Senator on the day named he also said: 

But the reputation and the credit of the country are concerned in knowing 
whether at any time by any Secretary of the Treasury balances in the public ac- 
counts have been forced. 

I agree with the Senator that the reputation and credit of the 
country are concerned in the matter of forcing balances in the public 
accounts, and it becomes a matter of moment to fix the responsibility, 
if such has been the case, where it properly belongs. In this connec- 
tion I will state what is not generally known, but what is well known 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BOUTWELL, ] that in Novem- 
ber, 1871, while he was Secretary and during his administration, a 
letter, together with a statement of the public debt, prepared in the 
Secretary’s Office, commencing with the year 1835 and ending with 
the year 1870, was sent to the Register, in which he was arbitrarily 
directed to make his statement of the public debt (to be sent to Con- 
gress) correspond to the one sent him, compelling him thereby and 
by reason of the orders from the Secretary’s Office to disregard the 


public debt has been increased $248,960,352.94. I disiniss any further } official data in his own office, the only true source from which he 
answer to the explanations of these alarming differences firmly con- | could make a statement of the public debt to Congress as required 
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Register’s Office will not sustain the statement of the pubiic debt 
he was compelled arbitrarily to make to Congress; and in order to 
make his statement of the public debt as made up from data in his 
oflice agree with the one sent him from the Secretary’s Oflice, he was 
forced to make changes in the former statements of the public debt 
and increase it in the aggregate more than $240,000,000. 

I leave it to the Senate whether or not this was not forcing balances ; 
and as to who did it, that question is answered. 

And because such official attacks on the public accounts and state- 
ments and others I have mentioned were made under the administra- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts while Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and I have ventured in my humble way to bring them to the 
attention of the Senate and ask an investigation, it seems I have pro- 
yoked his displeasure, and in his wrath he uses language that adds 
nothing to his reputation for politeness nor makes his official conduct 
clearer, and says that I cannot understand the public accounts; in 
reply to which I will only remark nobody else can since, as Secretary 
Bristow says, he remodeled them. 

The Senator in effect acknowledged he made the changes that pro- 
duced the confusion and discrepancies in the public accounts that 
have given rise to this and other discussions. This may be the reason 
that influenced him to vote against a special committee of investiga- 
tion and for one of which he is a member and his party friends in 
the majority. But I submit it would have been more manly for him 
had he wade the confession earlier and not waited until an Ex-Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the Finance Committee, and others had fast- 
ened on him the fact that he was the cause of the changes, contra- 
dictions, and discrepancies that exist in the finance reports. 

In support of the charge that balances have been forced and that 
the hea of the Department will not support the “ remodeled state- 
ments and reports” made to Congress, I submit an instance. 

A few days ago I addressed a letter to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions asking him to furnish me a statement showing the amount paid 
for pensions from 1860 to 1870, inclusive, to which he replied as fol- 
lows: 


bv law; and I now further state that the data and warrants in the | 
' 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., July 25, 1876. 
Sir: In compliance with your request of the 24th instant, I have the honor to 
transmit the inclosed table of the amount paid for Army and Navy pensions from 
1360 to 1870, inclusive. 
Inclosed is also the annual report of this office for the year 1865; the copies for 
the year 1864 are exhausted. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
0. P. G. STARKE, 
Ohief Clerk. 
Hon. H. G. Davis, 
United States Senate. 


Statement showing the total amount paidin each fiscal year for Army and Navy pen- 
sions from 1860 to 1870, inclusive. 


a $1, 154, 321 73 
1861... 1, 089, 218 75 
1862* . 800, 8f9 94 
1863... 1, 044, 364 47 
Be ceccsece 4, 521, 622 18 
1865... 8, 542, 885 27 
1866 13, 250, 980 17 
1867... 1#, 681, 711 79 
1268. 24, 079, 403 18 
1869... 28, 445, 089 09 
BBD. ccccscccssccscoccceeseseccoaccces 27, 780, 811 81 














NN ee NN SUN nsec chadcdasndcdssnevabiceves iiwceuaes 129, 391, 228 38 





* Pensioners in Southern States dropped. 

These figures show beyond the possibility of a doubt that the books 
of the Pension Office do not agree with the Secretary’s new table made 
in 1870, and, what is worse still, that in making this new table the 
pension expenditures were increased from 1860 to 1870 $13,149,265.06 
over and above what the books of the Pension Office show them to 
have been for those years. 

In order that the difference between the books of the Pension Office 
and the finance report for 1870 may readily appear, I have prepared 
the following statement: 

Statement showing the total amount paid in each fiscal year for Army and 

Navy pensions, as per finance report for 1370 and letter of the Commis- 

sioner of Pensions of July 25, 1876. 





| From Secreta- 

| ry's table, | 

Increase. | Decrease. 
! 








From letter of | 
Years. finance re-| ©,ommis- | 
= sioner of | 
port of 1870, eae 
page 30. Pensions. 
es feet cies 
$1, 100, 802 32 MN UE Si nccdeconsncce $53, 519 41 
1,034,599 73 | 1, 089, 218 75 | ae 54, 619 02 
852,170 47 800,819 94 $51,350 53 |........... 


1, 078, 513 36 1, 044, 364 47 | 
4,985,473 90 | 4,521,62218 | 463,851 72 |........... 
16, 347,621 34 | 8, 542, 885 27 

15, 605, 549 88 | 13,250,980 17 

20, 936,551 71 18, 681,711 79 
23, 722,326 78 | 24,079, 403 18 
28, 476, 621 78 28, 445, 089 09 
28, 340, 202 17 | , 780, 811 81 


| 





” "31, 532 69 
559, 390 36 


8 























BOR sbccaectins 142, 540, 493 44 | 129,391, 228 38 | 13,554,419 89 | 405,154 8&3 








Secretary's table, tinance report for 1875..........- $142, 540, 493 44 
Increase ....... : ; cae $13, 554, 419 89 
Letter of Commissioner of Pensions, July 25, 1876 19, 391, 228 38 
Decrease : 405, 154 83 





13, 149, 265 06 13, 149, 265 06 
ADDITIONAL CHANGES AND ALTERATIONS. 


Difference or increase in Secretary's table 


I regret that the Finance Committee could not go to the Treasury 
Department and make a thorough examination for themselves, but 
were compelled to depend upon the Treasury officials for explanation 
and information in the premises, who failed to point out other dis- 
crepancies and differences besides those named by me which exist in 
the reports, among which are the following: 


Pension expenditures. 


Report for 1869. | Report for 1870. Increase. 
a ———~ 


| | 

$1, 809, 739 62 | $1, 811, 097 56 | $1, 357 94 
193, 695 87 | 1, 328, 867 64 | 1,135, 171 77 
161, 190 66 | 1, 222, 222 71 | 1, 061, 032 05 

1 




















Total increase. ..... snacenben weenie qancswarensenaeee | 2, 197, 561 76 
I | _ oe 1 ent hts aS, 
WAR EXPENDITURES. 

Year. Report for 1869. | Report for 1871. | Increase. 
sienna — siemens 
DR scdcintcatvasiedin 05 | $5, 218, 183 66 | $25, 738 61 
Dna tcbine canccsewense 4 36 | 10, 413, 370 18 | 50, 995 82 
ts cadnidsneesouies > 72 | 35, 840, 030 33 | 63, 534 61 
BEEP sé nccasevececosceces 72 16, 472, 202 72 2, 000, 000 60 

















pewnbe pwesdubesucs exseveeeouvioses 2, 140, 269 04 


EXPENDITURES IN INDIAN BURRAU. 











Year. Report for 1869. | Report for 1871. Increase. 
— ia 
i itadenescsasseese a $1, 103, 251 78 ; 5 8 $149, 045 03 
me : 509, 263 25 4, 55 864,898 30 
1, 413, 995 08 1, 550, 339 55 136, 344 47 
2, 2, 772,990 7 64, 643 07 
2, 596,465 92 2, 47, 798 O05 
} 4, 241, 028 60 A, : 114,655 04 
2, 223, 402 27 104, 546 10 
2, 538, 297 0 91,678 17 
4, 966, 964 90 92,395 81 
Peiticcndnceserscncsceeue 3, 247, 064 56 48, 664 76 








1, 614, 668 #0 


Statement showing total receipts as stated for the same year. 


Year. Report for 1869. | Report for 1871. | Decrease. 
DD Sasdeaterseschanes cod $27, 947, 142 19 $27, 83, #53 84 | $63, 288 35 
BU Siavcagcessusweccnnses 25, 069, 662 84 25, 032, 193 50 | 37, 469 34 
+04 58 55, 338, 168 52 | 63, 636 06 
889 65 56, 992,479 21 | 14,410 44 
766 75 | 47, 649, 388 88 | 20, 377 87 
3, 404 58 61, 500, 102 81 | 303, 301 77 


3,965 64 81, 758, 557 30 15, 408 34 














517, #92 17 


Miscellancous receipts. 





Report for 1869. | Report for 1871. | 





' 
Year | Decrease 
Gd nh ja ee $5,625,479 15 | $5, 562, 190 80 | $63, 288 35 
MNES Sth aoe sec icete cian 627, 021 13 | 577, 775 99 | 49,245 14 


In the remarks I made pending the passage of the resolution to ap- 
point a special committee I used the following language: 

Now, it is a fact that in 1871 there was a wholesale change in figures, running 
back thirty or forty years in the table of the Register and altering the amounts, 
which in some instances had been fixed, closed, and reported to Congress for twenty 
or thirty years. This change and alteration of figures increased the public debt in 
the aggregate $247, 766,674.71. 

Notwithstanding this charge, important and alarming as it is, giv- 
ing the exact figures, yet the Treasury Department and the Finance 
Committee in their report made no reference to it whatever. 

In support of it I now submit the following statement of the public 
debt from 1835 to 1871, as appears in the finance reports for 1870 and 


- | previous reports and 1571 and subsequent reports, showing the differ- 


| ence in each year and the total difference between the two reports. 
| (See pages 12 and 3038 finance report for 1571, and page 276 finance 
report for 1470.) 
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| | 
Year. | Report of 1870. | Report of 1871. 


$351, 289 05 | $37, 5 
291, O#9 05 336, OF 
, 878, 223 55 | 3, 308, 15 
, 857, 660 46 10, 434, 22 
, 983, 737 53 3, 573, 34: 
5, 125, 077 63 5, 250, 875 
b, 737, 398 00 | 13, 504, 
028, 486 37 | 20, 601, 
203, 450 69 32, 742, ¢ 
748, 1#8 23 23, 461, 652 
093, 794 #0 | 15, 925, 303 
5, 750, 926 33 15, 550, 202 
, 956, 623 38 38, #26, 534 
8, 526, 379 37 47, 044, 1, 481, 517 
, 704, 693 71 63, 061, 9 1, 642, 835 
, 228, 238 37 63, 452, 773 5: Ti5, 464 
560, 395 26 | 68, 304, 796 5, 744, 400 coe 
65, 131, 692 13 | 66, 199, 341 1, 067, 649 
, 340, 628 59, 803, 117 
7, 242, 206 42, 242, 222 
9, 969, 731 35, 586,956 56 
30, 963, 909 31, 972, 537 § 
9, 060, 386 90 | 28, 699, R51 
77 | 44, 911, BR1 
699 33 | 5a, 496, 837 
, 703 64, 842, 227 
, 867, 828 | 90, 580, 873 
514,211,371 92) 524,176,412 
1, 098, 793, 181 1, 119, 772, 138 6: 
| 1, 740, 690, 489 1, 815, 784, 370 5 
2, 682, 593, 026 2, 680, 647, 869 
2, 783, 425, 879 2, 773, 236, 173 6 
2, 692, 199, 215 2, 678, 126, 103 
2, 636, 320, 964 2, 611, 687, B51 
| 2, 489, 002, 480 2, 528, 452, 213 
2, 386, 358, 599 2, 420, 672, 427 | 


Statement of the public debt from 1835 to 1871. 


; 3 | 

Increase in re- | 
port of 1871 | 
over 1870. 


Decrease. 


$313, 776 00 


125, 797 
, 857, OF2 7 
5, 572, 739 § 
, 539, 471 3 


1, 168, 491 
1, 200, 723 ° 
130, O88 6 


7, 537, Sil 0 
4,999, 9&3 6% 
4, 382, 774 


9. 965, 040 
20, 978, 957 26 
75, 093, 8#1 
1, 945, 156 7 
10, 189, 705 
14, 073, 111 
| 24, 633, 113 
99, 449 733 36 
94, 313, #28 07 


| 332, #43, 225 59 | 
®5, 076, 553 88 
(eieiteeeraheks 247, 766, 674 71 | 





RECAPITULATION. 
Report of 1871 


$20, 221, 399, 098 42 
Report of 1870 


19, 973, 622, 423 71 
247, 766, 674 71 
Which proves my allegation; and I now state that the changes and 

differences pointed out in the above table were made not only as the 

reports show but as evidence in the Treasury Department will estab- 
lish. Itis a fact that by reason of these changes and differences from 

1835 to 1860 the public debt was decreased about $1,000,000, but from 

1860 to 1870 it was increased more than $245,000,000. These changes 

were not only made under a republican administration, but, strange 

to say, all of the increase, amounting as before stated to more than 
$248,000,000, occurred beginning with 1860 and during republican rule. 

Now, why these changes were made, by what authority, end what be- 


Increase in report of 1871 over 1870 


came of this large sum of money are pertinent inquiries which neither | 


the Senator from Massachusetts, the Treasury Department, nor the 
Finance Committee have as yet answered. I am aware that the 
Finance Committee have had but little time, owing to other official 
duties, to devote to this matter, and this may in part account for the 
imperfect report they have made. It was argued during the pen- 
dency of the resolution I introduced, by members of the Finance 
Committee, myself, and others, that the Finance Committee could not 
properly do the duty for want of time, and for this reason a special 
committee should have been appointed, and I now state had this been 
done not only the above inquiries would have been answered, but 


much other important information brought to light. The Senate 
this report, and 


ought not and the country will not be satisfied wit 

I hope the day is not far distant when a special committee will be 
appointed to examine the accounts and reports of the Treasury De- 
partment 

I have selected these additional examples of discrepancies and alter- 
ations from the many that exist in the official finance reports which 
the Treasury Department and Finance Committee have failed to notice, 
and they remain yet to be explained if explanation should be possible. 

It will be observed that in this discussion I have not referred to 
the great differences that exist between the accounts of the Register 
and Treasurer, as also to the bond account, the account of issue and 
redemption, commissions and interest paid, nor to the currency ac- 
count, for the reason that to do so intelligently would require a 
thorough examination of the books and accounts of the Treasury De- 
partment. 

CONCLUBIONS, 

In conclusion, it is admitted by the officials of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the Ex-Secretary, and the Finance Committee, in the report 
under consideration: 

First. That the numerous changes, alterations, differences, and dis- 
crepancies in the official finance reports pointed out by myself do 
exist, and were made by the present Administration. 

Second. That the figures I have cited are all correctly drawn from 
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the reports, and that by reason of these changes, differences, and dis- 
crepancies the receipts of the Government have been decreased, the 
expenditures largely increased, and since 1°60 the public debt has 
been increased in the aggregate more than two hundred millions; and 
in the face of these admissions we are told the books of the Treasury 
Department have not been changed. ; 

Third. In addition to these admissions, I now state, and it can be 
proven, that in 1871 written instructions were sent from the Sec- 
retary’s office to the Register, the official book-keeper of the Goy- 
ernment, directing him to make his annual statements to Congress 
correspond with a table prepared in the Secretary’s office and sent 
with said instructions. 

Fourth. I further state that the warrants and books in the Reg- 
ister’s Office will not sustain and agree with the annual official reports 
made to Congress. 

Fifth. The only changes and alterations ever made in the official 
reports to Congress, after being submitted, were made between the 
years 1869 and 1871. 

Sixth. I fully believe that if the Register and Treasurer should be 
officially called upon they would say that between 1869 and 1871 
there were changes and alterations of figures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment which decreased the revenue and largely increased the expendi- 
tures and the public debt, especially if compared with official annual 
reports to Congress. 

Seventh. There must have been an object or motive that caused 
the Treasury officials to make the many changes and alterations I 
have at different times pointed out. I leave it to, and it is the duty 
of, those who made them to answer why they changed figures and 
reports that had stood and been accepted as correct in some instances 
thirty or forty years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Davis] ought not to go to the country without 
some reply, and they will only need a very brief reply, it seems to 
me. As a matter of course, I cannot go into the details of the care- 
fully prepared and long studied speech which he has now read to us ; 
but there are some few facts which lie on the outside of the case that 
I think sufficiently furnish all the answer that is necessary. 

In the first place, my friend complains with some tone of sorrow 
that he has not had the friendly aid of the Treasury Department in 
his investigations into the condition of the Treasury. The truth is 
he went to the Secretary of the Treasury, then Mr. Bristow, and 
probably was referred to the subordinate officers who knew better 
about the matter than the Secretary; and perhaps the Senator took 
offense at that, as he speaks about the motive or animus. Whether 
or not this has in any way affected the tranquillity of my friend from 
West Virginia I leave to his own sense of justice. He has rung 
over, and over, and over again the changes upon the charge orig- 
inally made by him that somebody or other, who he does: not say, 
has changed and altered the books of the Treasury Department. As 
I said before, if anybody has done that, it is a crime and the guilty 
party ought to be sent to the penitentiary, because to change the 
public records is by law made forgery. Therefore it is a crime which 
is punishable by law. But in answer to all that, it is admitted on 
all hands, except by the Senator from West Virginia, that there has 
been no change or alteration whatever in any book or paper of 
the Treasury Department. Here in the first place I will read a state- 
ment of Secretary Bristow, who, it seems, is the origin and cause of 
all this feeling on the part of my friend the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. He says under date of May 4, 1876: 

In this connection it should be stated that in no instance has there been any 
erasure or alteration in the books and records of this Department, and the changes 
made in the published reports have been only to express with greater accuracy 
the precise condition of the public accounts, as shown by such books and rec- 


ords, * * 
B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 


In another part of this same letter he says: 

In reply, I have the honor to transmit herewith certain tabular statements and 
memoranda explaining the discrepancies referred to— 

By the Senator from West Virginia— 


but before inviting your attention thereto permit me to state that in no case have 
the changes refe to in any way affected the cash of the Treasury. 


We then start out with this great fact, which is an answer to all 
this stuff about the increase of the public debt or about any injury 
being done to anybody by the mode of stating the Treasury accounts, 
by saying that there is no change whatever of any book. Every 
book, from the foundation of the Government down to 1870 and from 
that time on, stands unchanged and unaltered, in date, letier, or fig- 
ure, and that is conceded by everybody but the Senator from West 
Virginia. Perhaps he will now concede it. He says he has not had 
time to examine these books and papers. It would be impossible in 
his short life-time to do it. Here flow the official statement. There 
wasno motive for a change. 

Now let us see what has been done. In 1870 Mr. BOUTWELL, now 
a Senator, then Secretary of the Treasury, found that the statement of 
the public debt which was required to be published monthly for pub- 
lic information was meager, imperfect, and inaccurate; not that the 
figures contained in it were in themselves inaccurate, but it with- 
held information, it did not contain all the elements which were 
needed to enable a plain, sensible man to find out what was the pre- 
cise condition of the public debt. To show that this is so, I will put 
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upon the record the statement as published prior to this change, as 


compared with one subsequent. 


5 per cent. bonds 


6 per cent. bonds, 1881 
6 per cent. 5.20 bonds 


Here is a statement of the public 
debt on the Ist of January, 1869, certified to by Hugh McCulloch, 
then Secretary of the Treasury: 


Statement of the public debt of the United States on the 1st of January, 1869. 
Debt bearing coin interest. 
$221, 589, 300 00 


“po 
233, A77, 


1, 602, 568, 


Debt bearing currency interest. 


Certificates at 3 per cent 
Navy pension fund, at 3 percent 


400 00 
650 00 


$2, 107. 835, 350 00 


55, 865, 000 00 


Matured debt not presented for payment. 


Three-year 7.30 notes, due August 15, 1867, and 
June and July, 1868 


2, 174, 900 00 


Compound interest notes, matured June 10, July 
15, August 15, October 15, December 15, 1567, 
May 15, August 1, September 1 and 15, and 
October 1 and 16, 1868 


Bonds, Texas indem 


nity 


3, #78, 290 00 


256, 


Treasury notes, acts July 17, 1861, and prior 


thereto 


000 00 


148, 561 64 


Bonds, April 15, 1842, January 28, 1847, and 


March 31, 1848 


Treasury notes, March 3, 1863.........-.-..... 


Temporary loan 


Certificates of indebtedness 


i in cw cdsnsiocatneseequavs 7 


Fractional currency 


349, 
445, 


Debt bearing no interest. 


Gold certificates of deposit 


Six per cent. (lawful money) bonds, issued to Pacific railroad 
COMPAMICS . 2... orece cncrccccccccccccccccccccccescccsecs ghinvon 


Total debt 


Authorizing acts. | 


June 14, 1858 

June 22, 1860 

February 8, 1861 ... 

March 2, 1861 

July 17 and August 
5, 1861. 

February 25, 1862 .. 


March 3, 1863 


June 30, 1864 
March 3, 1865 
March 3, 1865 
March 3, 1865 
March 3, 1865 





Bonds, 1881 
Bonds, (Oregon 
war,) 1881 
Bonds, 1881 
Bonds, (5-20's).... 


Bonds, 1881 


Bonds, (5-20’s) ... 
Bonds, (5-20's).... 
Bonds, (5-20’s).... 
Bonds, (5-20’s).... 
Bonds, (5-20’s).... 
Bonds, (5-20's).... 





950 00 


, 492 00 


7, 463, 503 64 


356, 021, 073 00 


34, 215, 715 64 
27, 036, 020 00 


ee 


2, 652, 533, 662 28 


417, 272, 808 64 
2, 602, 436, 662 28 
50, 097, 000 00 


oldl 


Amount in Treasury, coin 


6 98, 763, 368 91 
Amount in Treasury, currency 


13, 063, 092 12 
111. 826, 461 03 


2, 540, 707, 201 25 
The foregoing is a correct statemenv of the public debt as appears from the 
books and Treasurer's returns in the Department on Ist of July, 1469. 
HUGH McCULLOCH, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Here is another dated the Ist of February, 1869, certified to by 
Hugh McCulloch, a few meager, plain figures containing first “debt 
bearing coin interest,” the items following, “ debt-bearing interest in 
lawful money,” the items following, “‘ the matured debt not presented 
for payment,” “the debt bearing no interest,” and soon. That was 
the whole information the people of the United States then had as 
to the condition of the public debt. When Mr. Bourwe tu became 
Secretary of the Treasury he naturally supposed that the people of 
the United States would desire more detailed information than was 
contained in this simple statement. He became Secretary of the 
Treasury in March, 1869, and soon made a change. On the Ist of 
July, 1869, I find another statement of the public debt of the United 
States, which goes into elaborate detail, gives the date of every 
loan, the amount outstanding on every loan, the amount bearing in- 
terest in lawful money, the amount bearing interest in gold, then a 
recapitulation, together with a statement of the Pacific Railroad debt 
in ample detail. It also contained new elements which did not en- 
ter into the formercomputation. It contained a computation of in- 
terest on each accruing loan up to the date of the statement. Then 
the interest on each loan was carefully carried forward and added to 
the principal, so as to show on the Ist of July, 1869, the amount due 
on each loan. Then besides this table also showed the amount of 
money on hand, all the exhibits, the amount of greenbacks, the 
amount of gold, the amount of silver, all the elements which enter 
into the calculation, so as to show that while the Government was 
in debt so many millions of dollars it also had on hand available, for 
the purpose of paying that debt if the thing would stop right off there, 
a certain amount ofg certain kind of money. Here is the statement: 


Amount of debt less cash in Treasury 


Statement of the public debt of the United States on the 1st day of July, 1869. 
DEBT BEARING COIN INTEREST. 


Rate of interest. 
| 


5 per cent....... 
5 per cent 
6 per cent 
6 per cent 


6 per cent 


6 per cent 


| 6 per cent 
Bonds, (10-40's) ..| 


5 per cent 
6 per cent 
6 per cent 
6 per cent 
6 per cent 
6 per cent 


6 per cent 


Aggregate of debt bearing coin interest 


April 15, 1842 

January 28, 1847 ... 
March 31, 1848 ..... 
September 9, 1850. . 


March 2, 1861 
July 17, 1267 


March 3, 1863, and 
June 30, 1864 

June 30, 1864 

June 30, 1864, and | 
March 3, 1865....| 


Bonds, (Texas in- 
demnity) 

Treasury notes .. 

Treasury notes .. 


(Land 2 years). 
Certificates of in- 

debtedness.. . . 
Compound-inter- 

est notes 
Temporary loan.. 
Treasury notes, 





(3 years).......! 


6 per cent 
6 per cent 
6 per cent....... 


5 per cent 
1 mill to 6 per ct. 
5 to 54 per cent. . 
6 per cent 


73-10 per cent... 


5 per cent 


-| 6 per cent 


6 per cent 
4, 5, and 6 per ct 


73-10 per cent. .. 


Amount out- 
| standing. 


$20, 000, 000 00 
7, 022, 000 00 
18, 415, 000 00 
945, 000 00 


189, 317, 500 00 


514, 771, 600 00 


a 


40), 


5, 000, 000 00 
194, 


567, 300 00 
3, 882, 500 00 
125, 561, 300 00 | 
203, 327, 250 00 | 
332, 998, 950 00 
379, 582, 850 00 
42, 539, 350 00 


| 2, 107, 930, 600 00 








Payable after 15 years from January 1, 
Payable after 10 years from January 1, 186 
Payable after December 31, 1580 
Redeemable 20 years from July 1, 1861 


Payable at pleasure of Government after 20 years 
from June 30, 1861. | 
Redeemable after 5and payable 20 years from May 
1, 1882, | 
Payable after June 30, 1681............. 2220000. | 
Redeemable after 10 and payable 40 years from 
March 1, 1864. 
Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from No 
vember 1, 1864. } 
Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from No- 
vember 1, 1864. } 
Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from No-| 2, 033, 272 
vember 1, 1865. | 
Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from July! 
1, 1865. | 
Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from July! 11, 387, 485 
, 1867. 
Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from July 


1 


Coupons payable May 1, 1869, not presented for ! 
payment : 


Less amount paid in advance | 


When redeemable or payable. some ~ When payable. 


$500, 000 
175, 550 
2, 450 

28, 350 


00 
00 
00 
00 


January 
January 
January 
January 


and July. 
and July. 
and July. 
and July. 
579, 525 00 


| January and July. 


5, 147, 716 May and November. 
2, 250, 


3, 242, 


000 


January and July. 
728 


33. | March and September. 


38, 825 00 | May and November. 


1, 255, 613 00 | May and November. 


50 | May and November. 


9, 989, 968 50 | January and July. 


50 | January and July. 
1, 276, 180 50 | 


43, 557, 724 33 | 


January and July. 


2, 938, 388 00 





| 46, 496, 112 33 
1, 122, 182 00 


| 45, 373, 930 33 | 


DEBT ON WHICH INTEREST HAS CEASED SINCE MATURITY. 


$6, 000 00 Matured December 31, 1068 .....2.c.ccccccccesce 
26,150 00 | Matured December 31, 1867 
69, 850 00 | Matured July J, 1868, (9 months’ interest 


242, 000 00 | 

104, 511 64 | 

| 2, 400 00 | 
| 3, 300 00 | 
| 

, 552 00 
, 000 00 


2, 871, 410 00 | 
@ 186,310 00 


1, 166, 500 00 


Aggregate of debt on which interest has ceased | 


since maturi 


ty 


Matured December 31, 1864..............-.-22-00-| 


| 
12, 100 00 | 


Matured at various dates..................-..--- 
es. LE eae 
Matured April and May, 1863 


Matured August 19 and October 1, 1864 


Matured from January 7 to April 1, 1866 


Matured at various dates in 1866 


Matured June 10, 1867, and October 16, 1868. ... 


Matu 


red October 15, 1866 


Matured August 15, 1867, and July 15, 1368 
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Statement of the public debt of the United States on the 1st day of July, 1869—Continued. 
DEBT BEARING NO INTEREST. 


AUGUST 4, 


Amount out- 
Rate of interest. | standing. 


Accrued in- 


Authorizing acts. Character of issue.) | terest. 


July 17, 1861. 4 
February 12, 1862. 


When redeemable or payable. When payable. 


ee | | — 


.| No interest .... $121, 637 50 | 


February 25, 1862 | 
July 11, 1862. seed U. 8. legal-tender 
March 3, 1863 NUD ccaccces ose 
July 17, 1862 


March 3, 1863 . 
June 30, 1864 


March 3, 1863 ...... 


Postal currency. . .| 


Fractional curren- 





Jertificates for 
gold deposited ..' 


Aggregate of debt bearing no interest 


DEBT BEARING INTEREST IN LAWFUL MONEY. 


March 2, 1867, and 


| $52, 120, 000 00 | On demand, (interest estimated for 7 months) .. | $1, 172, 700 00 | Annually or on redemp- 
July 92, 1008 tion of certificate. 
a 

. | 3 per cent 14, 000, 000 00 Interest only applicable to payment of pensions. . 


66, 120, 000 00 | 


210,000 00 | January and July. 


1, 382, 700 00 


Aggregate of debt bearing interest in lawful money 


~RECAPITULATION. 


Amount out- 


Total amount ont- 
standing. 


standing. 


Debt bearing interest in coin, namely : 

Bonds at 5 per cent., issued before March 3, 1864 

Bonds at 5 per cent., (ten-forties,) isaued under actif March 3, 1864 

Bonds of 1881, at 6 per cent 

Five-twenty bonds at 6 per cent 

$2, 107, 930, 600 00 | 45, 373,930 33 

Debt bearing interest in lawful money, namely: | 

Certificates, 3 per cent. interest 
Navy pension fund, 3 per cent. interest 


66, 120,000 00 | 1, 382,700 00 
Debt bearing no interest, namely : 
Demand and legal-tender notes i . 832 
Postal and fractional currency 32, 062, 027 73 
Certificates of gold deposited 30, 489, 640 00 
——— 418, 608, 499 73 
Debt on which interest has ceased since maturity. ..........00..ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccce|cccccccccccecccs és 5, 063, 883 64 


690, 680 46 


Total debt—Principal outstanding "2, 59 597, 722, 983 37 


Interest accrned, $48,569,493.79, less amount of interest paid in ad- 
vance, $1,122,182 


Total debt—Principal and interest 


$2, 645, 170, 294 16 
Amount in Treasury—Coin belonging to Government 


$79, 713, 072 62 
— aA which certificates of deposit are outstanding 


30, 489, 640 00 


156, 167, 813 58 
2, 489, 002, 480 58 
2, 505, 412, 613 12 


16, 410, 132 54 
36, 460, 779, 43 


Amount of public debt, less cash and sinking fund in Treasury 
Amount of public debt, less cash and sinking fund in Treasury on the Ist ultimo 


Decrease of public debt ae the past month 
Decrease since March 1 


Bonds issued to the Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches, interest payable in lawful money. 
[Interest at the rate of 6 per cent.; bonds payable in thirty years from date.) 


Amount out- 


Authorizing acts. Character of issue. standing. 


Interest payable. 


portation of 


mails, &c. 


and not yet paid. 
tates. 


Interest accrued 
_ by United 


trans 


Interest on by 
United States. 
Interest repaid by 


Balance of interest 


Jan. land July 1. id 
Jan. land July1.. 


Bonds, (Union Pacific Co) 
Bonds, (Union Pacific, 
Eastern Division.) 


July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864 


$25, 998, 000 00 
July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864 


$906, 446 11 
6, 303, 000 00 


$407, 319 41 
546, 569 10 


$768, 104 37 
1 99, 153 99 


$1, 313, 765 52 
89, 090 00 645, 723 09 


July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864 
July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864 
July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864 


Bonds, (Sioux City and 
Pacific.) 


Bonds, (Central Branch 
Union Pacific, assignees 
of Atchison and Pike's 

| Peak.) 


July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864 | Bonds, (Western Pacific) 


Total issued 


Bonds, (Central Pacific) .. 


1, 628, 320 00 


2, 362, 000 00 
20, 427, 000 00 


1, 600, 000 00 


Jan. 


Jan. 
Jan. 


- land July 1..,. 


land July 1... 


16 and July 16 
land July 1.... 


- land July 1.... 


43, 544 93 


64,065 65 
543, 064 49 


48, 000 00 


52, 963 76 


517, 956 83 } 
584, 829 76 


157, 808 26 


16 27 
72, 666 99 
3, 400 79 


52, 947 49 
1, 030, 119 60 
154, 317 47 


9, 600 00 


| 1, 665, 469 44 | 3, 310, 053 25 1, 529, 189 26 1, 780, 863 99 


The foregoing isa correct statement of the public debt, as appears from the books and Treasurer's returns in & he Department on the Ist of July, 1869. 


8. BOUTWELL, Secretary of the Treasury. 
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Mr. President, this is the change about which we have heard so 
much, the only change ; not a figure altered, not a word omitted, not 
an erasure or alteration, but a new mode of stating the public ac- 
counts. The only change was achange in the mode of stating public 
accounts. I refrain from using a strong word, but it does seem to me 
that it is wrong in every sense of the word to convey the impression 
that this duty thus performed by an officer, which plainly gives to 
the people of the United States fuller information of their public 
affairs, is something to be called in question. Actually my friend 
even indulged in the remark that be could not tell what motives 
actuated a man in doing this thing. Is it right to speak of a public 
servant in that way unless the act itself was wrong? There is no 
pretense of any other change. Is it right to impute motives or raise 
a doubt about the motives? I do not know how I would feel if some 
one should say that I had done this and that, an act proper and just 
in itself, and that my motives were mysteriously concealed; that 
there was some “nigger in the wood-pile,” some “cat in the bag,” 
some motives to actuate me to do this thing, when the thing itself 
was right and defensible. That is not an act of justice. I thought 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. BoUTWELL] the other day spoke 
harshly and rather quickly and sharply to the Senator from West 
Virginia. I sympathized a little with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia then, but I tell him now that when he arraigns a proper act and 
imputes a possibly bad motive he does a wrong. I feel quite impartial 
between the two gentlemen. This alteration, about which so much 
has been said, is nothing but a new mode of stating the accounts, and 
that is shown in the fuilest and completest manner by these documents. 

Let us go further. It is said that there are discrepancies in these 
accounts. Sothere are. There have been; always will be. From 
the nature of things that is inevitable; but why? There are two se- 
ries of accounts we are told here by these public documents, quite 
different in their scope and purpose. The one is kept by the Register 
and the other by the Treasurer. These accounts are intended to bea 
check upon each other. They are based upon different elements, but 
elements which when analyzed enable an acute person accustomed to 
accounts to detect any wrong or fraud in keeping these accounts. 
Let me read a single paragraph, being a statement of Mr. Bristow in 
a recent letter, made a part of this report. 

Mr. EATON. [I should like to ask the Senator a question, only I 
do not wish to interrupt him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not object at all, because I am speaking off- 
hand. 

Mr. EATON. The honorable Senator from Ohio is speaking of a 
single statement of account made in one way by A and in another way 
by B. That is all very well; but will the Senator from Ohio inform 
the Senate why this statement of change went back so many years? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I am coming to. 

Mr. EATON. That is precisely what I want to hear. I cannot 
find it explained in the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will now read first to show what motive induced 
the change, and I will show the necessary difference between these 
two different accounts. I quote from this document because it is 
much better and more clearly stated than I could state it in words. 
I will read, especially to my friend from Connecticut, this statement 
of the origin and beginning and ending of this mode of changing 
the accounts, and why it went back: 


Prior to 1871 the outstanding public debt was stated from the books of “issues 
and redemptions.” In 1871 this account was restated, from 1836, from the “receipts 
and expenditures.”” From the nature of these two accounts the amount outstand- 
ing will not agree at any period, although when brought within the same dates and 
to include the same items there will be no difference. To illustrate: A subscrip- 
tion is made to a loan in June, but the bonds are not issued until July. On the 
30th of June the outstanding of this loan will be greater by this amount on the 
“receipts and expenditures " account than on the ‘‘issues and redemptions ” ac 


count, 

Or to make this plainer, I will take the case put by the Senator 
from West Virginia in his prepared speech of the pension account, 
which I thought anybody could answer as he went along. When 
money is drawn in favor of a pension agent by draft, it is charged to 
the pension fund in the Treasurer’s Office. Asa matter of course 
it goes into the hands of the pension agent and is charged to pen- 
sions; but that money may not be paid out for six months and 
the accounts may not be rendered and passed in the Treasury De- 
partment for a year for that identical money. While the books of 
the Register might not show this money until after the accounts 
were rendered by the accounting officer, yet the books of the Treas- 
ury would show the money paid out by him. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator will recollect that I took five years ; and 
that the books had been closed five years ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is, between the Ist of July of one year and 
the lst of July of another there would necessarily be a difference in 
the aecounts of these two officers. Between any term of years that 
you can take whatever, there would be necessarily a difference. Is 
not that easily explained? It is true if you go to work and com- 
pare the two and see how much money in the Treasurer’s book is 
really in the hand of the pension agent not paid out, you can, by a 
carefnl analysis, detect whether there is anything wrong in the ac- 
count. That is the only way you can do it; but necessarily these 
two accounts always differ. Let me go a little further: 


Dering the year 1870 the public-debt accounts from 1836 were examined with a 
view of bringing these two accounts together. 
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The result of this examination was the adoption of the present system of stating 
the public debt, by which these two accounts are made to harmonize, the one being 
a check upon and proving the correctness of the other. It was necessary to select 
some period when these two accounts came together, and the year 1836, when we 
had comparatively no debt, was the period selected. When this examination was 
completed, the Register was direc tod to state his accounts accordingly. 

That is all there is about it. 


In regard to the outstanding public debt for the years 1869 and 1870 being published, 


including accrued interest, less cash in the Treasury, the Register submits the fol- 
lowing statement : 


Now here is what the Register states, which has been quoted by 
the Senator: 

The year 1869 was the first of Secretary BoUTWELL's administration, who remod 
eled the debt statement and added the item of accrued interest to, and deducted the 
cash in the Treasury from, the outstanding principal of the debt. The clerk hav- 
ing charge of the division of receipts and expenditures in the Register’s Oitice, 
whose duty it was to prepare the tables for the finance report, followed the plan of 
the Secretary's Office in making up the monthly debt statement, and reported the 
outstanding debt for those years including accrued interest and deducting cash in 
the Treasury. I was led to believe at the time that it was so stated to conform to 
suggestions made by the chief clerk in the Secretary's Office. 

The statement of this account (extending over a period of thirty-five years and 
involving receipts into the Treasury of over $6,600,000,000 and an expenditure of 
over $4 200,000,000) from two independent sets of accounts, proving the correctness 
of the one by the other, is in itself the highest proof of the accuracy of the public ac- 
aaa, however they may appear in some instances, at tirst view, to contradict each 
other. 

Let me say that besides the two statements which it is necessary 
for the Secretary to make, he is by law required to make the state- 
ment which I hold in my hand, called a statement of receipts and 
expenditures. This statement was made from the foundation of the 
Government, commencing in 1791, and shows in two tables the 
sources of the receipts that come into the Treasury and all the ele- 
ments of payment, what department of the Government it is 
charged to, &c. I suppose every Senator is familiar withit. It isa 
statement that has been continued year after year. It was made up 
until 1869. After that time Mr. BOUTWELL, according to this docu- 
ment, in publishing the future statement of the state of the debt, 
not to correct the back statements, not to change the volume that 
had been printed or was in manuscript, but in stating the public 
debt as it existed, undertook to state it upon the plan that he thought 
was the best, and which everybody knows is the best ; that is, a state- 
ment showing the interest added and the money on hand deducted. 
That, as a natter of course, would vary every year from the previ- 
ous statement. What harm was there in that? On the other hand, 
it made these statements harmonize. It was a matter of public noto- 
riety, known to every officer in the Treasury Department. Therefore 
in making up this statement, which he is required by law to make 
every year, he stated the debt according to his mode of computation 
in 1836, and from that down, taking the year 1836 because we then 
commenced without any debt, in the books that were printed after 
1871, so and so. There has: been the bugaboo; there has been the 
trouble with my friend from West Virginia. He does not distinguish 
between a mere mode of stating a debt or an account, or the result 
of certain figures, and a change of the account itself. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I ought to go any further in this 
matter, because the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HAMLIN] is anxious to 
go on with his bill. As the report of the Committee on Finance is 
called up, and as it is a matter of public ‘nformation, I ask that the 
statement made by the Finance Committee, without any feeling what- 
ever, be allowed to stand side by side with the statement of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. I assure Senators that it is not so much the 
report of the Finance Committee as the statements accompanying it 
which prove conclusively the view that we took of this matter. I 
will ask, without being put to the trouble of reading it, that the re- 
port may be embodied in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the Senator mean to embody the whole report ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. It is not as long as the Senator’s 
speech, and I would have a right to read it and make it part of my 
remarks in that way. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think a practice of that kind has been objected to 
here, time after time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator ought not to object, because really 
I have a right to read the report. 

Mr. DAVIS. I had to read every thing I wanted to say. However 
I care nothing about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the report as it now stands ought to be 
printed for public information. It is not available and accessible to 
persons who may want to examine it. Let the statement of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia go out with the statement of General Bristow. 
There seems to be a little kind of personal feeling between these two 
distinguished gentlemen, and I am inclined to think the best way is 
to let the two statements go together. The statements of the report 
are all based upon official letters from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator is entirely mistaken about there being 
any feeling between General Bristow and myself, because our rela- 
tions are fully as friendly as those between the Senator from Ohio 
and myself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought I understood the Senator to say that 
the friendly aid of the Department had been withheld from him. 

Mr. DAVIS. I said I had not had the friendly aid of the Depar.- 
ment as the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Massachusetts 
have had it. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That may be so. 

Mr. DAVIS. I made no complaint of the Department. 
add one word more 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know first, before the Senator 
= on, whether there is any objection to having this report em- 

yodied in my remarks? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It was objected to when my friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] wanted to embody sowe statements in his 
remarks a few days ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will only put us to the trouble of having it 
read. The Senator’s speech was longer than the report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The rule should apply to all alike. I think it 
is a very Vicious practice. Personally I do not object, if it is the un- 
derstanding that it shall apply on both sides of this Chamber. If it 
is to be understood that any one on this side who wishes to incorpo- 
rate in his speech without reading or having read any statements, &c., 
shall be allowed to do so, I will not object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only trouble is this: I do not know that I 
shall make this a precedent for the future, but the Senator from West 
Virginia has gone over the whole ground in a carefully prepared 
speech. This report, giving the official statement, ought to go with 
that speech, as a matter of justice; but if it is necessary I will ask 
the Secretary to read it. That would only consume ume. I have a 
right to read the report; indeed I have a right to call upon the Chair 
to order the readivg of the report, and then it goes right into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator if he considers it a proper 
practice to do that thing ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is in this case. 
ought to weary the Senate with its reading. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That might be exactly the case with my friend 
from West Virginia or myself or some other gentleman on this side 
of the House, when we desire to incerporate in a speech a long report 
which has already been printed by the Senate. I am sure the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will not think that it is a very correct practice to in- 
dalge in. Isay again I do not object, provided it shall be understood 
that on all sides of this House, by every Senator on the floor, such 
practice shall obtain; but, if it is to be made exceptional, I must 
object. If, however, it is to be a general rule, I shall not object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken about that. Ihave a 
right to have this report read, because it is now pending before us. It 
is the report under consideration. But I donot want to weary the Sen- 
ate with having it read; Ido not want to weary the Secretary. It 
is not like an ordinary paper which you read, coming from outside, 
but it is an official report from one of the standing committees, and 
that report is now the subject of debate. I can have it read just as 
I can have a bill read, and can call for the reading of it, but I do not 
wish to do that. I will however call for the reading of it if there is 
objection to my request. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the practice wrong. For instance, I 
find on the table this morning the message of the President, with ac- 
companying documents, with reference to the Hamburgh affair. Any 
Senator under such a rule could incorporate that whole document in 
his speech. 

Mr.SHERMAN, I think not. I think sucha rule would only refer 
to the message itself, not to the documents. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not opposed to the facts contained in that 
report going into the Recorp; but what I object to is laying a prec- 
edent here that may come up and trouble us hereafter. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. StEVENSON in the chair.) The 
Senator from Ohio nearest the Chair [Mr. SHerMan] asks that this 
report may be incorporated in his remarks. Is there any objection? 

Mr. THURMAN. I have risen to say a word on that. As [ under- 
stand the rale of the Senate, no paper can be read, if its reading be 
objected to, without the vote of the Senate. That rule has been 
evaded ever since I have held a seat in the Senate by any Senator 
who was making,a speech saying, “I will read this paper,” or docn- 
ment, or whatever it is, “as a part of my speech;” and although I 
always thought that was an evasion of the rule, yet in this body, 
where above all others what is proper and what is right is submitted 
to the judgment and honor of each Senator, that practice has been 
allowed to prevail. I for one, who have always advocated having 
the fewest possible rules and conducting our bus‘ness uuder the re- 
sponsibilitigs that gentlemen owe to gentlemen and Senators owe to 
Senators, stAll not object to this practice although I do think it is 
an evasion of the rule; and I therefore must say in this ease that it 
is a matéer in my judgment within the discretion and sound judg- 
ment of my colleague whether he will have that document read as a 
a of his speech or not. I think myself that the whole responsi- 

vility rests with him. If he sees fit to have it read as a part of his 

speech I cannot, in view of the practice that has prevailed in the 
Senate, say no; and if his jadgment is that it is necessary, I am not 
here to criticise that judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think my colleague has stated fairly and rightly 
that I have the right to call forthe reading of this paper, and I have 
a right to read it; but I do not usnally ask any favors of that kind 
in the Senate. I would not usnally have a document of this kind 
spread on the Recorp; but I think that the circumstances of this 
particular case fully justify it, and in order ts show that I have not 


I wish to 


I do not think we 
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asked this myself I will mention the fact that I have consulted severa] 
Senators as to whether it ought not to be done, and the universal answer 
has been that, as the document was only printed as a regular formal 
document, only seventeen hundred copies in all, so that probably it js 
not generally accessible, and perhaps is not accessible now if you 
would send for any considerable number, it ought to go into the 
RECORD as an antidote to what has been said by the Senator from 
West Virginia. It is not as long as the remarks of the Senator from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator is mistaken asto that; itis twice as jong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps it is; but at all events it is the subject- 
matter under consideration. The Senator has made more 
charges than he thinks, and the report ought to go with them. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say just one word on this matter, for [ 
think there is a misappreheusion in the Senate in relation to it. | 
think the Senator from Ohio who sits farthest from me [Mr. Tuvr- 
MAN] has not drawn a distinction which I am quite sure he will 
draw on more careful examination. A paper within the possession 
of the Senate can be read only on the vote of the Senate; it belongs 
to the Senate and it can be read in no other way. Any paper which 
I choose to incorporate in a speech of my own | may read, and it is 
not in the power of the Senate to prevent my reading it, or I may 
ask the courtesy of our Secretary to read it for me. That is not a 
paper which comes within the rule which requires a vote of the Sen- 
ate to say whether a paper shall or shall not be read. 

Mr. THURMAN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. According to his own statement, is not this re- 
port which is on the files of the Senate one of the things which it 
would require the consent of the Senate to have read? 

Mr. HAMLIN. But it is not now before the Senate; it is no more 
a paper now before the Senate than a speech of the Senator himself 
last year or a report that he made last year which is incorporated 
either in the official Recorp of this body or in the body of the re- 
port. That is the distinction Senators do not seem to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from Maine is mistaken. The 
Senator from West Virginia called up this report for action and made 
aspeech upon it. It is therefore before us and any Senator can call 
for its reading. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Now I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the order be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the post-route bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it understood that this report is to be printed 
in the Recorp? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the question 
to the Senate. The Senator from Ohie [Mr. SHERMAN] asks to incor- 
porate in his remarks without reading the report of the Committee 
on Finance which has already been alluded to. Does the Chair hear 
any objection to this request ? 

Mr. EATON. I object for the present until Ican get the ear of 
the Chair and of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is objected to. 

Mr. EATON. Do I understand that the Senator from Ohio desires 
to publish as part of his speech a report of the Finance Committee 
of this body or everything that has been published in that pamphlet 
to which he has alluded? I have looked at it and I cannot find pre- 
cisely where the name of the finance chairman came in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is at the head of it. I believe that is the way 
always in the Senate, we put our name at the head of a report. 

Mr. EATON. Then nobody but the chairman publishes this. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thechairman by direction of the committee made 
the report. 

Mr. EATON. The committee are not responsible for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are. The committee considered the report. 

Mr. EATON. I do not object; but you might just as well publish 
the last report of the Secretary of the Treasury. It has just as much 
to do with this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair hear any objection 
to the request of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN?) 

Mr. THURMAN. [I shall not object to it, but I wish to say now 
that I do not want this to be drawn into a precedent in the Senate 
of anybody having a speech published that never was made. This is 
not a speech of my colleague except as he sees fit to make it a part of 
his speech, it being a report already on the files of the Senate and not 
original matter with him. I hope never to see the day when the prac- 
tice, which prevails elsewhere, shall be adopted in this body of pub- 
lishing speeches that were never delivered. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. If there is no objection to it, I desire to make 
a remark which I can make perhaps in two sentences. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair bears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the report of 
the Committee on Finance be inserted in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 


severe 


The Committee on Finance, pursuant to instructions of the Senate by its resolu- 
tion of the 24th of January last, “ that the Committee on Finance be instructed to 
investigate the books and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly with 
refereuce to discrepancies and alterations in amounts and figures that have been 
made in them, especially in the annual statements of the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, revenue collected, and the public debt contained in said reports ; aud, if 
any such discrepancies and alieratious be found to exist, to report the same and 
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the extent and nature thereof, the years wherein they occur, by what authority 
ade 
a further information bearing upon the subject as to them may secy 
that said committee have power to s¢ nd for persons and papers,” have 
subject as careful attention as their offic ial duties permitted. seat ; 

The substance of the information received by them is ¢ mbodied in the following 
letters and statements hereto annexed and made a part of thisreport. The refer 
ences in these statements to the various documents referred to, and especially to 
the annual reports of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances, 
made it necessary to examine all these statements, but they are too voluminous to 
embody in this report. ; 3 

Your committee think it wou_d best answer the purpose of the inquiry to state 
in general terms the result of their investigation. : 

The primary object in the organization of the Treasury Department is to secure 
the safe custody and legal disbursement of all the public money. A secondary ob- 
ject, and yet a very important one, is to secure an accurate accountability and full 
public statement of all receipts and expenditure s by the Government. These are 
separate and distinct questions, the first referring to the actual custody and dis- 
bursements, the second to the proper accounts of such receipts and expenditures 
Both objects are intended to be secured by the Constitution in the seventh clause 
of section 9, article 1, that ‘no money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in 
consequence of ———— made by law ; and a regular statement and account 
of the receipts and expenditures of all public money shall be published from time 

» Time 
. By the several acts organizing the Treasury Department, it was intended to se- 
cure the safe-keeping and custody of the public money and a full statement and 
account of all receipts and expenditures. All money was to be covered into the 
Treasury ; and all coin and demands whatever by the United States, or against 
them, and all accounts whatever in which the United States are concerned, either 
as debtor or creditor, were to be settled and adjusted in the Treasury Department. 

When money is covered into the Treasury it is under the safeguard of the Con- 
stitution and the law. It cannot be disbursed without an appropriation by Con- 
gt and when the appropriation is made it can only be paid out when an organ 
ize corps of accounting otheers shall concur, first, that the appropriation has been 
made; second, that the expenditure is within the meaning and intent of the law; 
third, that the amount is justly due, as shown by the voucher. Then it cau be paid 
out by the Treasurer, and then ale ne can he be credited tor the payment. When 
the payment is made the transaction is registered not only by the Treasurer him- 
self, but by the officers specially designated to register and keepan account “ of all 
receipts and payments by the Treasurer of the United States. 

So tar as the safe-keeping and custody of public money covered into the Treas- 
ury is concerned, it would be ditlicult t» point out a better mode than is provided 
for by existing law. Every safeguard that has been suggested has been furnished. 
No liw ean prevent the neglect or violation of their public duties by Comptrollers, 
Auditors, or Registers; but the gnards and checks upon such miscouduct are as 
perfect as human ingenuity could devise 

When money is covered into the Treasury it can only be paid out on a warrant 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, countersigned by the Comptroller and registered 
by the Register; which warrant is based either, first, on a proper requisition in 
favor of a disbursing oflicer, or, second, in payment of a claim duly audited by the 
accounting oflicers. Each of these oflicers performs dutiesindependent of the other, 
and the sienature of cach is requisite to authorize and attest payments of public 
money. This mode, in force since the organization of the Government, is very sat- 
isfactory. 

Money is covered into the Treasury by a warrant (based upon a certificate of 
deposit) countersigned by the Comptroller and registered by the Register, as in 
case of a pay-warrant. As stated before, moneys covered into the Treasury can 
not be agvin taken out, except through an appropriation; and even moneys er- 
roneously covered in, a8 in case of cust ons or Internal revenue, can only be recov- 
ered through an appropriation, which, in the two cases mentioned, is authorized 
by law; but an account has to be stated against the appropriation, as in the case 
of expenditures ; 80 that by no process can receipts covered into the Treasusy be 
dimiuished, but t!.e expenditure is increased to the extent of the erroneous pay 
ments. In the case of moneys refunded as excess of deposits made in the customs 
service, the whole amount of the receipts is charged as received into the Treasury, 
and the amount refunded is charged to an appropriation. These are not actually 
and properly expenditures, yet, under the inflexible system which is controlled by 
the Constitution itself, every payment from the Treasury must be made through 
an appropriation. 

One of the most troublesome propositions before the Treasury Department is to 
make the expenditures of a certain fund or the accounts of a particular transac- 
tion conform to the direction of the law. The system of accounts must, then, be 
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so universal as to be able to accommodate itself to any particalar case that may 
The act of 1836 directed that more than $28,000,000 surplus revenues be de- 
posited with the States. It would have been much more convenient for the De- 
partment to have charged off from the accounts these amounts of money to each of 
these States with which it was deposited ; but the law directed that the money 
should remain on deposit with the States; and hence to this day that amount of 
money in the public accounts is incladed in the account of “cash in the Treasury," 
although the probable intention was that it should not be repaid. 
UNAVAII 
All money in the Treasury, wher 
ment or custody, is charged to ti 
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sr it may be deposited or placed for disburse- 
reasurer of the United States. It is obvious, 
however, that this money may be lest without fault on the part of the Treasurer, 
by robbery, accident, defalcation of a subordinate oflicer, misconduct of depositarics 
having it in charge, or otherwise Still, under the law, the Treasurer is responsi- 
ble, and is charged with these sums. Such a _deticit would in the accounts of a 
firm be a simple, plain entry in the profit and ss account by crediting cash and 
debiting the defaulter. But from the fact before stated, that money cannot be 
taken from the Treasury except by an appropriation, this course could not be pur- 
sued. An account called “ unavailables”’ was created, which was charged with the 
amounts, and the Treasurer credited in his general account through the statement 
of an account by the accounting oflicers. This method of relieving the Treasurer 
is, your committee are informed, a practice which has grown up, and is not author- 
ized by law, and for some years past has been prohibited by the Comptroller, and 
has been discontinued. It is plain that the Treasurer should be relieved from this 
responsibility, and that Congress should in some proper way provide by law for the 
dropping of these unavailable funds, by euthorizing a credit to the Treasurer and 
a corresponding charge against the defaulting oflicer who fails to pay the money on 
demand. . 
TRUST FUNDS. 


Again, when large sums of money were paid into the Treasury as trust fands, 
they were considered not as general assets in the Treasury from which general 
expenditures could be made, and hence a system after 1842 grew up of attempting 
to keep separate the tru#@fund account. ‘The moneys deposited with the States, 
trust funds and unavailable balances, had swollen to so large an jtem in the cash 
account that in 1842 it was dropped from the annual statement made in the finance 
report, but still retained (as it could not be excluded for reasons before given) in the 
official statement of the Treasury receipts and expenditures. In 1266 the trust 
funds and unavailables, amounting to $2.217,732.94, were again included in the yearly 
statements of the Secretary of the Treasury, (see finance report for that year, 
pages 2 and 32, a detailed statement of which will be found in the accompanying 
papers,) and the examination by a detail of cleras in 1870 was made, in order that 
these trust funds might be added to the general balance in other years 
finance report 1570 and accompanying papers.) 

In view of the varying opinions of Secretarics of the Treasury as to the manner 
in which these funds should be treated, and the confusion in statements ereated 
thereby, your eommittce are of the opinion that it would be better that all mouey 
belonging to the United States, of which the interest alone is to be disbursed for 
the benetit of others, should be covered at once into the Treasury, so that its ex- 
penditure may be under the general safeguard of the law, to be paid out only i 
pursuance of an appropriation by Congress. For instance, the fund receive 
the Smithsonian Institution was originally invested in State stocks, through which 
investment the fund lost interest for a naimber of years, and notably in the case of 
Arkansas, which still owes the amount invested in the bonds of that State. Con- 
gre 88 was compelled to direct that the whole of this fund as fast as collected should 

paid into the Treasury, and assumed the debt to the whole amount of funds re 

ceived, and obligated the Government to pay 6 per cent. interest upon the samo. 
By this method the transaction is very much simplified; absolute security is given 
to the fund and the proper accountability is required at the Treasury. 

The Navy pension fund, amounting to $14,000,000, now by law invested in the 
temporary loan at3 per cent. interegt, should be covered into the Treasury, and, to 
meet the purpose for which the fund was created, the obligation of Congress be 
given to appropriate the interest each year ; and it would appear to your committee 
that all trast funds now outstanding, unless there is some clear reason to the con 
trary, ought to be covered intothe Treasury, and all appropriations from such 
trust funds be made by Congress. 

These are the only changes your committee can recommend in the laws regu- 
lating the safekeeping and disbursement of public money. 

These explanations will appear more intelligible by reference to the following 
scheme of accounts of the Treasury Department from 1861 to 1570, which comprises 
the years in which the alleged discrepancies occurred, and a comparison of which 
will show the perfect harmony of the public accounts. 
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Appropriation accounts, under which an account is kept with each appropriation. 


EXPENDITURES. 


To amount of warrants issued to date 
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9, 440, 476, 695 50 
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1, 738, 909 (19 
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10, 518, 030 65 


$924, 267 £2 
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First is the general account, to which all receipts are credited. The proper debit 
of this account is the appropriation warrants in aggregate. 

[be next is that of the individual appropriation accounts, which by law the Sec- 
retary is directed to carry to the credit of particular accounts. All pay-warrants 
are charged to their appropriate appropriations and credited to the Treasurer in 
his general account when paid. If unpaid at the end of the year, they are credited 
to anaccount of outstanding warrants. When warrants outstanding from a former 
year are paid, they are credited to the Treasurer and charged to the outstanding ac 
count. ‘The Treasurer is also charged with all receipt-warrants paying money into 
the Treasury. When an appropriation has any balance remaining undrawn for the 
time limited by law to which the appropriation is available, a “ surplus-fund 
warrant is issued charging the appropriation account and crediting the general 

dl. 

“as there is mo way by which money can be taken out of the Treasury except 
through an appropriation, the only way the Treasurer can receive credit for 
moneys for which he is responsible which have been lost through the defalcation 
of depositaries, or by which such defaulting officers can be personally charged on 
the books of the Department, is through the medium of an account designated 
* unavailables,” to which all unavailable funds are charged whenever the Treas- 
urer receives credit for them. If any amounts are afterward recovered on this 
account, the * unavailable " account 1 credited and the Treasurer charged. 

An inspection of these accounts will show that the expenditures of the Govern 
ment may be stated from either the appropriation account or the Treasurer's gen 
eral account of receipts and expenditures, the difference being that the Treasurer's 
account will only show warrants paid, while the appropriation account will show 
all the warrants issued. The harmony, then, between these two accounts will 
always be complete when the outstanding warrants are taken into account. 

For the years 1862, 1863, 1564, and 1865 the receipts and expenditures of the Gov 
ernment were published in the finance reports, excluding the trust funds. This 
was done in accordance with the custom referred to, which had obtained since 1842 
and which was changed to the present system in 1866, (See finance report, 1865, 

yage 2.) 

: The Register of the Treasury, since the commencement of the Government, has 
pursued the system of stating the expenditures of the Government by the Treas- 
nrer’s accounts, (warrants paid;) but as this account cannot be settled in time to 
be included in the finance report, the expenditures, as shown by the appropriation 
accounts, (warrants issued,) are used for the time being; but as soon as the Treas- 
urer’s account is settled, the correct amount by warrants paid is substitutedin the 
published tables. During the war the settlement of the Treasurer's account was 
so far in arrears that the change from warrants issued to warrants paid was not 
made from 1862 until 1869, when the changes in the years 1862 to 1866, inclusive, 
were etlected. 


































PUBLIC-DEBT STATEMENT. 





This statement was, prior to 1871, prepared from the “issues and redemptions,” 
but if that year a thorough examination was had of the receipts and expenditures 
from the year 1836, when there was no public debt; every item of payment on ac 
count of public debt was scrutinized. The object of the examination was to prove 
the accuracy of the accounts by showing the public debt to be the difference be- 
tween the receipts from loans and the payments in redemption. Various differ 
ences were, however, found to exist, not in any manner affecting the cash in the 
Treasury, which are fully explained in the following statement taken from the 
finance report for 1871, page 20: 


The statement of the receipts and expenditures, on account of the 
principal of the public debt, as per tables M and N, shows the 
net receipts from the organization of the Government to June 
























30, 1671, Bo RATS BOOM. occcw.ccccenccecs accee 7, 094, 541, 041 38 
The expenditures for the same period were. .... 4, 857, 434, 540 51 
Leaving .........- Sasessoccccoesscse . 106, 500 87 






as the amount of the principal of the public debt outstanding and unpaid on June 
30, 1871. 
The amount of the principal of the public debt, outstanding and unpaid, as 
shown by the monthly debt statement for July 1, 1871, and tables I and L, is 
2, 353, 211,332.32, showing a difference of $116,104,+31.45 more outstanding by debt 
statement than by the statement of receipts and expenditures. ‘This difference is 
thus explained: The following stocks were issued in payment of various old debts 
and claims, but in the transactions no money ever came into the Treasury. On the 
maturity of the stock it was paid off, showing an expenditure where there had 
been no corresponding receipt: 








































clerks in stating loan accounts, but much the larger proportion has occurred from 
a want of unity, system,and proper method in the accounts as heretofore kept in 
the Department. And these latter defects are partly owing to a want of suflicient 
legislation to enable the accounts to be properly kept. A bill was presented to 
Congress at its last session which was intended to supply this deticiency. It passed 
the House, but was not reached in the Senate. Until there is legislation, these 
errors and defects in the accounts must be perpetuated, and others must be made. 

As an illustration of the class of differences which require legislation before they 
can be corrected, the two following are given: In 1250 there were $5,000,000 in bonds 
issued to pay Texan indemnity. For these bonds no money was ever received, and 
therefore there is no entry representing them on the credit side of the account, as 
in ordinary loan transactions. When the stock matured it was paid out of the 
Treasury and charged in the loan accounts, thus erroneously reducing this account 
by just the amount paid. The loan of February, 1861, was sold at a discount of 

2,019,776.10. Only the difference between the amount of this loan and of this dis 
count was received into the Treasury. The loan appears in the debt statement at 
the par of the issue, but in the receipts and expenditures it can only appear (for 
want of a premium and discount account) at the actual amount of money received 
for the loan. ; 

The following copy of a letter prepared by the present Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Conant, under the direction of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
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Mr. Richardson, explains very fully the cause of the apparent discrepancies in the 
statements of the public debt 


SIR 





Referring to your communication of the 2d instant, calling attention to ap- 
parent discrepancies in the different statements of the outstanding amount of the 
public debt of the United States on July 1, 1869, as follows: 

By tinance report for 1869, page xxix 
monthly debt statement, July 1, 1869 
finance report, 1570, (June 30, 1569,) page xxv 
finance report, 1570, (by the Register,) page ‘ 


#2, 656, 603, 955 73 
645, 170, 294 16 
ne, 452, 213 94 


420, 002, 420 Sa 






and requesting information respecting the same, I have the honor to submit the fol- 
lowing explanations 

The first statement given is a statement showing the various acts of Congress au 
thorizing the different issues of the irities of the United States, ‘length of the 
loans,” “when redeemable,” “‘rate of interest,” “price at which sold amount 
authorized,” “amount issued,” and “ amount outstanding,” and the amount above 
given, $2,656,603,955.73, is correct ; which, it must be borne in mind, only represents 
the principal of the outstanding issues under various acts. 
formly been made up from the loan accounts 





lhis statement has uni 


















The second amount given as the debt, $2,645,170,294.16, by the monthly debt 
statement July |, 1869, isa misrepresentation ; the amount of the principal therein 
being # 7, 722,983.37, towhich is added accrued interest. amountin: to $47,447,310.79 
making a total of principal and interest corresponding t tig sa giv 
$2,645, 170,204 16 t will be seen at once that t! tirst and second amounts ar 

| obtained from different data, the first treating of principal of the debt and tl 
second of principal and accrued interest, and for this reason are not comparabl 
The discrepancy, then, to be explained is the difference between these two 

| amounts, representing, respectively, the principal of the public « tby the finance 

} report of 1°69, $2,.656,603,955.73, and the monthly debt statement July 1, 1589 
$2.597, 722,983.37, a difference of $58,880,972.36, which arises in the following manner 

Included in the items which form the aggregate of outstanding principal in 


finance report, 1869, page 27, authorized under various acts, are the bonds issued 
to the several Pacific Railroad C amounting to $58,632,320 and $113,915.4 
of ‘old funded debt,” which had never appeared in any of the debt statement 
rior to January 1, 1870 The following loan accounts outstanding 

Lome in the finance report by the amount o 

debt statement of July 1, 1#69, for t 
seen from the following words ther 
the public debt as appears from the books and Treasurer s returns on the morning 
of the Ist of July, 1569") exhibited the debt as it appeared on the Ist of July, one 
day later than the former statement, and which had items of redemptions by the 
Treasurer deducted from it that did not, in thé regular order of 
the books from which the former statement was made up, in time 
business of the year closing with the date of that statement 


TM panies 





8 
{ 
than in the monthly 
t will I 





wh 





t 
© reason that latter statemer as 
on The foregoing is a cor 





rect itement of 


business, reach 


to appear in the 





Demand notes Sendak a Gees Guana spd nmieaan dade masieintin imate - $2,101 75 
One and two year notes 9, 220 00 
Legal-tenders peithveriaaine ¢enicnesGmheaen 64, 205 50 
Fractional currency.............-.-<« a inieandiias 52, 609 63 


These items aggregate $58,880,972.36, and explain the difference between the state- 
ments under consideration 

‘Lhe statement by finance report, 1270, pag 
amounted to82,528,452,213.94, will be found, when the following explanations are con 
sidered, to harmonize with either of the former statements. It may, however. be 
more clearly understood by first comparing it with the monthly debt statement July 
1, 1869, the difference between them being $0,270,769.43. By reference tothe inclosed 
copy of that statement, it will be observed that among the assets of the Govern 
ment, coin and currency, will be found sinking fund, in bonds bearing coin in 
terest and accrued interest thereon,” $8,867,282.07. These bonds had been pur 
chased by the Secretary of the Treasury between May 1 and June 30, 1869, for the 
“sinking fund,” and paid for from money in the Treasury, and there being, at that 
time, no authority of law for deducting them from the outstanding debt, they were 
held by the Treasurer as a cash item, and included in the monthly debt statement 
as stilla part of the outstanding debt. by the sixth section of the act 

of July 14, 1870, directed that these bonds should be canceled and destroyed, and 
| deducted from the amount of each class of the outstanding debt of the United 
States to which they respectively belonged. In compliance therewith, the amount 
of the principal of bonds purchased up to June 30, 1869, $8,691,000, was accordingly 
deducted from the principal of the debt as it appeared on that date. The further 
sum of $5-0,769.43, consisting of a large number of items, teo numerous to be here 
enumerated, of accrued interest and premium on loans ascertained, by a readjust- 


25, 





that the debt on Jane 30, 1869, 
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Revolutionary debt of the several States, estimated ................ $76, 000,000 00 | Ment of the loan accounts extending over a period of fifteen years, to have been 
Mississippi sieck, exact...... 5 4. 282. 151 12 | cart ied to the pr incipal-account instead of the separate ac counts to whic h they be 
Louisiana purchase, exact............ ..... Ae ; 11, 250, 000 00 longed, is here deducted These two items make the difference, $9,270,769.43, be- 
Washington and Georgetown debt to Holland, exact. i 1, 500. 000 00 | tween the second and third statements. 3 = oa 
United States bank stock, exact...... hiedaone Kannan iotiriear’ 7, 000, 000 00 The fourth statement, that the Register (finance report, 1870, page 276) states 
Six per cent. navy stock, exact. ..... cadiie niece dak obbipiaiinlitibn etn 711. 700 00 | the public debt to be $2,459,002,480.58 on June 30, 1569, and apparently differing to 
‘Texas purchase, exact on aes ie SRE Se er eke 5, 000, 000 00 the extent of $167,601 475.15, from the amount represt nted by first statement, will 
Mexican indemnity, fourth and fifth installments, exact........ ; 303, 573 92 | be found, by analysis of the data from which it was made, to harmonize, instead 
In addition to the foregoing, the following amount is to be added, of to conflict, with the other statements. This statement was made upon the basis 
being composed of discount suffered in placing toans, interest paid of the monthly debt statement issued July, 1869, (with which it will be found to 
and erroneously charged as principal, and various errors in se4- agree,) and differs from the other three statements, in that it shows the net debt of 
tling and stating loan accounts. All of these latter and the revo- the Government, including the accrued interest thereon, after deducting cash in 
lutionary debt are now being investigated, and will be explained the Treasury, namely: 
in a future report in detail.............. ec cveccecccccecccccecoces 10, 057, 406 41 | Total debt, principal outstanding, (see second statement). .....- 
—_— DMT OE TIN iccs 00 vic cee cccctwcwsccsscossscececnsees 
116, 104, 831 45 
Total debt, principal and interest osaniasiaiinin: Ceniiiadin 2, 645, 170, 204 16 
It must be borne in mind, in reading this explanation, that the errors alluded to | ate ene ae F aan coin, currency, and sinking . 
are not such as in any manner affect the cash account of the Government, or re- Teen nn ae os wel 156, 167, 813 58 
. flect upon the integrity of former officers of the Treasury. A part of the differ} ~~“ faa ini lea s 
ences has arisen from a want of knowledge and care on the part of subordinate ! Amount of public debt, less cash in the Treasury................ 2, 489, 002, 420 58 


The four statements may be summarized in the following manner 

The first is an exhibit of the amount of the principal of the United States secur 
ities and Pacific railroad bonds, issued under various acts of Congress, outstand- 
ing June 30, 1=72. 

The second is a statement of the principal of the outstanding debt, including 
the accrued interest thereon, with the Pacific Railroad bonds excluded 

The third shows the outstanding principal of this debt with the sinking fund de 
ducted, in accordance with the act of Congress of July 14, 1870, and exclusive of 
the Pacitic Railroad bonds 

The fourth is a statement of the net debt of the United States, principal and ac 
crued interest, with the cash in the Treasury deducted 

The publication of these statements by this Department was in accordance with 
law, and while, as has been shown, they differ materially only in the data upon 
which they are based, they afford an opportanity to persons of dishonest motives 
to ignore that fact, and present them to the public as conflicting and untruthful 
statements made up from the same data 

Referring to that port f your letter respecting the discrepancies in the Reg 
ister’s statement of the public debt, as shown by the receipts and expenditures of 
the I submit the following in reply 

It must be obvious to any one that the difference between the receipts from loans 
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iasvned and the payments, or redemption of loans, should represent the ontstand- 
ing debt, and that it should so appear by the receipts and expenditures issued by 
the Registers Otlice 

\n examination into these accounts, extenc8ng back to the organization of the 
Government, was instituted during the early pa tof the present administration, 
disclosing the fact that the difference arose in the old and long-standing accounts, 
by reason of certain stocks, such as revolutionary, Mississippi stock, 
murch se, United States Bank stock, 6 per cent Navy stock, &c., having been 
issued in payment of various old debts and claims, and that in the transaction no 
money ever came into the Treasury as a receipt, while on the other hand the stock 
as it matured was paid off, thas showing an expenditure where there bad been no 
corresponding recut 

These discrepancies have existed for many years, but were not brought to light 
antil av attempt had been made to reconcile a statement which in itself was a con- 
tradiction. These discrepancies do not in any way aflect the cash accounts of the 
Government or reflect upon the integrity of former ofticers of the Treasury under 
whose administration the discrepancies occurred. They arose from a system of 
book-keeping which was defective and which has been of late years greatly im- 
proved, 

This matter is more fully explained on page 20, finance report, 1871. 

it is proper here to state that all the statements of the public debt have hereto 
fore been made from the loan accounts, independent of the Registers receipts and 
expenditares, and that, therefore they have never been affected in any way by the 
citferences alluded to. It is by the monthly debt statement, which is the balance 
sheet of the public-debt ledger, (and into which enter the princ ipal of the debt, the 
accrued interest thereon and interest unpaid, and the cash in the Treasury,) that 
the debt of the United States and the ; «duction thereof have been shown by the 
sent administration, and this is the only statement of the public debt which em- 
races all the data upon which it is based, showing both the assets and liabilities 
of the Government 

Ap examination of these statements will show the care and accuracy with which 
they have been prepared, and that they are free from all errors, and as reliable as 
the science of accounts can make thei. 

lam, very respectfully, 








Louisiana 


WM. A. RICUARDSON, 
Acting Secretary. 

The present system of stating the pyblie debt not only includes the amount of 
each loan, but accrued interest thereon to date, and the actual money on hand avail 
able forthe purpose of paying the debt. This evidently is the true and proper 
mode of showing the emount of the debt because it exhibits the exact balance due 
from the United States after deducting the money on hand at the date of the state 
ment 

W hether the attempt toapply this rule of stating the public debt to former years 
was wise or not, itis manifest to your committee that te the time this form of 
statement was issued it has been conceded to be more satisfactory and more accu 
rate than the previous statements; and, from 1-71 up, the statement of the public 
debt exhibits wll the elements to show its precise condition, as well as the amount 
of the available money on hand applicable either for the payment of the public 
debt or for current expenditures. ‘The discrepancy between the statements under 
the new mode and the old is the principal one pointed out and explained in these 
papers, and it is a remarkable evidence of the accuracy of the books of the Treas- 
ury that afrer careful analysis these apparent disercpancies are fully explained. 
Your committee, in conclusion, would say that they are fully satistied that there 
has not been the slightest change in the books of the ‘Treasury. 

Your committee are not prepared to recommend any change in the mode of keep 
ing or making public these accounts. The.system is the growth of the experience 
of the Department sitce its organization, and it would be a very delicate and dan 
gerous task to propose any change in this respect. Certainly it ought not to be 
done withouta much more full and critical examination than your committee could 
make without the aid of experts and the most careful study. 

Your committee have found no want of intelligence in keeping these accounts or 
readiness to explain them and to account for every item u making the exami- 
nations the Treasury Department has been called upon to verify the receipt and ex- 
penditure of nearly tifteen thousand millions of accounts; a task which involved 
much labor and time. 


The committee submit as a part of their report the accompanying statements: 


TREASURY DePARTMENT, May 4, 1876. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated February 
9, 1-96, transmitting a copy of a resolution adopted in the Senate of the United 
States, January 24, 1876, in the following words: 

Phat the Committee on Finance be instructed to investigate the books and ac- 
counts of the Treasury Department, particularly with reference to discrepancies 
and alterations in amounts and tigures that have becn made in them, especially in 
the annual statements of the expenditures of the Government, revenue collected, 
and the public debt contained in said reports; and if any such discrepancies and 
alterations be found to exist, to report the same and the extent and nature thereof, 
the years wherein they occur, by what authority made, if any, the reasons that in- 
duced them, and te report generally such other and further information bearing 
upon the subject as to them may seem best, and that said committee have power to 
send for persons and paper;" and requesting me to make statements in explanation 
of the discrepancies and alterations alleged to exist, together with any recommend- 
ation as to changes in the modes of keeping the accounts and as to any further 
guerds, if necessary, to prevent errors and secure the public moneys. . 

In reply L have the bonor to transmit herewith certain tabular statements and 
memoranda explaining the discrepancies referred to; bat before inviting your 
atteution thereto permit me to state that in no case have the changes referred to in 
any way affocted the cash of the Treasury 

Under the law tor every deposit in the ‘Treasury the Secretary of the Treasury is 
required to issue his warrant for the amount, which warrant, after being signed by 
the Comptroller and the Register of the Treasury and properly entered in the books 
of their respective offices, is receipted by the Treasurer of the United States, and 
the amount then becomes a charge in his general account and what is technically 
known as “covered money,” and cannot th: reafter be drawn from the Treasury but 
in consequence of an appropriation made by law. Warrants thus covering the 
moneys into the Treasury are issued as soon as practicable after the deposit has 
been made. 

Moneys are paid out of the Treasury upon Treasury drafts issued upon the war- 
rants of the Secretary, which drafts when paid are credits to their amount in the 
Treasurer's same general account. 

Under the act of June 23, 1836, certain moneys were deposited with the several 
States, and, though the amount is still a partof the Treasury balance, it is not sub- 
a to draft, and, as @ matter of convenience, has for all practical purposes been 
dropped from the current cash balance. 

The Treasury has also from time to time suffered losses through the failure of 
banks to redeem their notes orto pay over public moneys deposited with them ; and 
also through the default of indep: ndent treasury officers, and, in some instances, 
the accounting officers have raised charges against the defaulting banks or oflicers 
for such amounts, and allowed the Treasurer credit therefor in his general account, 
though in fact no warrant or draft for the amount was ever issued, and such amounts 
are carried in the accounts as “ unavailable.” 

With these explanations the general cash account of the Treasury from March 4, 
1789, to June 30, 1875, as appears by the books of this Department, and as set forth 
in the finance report for 1675, may be stated as follows: 




















Cash, Dr. 
To amount deposited in the Treasury and covered by warrants, 


(page 13) eseceee $14, 973, 305, 670 59 
To amount ¢ 








ees 


ee bindieh cheschusbeedeaesnb conse 14, 974, 377, 673 32 
Cash, Or. fo 

by amount paid on warrants, (page 17) ........... soeennensance ML a oe 

Ly amount deposited with the States, (pag 28, 191, 644 Oi 





By amount unavailable, (page 13) ........... 
Ly balanée on hand in the several offices 
or in transit, (page 461) 
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2, G61, B66 53 





145, 774, 419 14 


14, 974, 377, 673 32 


For the reported balance on hand June 30, 1875, as above set forth, examinations 
of the offices and mints made at that time or soon after, show in every instance the 
actual cash as stated excepting certain losses explained on page 464. For the 
amount in depository banks the Government holds ample security. 

From this statement it will be seen that su@h an accountabillty for the moneys 
received and disbursed has always been so enforced by this Department that every 
cent of money received by the Government since its organization is either on hand 
er properly accounted for, and the discrepancies in the statement of receipts and 
expenditures, loans, or the debt of the Government from time to time, have arisen 
from clerical or typographical errors, different classification of items or form of 
statement, or from omissions to %debit and credit like amounts, which, under a 
better system of book-keeping, would have been done when the transactions oc- 
curred 

Some of the discrepancies referred to have actually existed for many years, in 
fact commencing with some of the accounts of the first loans issued by the Govern- 
ment, and were first shown in the reports of the years 1270 and 1871, for the reason 
that during that period an examination into the subject was begun, and changes 
were then made in the published statements as the result of such examination, 
It must be obvious that in case loans are issued at par, the difference between the 
amount of money reecived into the Treasury for loans issued and the amount paid 
out in redemption of loans should represent the outstanding debt of the Govern- 
ment. 

The aacounts of receipts and expenditures by warrants on the Treasurer, which 
are the cash accounts of the Government, should also at all t mes exhibit the amount 
of the public debt. As formerly kept in the Department they do not, for the rea- 
son that in many instances stocks were issued directly from the Treasury to pub- 
he creditors in payment of old debts and claims, and therefore in the transaction no 
moneys came into the Treasury and no warrants were issued. In many cases loass 
were placed at a discount, and only the actual moneys received therefor were cred- 
ited, ne discount account having been kept. When these loans matured they were 
paid at their par value, and therefore the accounts of ree: ames expenditures and 
the loan acco ints were found to differ to the extent of such transactions. 

Attention is invited to the explanation on page 20, finance report, 1471, of some 
of these differences. 

In this connection it should be stated that in no instance has there been any 
erasure or alteration in the books and records of this Department, and the changes 
made in the published reports have been only to express with greater accuracy the 
precise condition of the public accounts, as shown by such books and records. 

It is thoucht that the accompanying papers, to which your attention is respect- 
fully invited, will show fully why the changes have been made in the reports. 

Any additional legislation which may be desired to insure greater accuracy in 
future reports will be considered hereafter. 

Very respectfully, 





Total 

















B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 
Hon. JouN SHERMAN, 


Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


RECEIPTS. 


The discrepancies in the tables of receipts arise from “ trust funds” and ‘“‘uana- 
vailables.”” From 1842 te 1#65, trast funds were regarded as specific appr pria- 
tions, and unavailable for general expenditure. 

The balance on hand in the Treasury each year was stated exclusive of any 
moneys in the Treasury to the credit of these funds, and the receipts from these 
sources and expenditures on these accounts were not embraced in the tabulated 
statements of the receipts and expenditures, although in the public accounts no 
distinction was made between these trust funds and ordinary accounts. 

The impropriety, if not the impmceticability, of keeping these accounts separate 
from the general balance in the Treasury became apparent, and the balance on 30th 
June, 1805 to the credit of trust funds was added to the general balance in tho 
Treasury (see finance report for 166, pages 2and 32.) In 1870, adetail of clerks, 
under the supervision of the chief clerk of the Department, examined these ac- 
counts; but before the proper balance could be stated it was necessary to bring 
down the correct balances each year as found by the accounting oflicers. The 
tables were then carefully revised and published in the annual reports, (see “ Ap- 
pendix A, unavailables.”) All public moneys are received into the Treasury and 
aid out upon warrants issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Treasurer 
Sine debited with the amounts received and credited with the amounts paid. This 
forms what is known as the Treasurer's general account, by which the cash in the 
Treasury is determined. When a depositary who has public moneys in his posses- 
sion for which the Treasurer is responsible proves to be a defaulter, this amount be- 
comes unavailable. It has been the practice of the accounting officers in some cases to 
state an account charging such dubettion officer on the books of the Treasury with 
the amount of defalcation and crediting the Treasurer, but as no money n be 
drawn from the Treasury except on warrants issued in accordance with appropria- 
tions made by law, there is no way of reconciling these unavailable amounts in the 
accounts of the Treasury Department, except by crediting the Treasurer in his 
general accounts without the issuing of a warrant for such credit. : 

As the Treasurer's accounts are not adjusted until long after the publication of 
the tables contained in the finance reports, these items must be regulated subse- 
quently, and wherever they occur the tables must be changed to this extent. When 
anything is recovered from such defaulting officers, the amount is charged to 
the Treasurer on general account as “ receipts from unavailables,” which also ne 
cessitates a further change in the tables to this extent. This defect in the present 
system has long been felt, but cannot be remedied without legislation authorizing 
these transfers to be made by warrants ant in accordance with an appropriation, 
and Congress has several times been asked for such legislation. 


EXPENDITURES. 














The discrepancies in the tables of expenditures arise from trust fands, as above 
explained, and “ outstanding warrants.” : 

On examination of the note at the head of the table of expenditures in the fi- 
nance report for 1869, pages 320 and 321, it will be seen that those for the year 1862 
and subsequent years are made from the account of “ warrants on the Treasurer 
issued; those for previous years are made from the account of * warrants paid 
while from the note at the head of the table in the tinance report for 1570, pages 
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274 and 275, it is shown that those for the year 1867 and subsequent years are made Typographical error in fins 


from the account of *‘ warrants on the Treasurer issued; 


all previous years are 
from the account of “ warrants paid.” : 

As it is impracticable to settle the Treasurer’s accounts in time for the Secre- 

tary's annual report to Congress, it has always been customary to state the receipts 
and expenditures in the finance reports from the account of warrants issued ; but 
it has also been the custom to correct 
soon as the Treasurer's accounts are setiled, by deducting on ( 
Owing to the vast increase of business in the Treasurer's, A rs’, and Comp 
trollers’ Offices during the war, the accounts of the Treasurer were not settled for 
two and sometimes three years after the close of the fiscal year. On this account 
these annual corrections were not made for the years 1862, 1963, 1664, and 1865, nn 
til the settlement of the account for 1566. The amount of outstanding warrants 
for the year 1866 is shown on page 19 of the finance report for Is71, under each 
head of expenditure, aggregating $4,484,555.03. 

With the exception of a few typographical or clerical errors, the discrepancies in 
the two reports arise from the causes enumerated, There are other apparent dis 
crepancies arising W holly from classification ; but in no instance do the settled and 
determined sources of revenue, such as customs, lands, direct tax, and internal 
revenue, nor the well-defined classes of expenditures, such as War, Navy, Interior, 
&e., disagree, except as stated. It is only in separating public debt from miscella- 
neous, and civil from foreign intercourse, that discrepancies in classification occur, 
which depend entirely upon the judgment of the clerk making the classification 

These tables are given as a condensed synopsis of the books of the De partment 
and changes and alterations in classification or form do not imply chat 
books in which the receipts are entered in detail, under the general classification 
of “ customs,” “lands,” “direct tax,” “internal revenue,” and “ miscellaneous 
and the expenditures in detail, under each head of appropriation as authorized by 
law. As soon as the public accounts are audited and acttled by the accountin 
ollicers they are laid before the House of Representatives in detail, in accordance 
with the standing order of the House of December 30, 1791, aud the act of August 
26, 1842. 

These accounts as published agree in all particulars with the books of the De 
partment, and are the ofjicial statements with which all comparisons should be 
made, 


resin the 


PUBLIC DEBT. 

Prior to 1871 the outstanding public debt was stated from the books of ‘ 
and redemptions.” In 1871 this account was restated, from 1536 
ceipts and expenditures.” From the nature of these two accounts the amount out 
standing will not agree at any period, although when brought within the 
dates and to include the same items there will be no difference. ‘To illustrate: A 
subscription is made to a loan in June, but the bonds are not issued untilJuly. On 


issues 
from the “re- 


the 30th of June the outstanding of this loan will be greater by this amount on | 


the “ receipts and expenditures ” 
account, 

Secretary Fessenden, on page 7 of his report for the fiscal year 1864, states the 
amount paid into the ‘Treasury previous to July 1, 1863, for which evidences of debt 
were subsequently issued, as $23,752,423.20, which was not included in the outstand- 
ing of the debt as published for the year 1863, but which is included in the state- 
ment by receipts and expenditures for that year. 

Again, the ‘Treasurer redeems a certain amount of public debt in June, but the 
re-imbursing warrants are not issued nntil after the Ist of July, In this case there 
will be less outstanding on the 30th of June onthe “issue and redemption” account, 
by this amount, than on the “receipts and expenditures ” account. 

Secretary McCulloch, on page 19 of his report for the fiscal year 1865, states that 
the amount of 377,897,347.02 was excluded from the public debt for the year 1-64, 
which amount had been paid out of the Treasury but had not been re-imbursed to 
the Treasurer by warrants until after the commencement of the next fiscal year. 
The outstanding debt by these two accounts never can agree unless all issues are 
made in the same period in which the subscriptions are received and re-imbursing 
warrants issued in the same period in which the redemptions are made 

During the year 1870, the public-debt accounts trom 1836 were examined with a 
view of bringing these two accounts together. 

The result of this examination was the adoption of the present system of stating 
the public debt, by which these two accounts are made to harmonize, the one being 
a check upon and proving the correctness of the other. It was necessary to select 
some period when these two accounts came together, and the year 1836, when we 
had comparatively no debt, was the period selected. When this examination was 
completed, the Register was directed to state his accounts accordingly. 

In regard to the outstanding public debt for the y« 1369 and 1570 being pub- 
lished, including accrued interest, less cash in the Treasury, the Register submits 
the following statement: 

“ The year 1869 was the first of Secretary Boutwell’s administration, who remod- 
eled the debt statement and added the item of accrued interest to, and deducted 
the cash in the Treasury from, the outstanding principal of the debt. The clerk 
having charge of the dfvteion of receipts and expenditures in the Register’s Otlice, 
whose duty it was to prepare the tables for the finance report, followed the plan 
of the Secretary's Office in making up the monthly debt statement, and reported 
the outstanding debt for those years including accrued interest and deducting cash 
in the Treasury. I was led to believe at the time that it was so stated to conform 
to suggestions made by the chief clerk in the Seeretary’s Office.” 

The statement of this account (extending over a period of thirty-five years and 
involving receipts into the Treasury of over sixty-six hundred millions of dollars, 
and an expenditure of over forty-two hundred millions) from two independent sets 
of accounts, proving the correctness of the one by the other, is in itself the highest 
proof of the accuracy of the public accounts, however they may appear in some 
instances, at first view, to contradict each other. 

With these general explanations, covering the whole ground of inquiry, the fol- 
lowing explanations of apparent discrepancies are submitted in the order in which 
they are pointed out in the speech of the honorable Senator from West Virginia. 

= total annual expenditures are stated in the finance report of 1869, on page 321, 
as follows: 


account than on the “issues and redemptions’ 


$85, 387, 313 
570, 841, 700 § 
£95, 796, 630 

, 298, 144, 656 

, 897, 674, 224 
141, 072, 666 


1861-62 .. 
1562-'63 .. 
1863~-'64 . . 
1864-65 


ae anes , 858, 917, 190 16 


The total annual expenditures are stated in the finance report for 1870, on page 
275, as follows: 


OR 
1561-"62 .. hn eweddis F 67, : 08 
186; . ° 25 


~ 1,205, 541. 114 86 
1, 906, 433, 331 37 
1, 139, 344, O81 95 

_ 5, 892, 189, 160 59 


3, 271, 970 43 


1864-65 . 
1865~-'66 


which is explained as follows, namely; ~ 


these statements in subsequent orts, as | 


| Less repayment, Navy hospital-fund 


same | 
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] f 1ce report for 1:69 in the amount of 
the total expenditures for the year 1861-62 


Trust funds, excluded from the finance report of 1869, namely : 

1862—Chickasaw fund 
Choctaw schools 
Navy pension-fund 


$20, 000 00 
319 91 
3,013 44 
23, 333 35 
6, 292 60 
-_—_—- 17, 040 75 
(See Appendix B.) 
1863—A wards 
Cherokee schools... . wa win 
Navy pension-fund 3, 162 04 
Kansas schools ...... 600 00 
Navy hospital-fund 


Bos 37 


3,043 31 


0605 8&7 


30, 729 59 

(See Appendix Cc.) 

1865—N pension-fund 
Chickasaw fund 
Cherokee schools 
Choctaw schools 
Kansas s« 
Navy hospital-fund 


7, 200 65 

256 96 

692 42 

610 30 

: aa oa 312 50 
45,169 17 


hools 


7, 242, 242 00 
(See 


Total 
from which deduct outstanding warrants : 
July 1, 1966, per “receipts and expenditures ” 
page < ‘ 
Less the amount outstanding July 1 
ce.pts and expenditures " 1361, page < 


Bh 
too 


$4, 018, 091 91 


Difference explained 3, 271, 970 43 
In the report of 1870 the expenditures for pensions are stated for the 

year 1804-65 at cae ---- $16, 347, 621 34 
In the report for 1869, for same year, at 9. 291, 610 48 


Showing an increase in the report of 1870 over that of 1869 of. 7, 056, 010 8&6 


which is explained as follows 

Amount paid from the Navy pension-fund (Interior Department) for 
investment in Navy pension-fund, (public debt,) per act of July 1, 
1x64, (15 Statutes, page 414, section 4754, Revised Statutes) .... 

Excess of repayment carried to *‘ Indians” per “ receipts and expend- 
itures"’ 1865, page xlv 


7, 047, 200 65 


9,406 19 

7, 056, 666 34 
Less amount of outstanding warrants issued on this 
account, but not paid during the year, (see “re- 
ccipts and expenditures,” 1864, page 229, and 1365, 

page 276) we $245 98 

And error 410 00 


Difference explained 7, 056, 010 26 
In the report of 1870 the expenditures for pensions for the year 
1863-'64 are stated at 


4, 985, 473 90 
In the report of 1569 at 


4, 979, 633 17 
Showing an increase in the report of 1870 over that of 1869 of... 5, 840 73 


which is explained as follows: 


Navy pension-fund 

Error in classification—should be under “Indians” haa 

Outstanding warrants on this acconnt of former years paid during 
this, (see “receipts and expenditures” for 1¢63, page 22s; for 
1864, page 227) 


16,811 24 
200 O1 


Less relief acts, ‘‘receipts and expenditures” 1264, page 2 
Difference explained 5, 840 73 

In the report of 1870 the expenditures for pensions in the year 1870 

are stated at 


pS QR, 340, 202 17 
In the report of 1874 at 


2, 402, 241 20 


Showing an increase in the report of 1874 over 1870 of 62, 059 03 

which is explained as follows: : 

Amount of “ pay Indian agents,” improperly deducted from “ In- 
dians,” (see receipts and expenditures,” p. xxxv) sosdvusiee 

Outstanding warrants on this account in prior years, paid during 
this, (see “receipts and expenditures” for 1869, p. 307; for 1870, 
p. 301) 


58, 729 09 


Difference explained 


In the finance report for 1871 the expenditures in the Naval De- 
partment are stated for the year 1865 at 
In the report for 1869 at 


Showing an increase in the report of 1871 over that of 1869 of 
which is explained as follows: 
Navy hospital-fund ia 
The outstanding warrants at the close of the year 
1864 (see “receipts and expenditures,” page 236) 
amounted on this account to nmhakcnite ia 
And at the close of the year 1865 (see ‘receipts and 
expenditures ” 1865, page 285) to 


$44, 024 43 


39,535 65 


Showing that there was paid during the year 
Difference explained 


In the report of 1871 the expenditures of the War Department are 
stated forthe year 1-02-63 at nis 


603, 314, 411 82 
In the report of 1°69 at 


599, 298, 600 &3 


Showing an increase in the report of 1871 over that of 1869 of @ 4,015,810 99 
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which is the amount of “* 
year, as follows: 

The outstanding warrants on this aecount at the close 
of the fiscal year 1°62 (see “ receipts and expendi 
tures" for 1962, page 274) amounted to 

And at the close of the year 1868, page 242, to 1, 


outstanding warrants" paid during the 


$5, 306, 612 24 
200, 801 25 


Showing that there was paid during the year 4,015, 810 99 


In the report for the year 1870, the expenditures in the Indian De- 
a nt for the year 1863 are stated at ..... 

n the report for 186% at #1, 076,326.35, which is s the item of ex- 

through a clerical error tabu- 


3,15 


pe ‘nditure on account of “ Pensions,’ 

ated under the head of “ Indians.’ 

The expenditures on account of 
table, ander “ Pensions,” at 


“Indians” appear in the same 


Showing an increase in the report of 1870 over that of 1368 of 
Which is explained as follows 


Trust funds, Cherokee and Kansas schools 
“ Reliefs" brought from pensions 


11, 838 26 


13, 665 8&7 
496 80 


14, 162 67 
Less warrants issued during the year but not paid. 
“ Receipta and expenditures,” 1862, page 257, and 1863, page 231... 2, 324 41 
Difference explained 


In the report for 1870 the expenditures on acceunt of pensions for 
the year 1-63 are stated at ... 

In the report for 1868, at 883, 140,194 44, which is the amount of 
expenditure on account of * Indians,"’ tabulated, as stated above, 
under the head of “ Pensions” through a clerical error. 

The correct amount is 
Showing the true difference to be 
Which is explained as follows : 
Navy pension fund 
Less outstanding warrants issued but not paid during the 

year (see “ receipts and expenditures " for 1862, page 256, 

and for 1963, page 228) 

And expenditures under relief act incorrec tlyjels ussified un- 
der “ Indians,” page 2O........ccccrcccccccccccscossccecs 


1, 076, 326 35 
2, 1s7 01 


3, 162 04 


975 03 


Difference explained 2,187 01 


REVENUE COLLECTED. 


In the finance report for 1863, the total revenne for the year, ex- 
clusive of loans and Treasury notes, is state “ul at 


ie 132, 889, 746 95 
In the report for the year 1864, at $112,687,290.95, whic h should be. 


112, 697, 290 95 


20, 192, 456 00 


Showing a difference in the two reports of.... 
Which is the amount of receipts for that year from postal currency 
ae ly included in the report for 1563 in the column of * net 
ore 20, 192, 456 00 


inary revenue” 

The revenne collected during the year, according to the two re- 
ports, is the same, with this exception. 

In the reports for the years 1870 and 1871, the receipts from internal revenue were 
included, by a clerical error, in “ loans and Treasury notes." This was an error in 
revising the tables, and was corrected in 1872, 1870 and 1871 being the only years 
in which this error oceurs. Ry reference to the ‘receipts and expenditures” for 
1865, page 22, it will be seen that this amount (8$37,640,787.95) of receipts from in- 
ternal revenue was all received from the ‘“‘ Treasurer of the United States,”’ imme- 
diately following which are the receipts from the several loans. The clerk imad- 
vertently tabulated these items toget ther , and the error, irrespective of the incor- 
rect information conveyed by the report as to the revenue from this source, can 
have no bearing upon the question of the correctness of the public accounts, nor 
does it evidence any change or alteration in the books of the Treasury. 

All the tables and statements contained in the finance reports are condensed 
from the accounts, and in making such statements errors are liable to occur, and 
when they are discovered it is certainly proper to correct them. 


LOANS AND TREASURY NOTES. 
The receipts from loans and Treasury notes for the year 1863 are 
stated as follows: 
In the report for 1863 at 
In the report for 1864 at 


7 
» oe 


$756, 429, 90: 
776, 622, 36 
Showing a difference of... 20, 192, 456 00 
Which is the amount of receipts from postal currency heretofore 
shown to be included in net ordinary revenue in the report for 
the year 1863. 
In the report for 1870, the revenue from this source for 1863 is stated 
814, 925, 494 96 
Showing a difference, compared with the report of 1863, of 58, 435, 589 39 
Which consists of the item of internal revenue, heretofore ex- 
plained, included in this account - 37,640,787 95 
The amounts of receipts from postal currency, here tofore shown to 
be included in net ordinary revenue 
And the follow ing items included in “ misce Haneous” in the re port 
of 1864. (See “ receipts and expenditures" for 1863, page 22:) 
Profit on certificate of indebtedness redeemed before maturity . 
Premium ou three years’ 7 3-10 coupon bonds 


20, 192, 456 00 


20, 425 00 
1,920 44 


58 


Difference explained 58, 435, 589 39 


CHANGES IN THE PUBLIC-DEBT &TATEMENT. 


In the finance report for 1871 the Register states the public debt 
for the following years at: 
1862 
1963..... 
in64 
1865. 
lo 


524, 176, 412 1: 
1, 119, 772, 138 6 
1, R15, 784, 370 57 
2, 680, 647, 869 74 
2, 773, 236, 173 69 
2, 678, 126, 103 87 
2, 611, 687, 851 19 
2, 588, 452, 213 94 
2, 480, 672, 427 81 


3 
3 
7 


eeececce weeccersccecccesececceees 19,272, 555, 561 57 


2, 032 70 


3,140,194 44 | 
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In the report for 1870 for the same year, the debt is stated as 
follows : 
, 371 99 
3, 1H1 37 
, 429 49 
026 53 
#79 21 
215 12 
, 04 67 
4-0 5 
, 599 74 


19, 023, 595, 208 63 


Total 
Difference or increase, as shown by the honorable Senator from 
West Virginia, in the report of 1471 over 1870 of. ... 248, 960, 352 94 
But this difference or increase as thus shown is erroneous. It ts a comparison of 
the sum of running balances between which no intelligible comparison can be made, 
The proper way to make the comparison is to find the increase or decrease on each 
account for each year, and thus determine the aggregate increase on each account 
since 1861, the difference between which will be the true difference in the accounts, 
The following will explain the difference : 


Statement of the increase or decrease of the public debt in each year from 
1861 to 1870, inclusive, showing the net difference between the “* receipts 
and expe nditures” account and the “issue and redemptions” account. 


j 
Debt. | 





Increase. Decrease. Net increase. 


| 
Year. | 
i 


| 
Receipts and ex- 
penditures ; 


890, 580, 873 72 


#524, 176, 412 13 

1, 119, 772, 138 63 

1, 815, 784, 370 57 
2. 6-0, 647, R69 

. 773, 236, 173 

, 678, 126, 103 + 

, 611, 687, 851 

, 453, 213 | 
672, 427 


}, O12, 231 94 
. 863, 499 17 
2, 588, 303 95 


2, 588 
2, 450, 
2, 480, 672, 427 81 


2, 773, 236, 173 69 292, 563, 745 


Issues and 
demptions: 


re- 


, 211, 371 § 

, 793, 181 S 
690, 489 

593, 026 5: 

3, 425, 879 2 
199, 215 
320, 964 


423. 343, 





91, 226, 664 0 
55, 878, 250 
38, 597, 981 : 


Difference ....). sies 426, 399 98 


*In the Register's report for 1269 the outstand- 
ing public debt was published (as heretofore 
€ xplained) as 

Which is the amount of the 
debt, less cash and sinking 
fund in the Treasury, to 
which should be added the 
amount of cash and sinking 
fund ; 

Less accrued interest 


$2, 489, 002, 480 58 


$156, 167, 813 58 
47, 447, 310 79 
108, 720, 502 7 


To give the principal of the debt July 1, 1869.. 


tIn the same report for 1870 the outstanding 
public debt was again published as 

To which should be added the 
amount of cash and sinking 
fund 


$2, 597, 722, 983 37 


2, 386, 358, 599 74 


$144, 494, 984 61 
50, 607, 556 52 
——— ——— 93, 887, 428 09 
To give the principal of the debt July 1, 1870.. 2, 480, 246, 027 83 


This difference or apparent increase of the debt as shown in the finance report 
for 1870 consists of the following items: 


Amount of the bonds purchased for the sinking and 
special funds prior to July 1, 1870, but not received 
and paid for prior to che passage of the act of July 14, 
1870, and consequently not deducted frm the ont- 
standing public i ‘bton July 1, 1870, on “ receiptsand 
expenditures" account 
(See Note 14, finance report 1571, page 7.) 
Amounts not included in the ‘issues and redemptions” 
account, but included ia the “receipts and expendi- 
tures” account : 
Old debt, 257.665: interest, $64,164.81............ 121, 829 81 
Mexican indemnity 1, 104 91 
Bounty land-scrip 3,975 00 
(See Note 10, finance report for 1871, page 7.) 
Amount advanced to the Treasurer to pay interest on 
certificates of indebtedness, used to redeem principal, 
thus making a difference between Lke two accounts 
of 21, 425 52 
5, 100 00 
(See Note 6, Gnance report for 1871, page 7.) 
Amount of loan of 1848 redeemed and twice deducted 
EEE Scicauinnepa cntean becnen sveduavessan ecese 
(See Note 9, finance report for 1871, page 7.) 


800 00 





1876. 


“In theexamination of the accountof the Texan indem- 
nity loan, it was discovered that $30.62 had been cov- 
ered as prine ipal which should have been covered as 
interest, also that $17,080 was covered as principal 
which should have been covered as premium ” 

See Note 7, tinance report for 1s71, page 7.) 

“In the quarter ending September 30, 1-68, $150.22 was 
covered to the credit of principal of the loan of L803, 
which should have been covered as premium’ 

(See Note 3, finance report for 1571, page 7.) 

Miscellaneous covering-warrant, No. 459, of December 
20, 1265, covered as receipts from principal of 5-20 loan 
of 1865, $995,247, which should have been covered as 
premium 


$17, 110 62 


995, 247 00 


Making a total discrepancy of. - . 
From which deduct the following items: 

Purloined Treasury notes redeemed under the first sec- 
tion of the actof August 10, 1316, charged on “* re- 
ceipts and expenditures " account to this loan, being 
equivalent to a duplicate issue, should be excluded 
altogether... : 23, 2 

Lost note of 1860 rec 
again redeemed when the note was presented by the 
holder ocesene ae : : 

Amount of certain 7 3-10 notes of 1861 returned by the 
Treasurer as not issued, and canceled, as shown by 
the Regiater’s books 

Amount of old demand 
from the Treasury after the Treasurer had received 
credit for their redemption, and again pat in circula- 
tion. “‘Fhese amounts were recovered, but instead of 
being deposited as debits to the loaus were covered 
as miscellaneous receipts: 

Old demand notes 
Legal tenders on 
(The actual amount recovered on account of legal- 
tenders was $6,000, 33.94 in excess of the amount neces- 
sary to make the account good.) 

An examination of the loans of one and two year notes 
of 1263 shows that the amount outstanding is 3140 
less than shown by the “issues and redemptions” 


$500 00 


45, 000 00 


18 000 00 


5, 996 06 


$140 00 


steamship Republic, paid to Ober, Nanson & Co. per 

act of February 22, 1867......... 59, 500 00 
(See Note 11, finance report of 1871, page 7.) 

Discount on tifty-million loan of July and August, 1861, 

only the net amount of receipts from this loan being 

covered into the Treasury. The actual discount at 

which this loan was negotiated was $5,538,768 09 

but the receipts were inc reased by 1,134,168 71 
Accrued interest . 4,204, 599 38 
42,417 80 


Plaintield Bank of New Jersey, in lieu of same amount 


stolen before delivery to the bunk 30, 000 00 


4, 429, 443 10 


Difference explained 425, 399 98 
In the finance report for 1874 the public debt is stated for the 
years— 
53, 251, O78 7 
34, 482, 743 2 


by the Secretary at pee $43, 667, 630 05 
In the finance report for 1874 the debt is stated for the years— 
1874 43 


20 
23 
Secretary at - $41, 552,524 77 

These apparent differences are fully explained by the notes on pages 6 and 9 of 
the finance report for 1874, as follows: 

(Note on page 6 :) 

“It will be seen that the increase of the principal of the public debt, as shown 
by this statement, appears to be $17,207,475.23. Congress, by act of June 8, 1572 
(17 Statutes, 336.) provided that national banking associations might deposit United 
States legal-tender notes in the Treasury of the United States, and receive therefor 
certificates of deposit, bearing no interest, and that the notes so deposited should 
be set apart and held as a special deposit for the redemption of said certificates 
The certificates outstanding on the Ist day of July, and included in the outstand- 
ing principal of the debt, amounted to $5~,760,000. and the notes held as a special 
deposit for their redemption were included in the cash balance in the Treasury on 
that day. It will be seen, therefore, that while these certificates, as a matter of 
accounts, are treated as a part of the public debt, they do not in reality form any 
portion of it, in the usual sense of the word, for the reason that no revenue is re- 
quired to be provided for their payment, the notes which they represent always 
being in the Treasury as a special ‘deposit for their redemption, and those notes 
being included in the outstanding legal-tender notes. Omitting these certificates 
of deposits as offset by the notes held on deposit for their redemption, the actual 
reduction of the principal of the debt was $41,552,524.77.” 

(Note on page 9:) 

_ ‘In the amount here stated as the outstanding principal of the public debt are 
included the certificates of deposits outstanding on the 30th of June, issued under 
act of June 8, 1872, amounting to $31,730,000 in 1573, and $58,760,000 in 1874, for 
which a like amount in United States notes was on special deposit in the Treasury 
tor their redemption, and added to the cash balance in the Treasury. These cet 
tificates, as a matter of accounts, are treated as a part of the public debt, but, be 
ing offset by notes held on deposit for their redemption, should properly be de- 
aan So the principal of the public debt in making comparisons with former 
ears. 
The outstanding principal of the public debt 
June 30, 1873, was, as stated 


n . 2, 234, 482,993 20 
To which add accrued interest 


42, 356, 652 82 
—— §2, 276, £39, 646 02 
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And deduct cash in the Treasury— 
Coin 
Currency 
Special deposit 


7, 507, 402 68 
783, 529 77 


held for redex 
cates of deposit as provided by lk aaa 31. TR0, 000 00 
_ $129, 020, 922 45 


Debt, less cash in the Trea 
Deduct this amount fror 
Treasury July 1, ls72 


2, 147, 818, 71 


2, 191, 486 


Leaves the net decrease of tl 43, 667 


(See page 5 of the finance rey 


rhe outstanding principal of 
June 30, 1874 ] 


¥ was 
To which add accrued inter 


AS aire 


$2, 251, 690 


$2, 200, 629, 555 90 


Treasury ....... . 147, 541 


And deduct cash in the 314 74 


Treasury July 1, 1274 4 - 2,143, 088, 241 16 


tanding debt, less cash in the 


Debt, less cash in the 
Deduct this amo 
Treasury 


$2, 147, 818 


713 57 


Showin 4,730, 472 41 


: a decrease during 


The honorable Senator from West Virginia, in his speech of the 24th of January, 
1876, pointed out the following additi nal discrepancies * 
The report for 1866 net revenue collected for the 

1-62 at 


The report for 1870 at 


states the 


year 
$51, 935, 720 


51, 907, 944 62 


76 


Showing a decrease o 


which is explained as foll 

Premium on 7 3-10 loan of 
from loans and ‘Treasury nm 

Unavailables, (receipts and venditures 


24.) not included in the repo 


ided in receipts 
year leo 
1803, page 


$63, 400 00 


11,110 81 
innate ; 79.510 81 
Less trust funds excluded from the report of L862 saa 51, 734 67 
Difference ¢ xplained 27,776 14 

The report for 1866 states the 1 e colle 
1°63 at $112,687,290.95, tl ount being $112, 697, 290 95 


The report for 1870 at... ee oececeewnes : Sea ; 74, 448, 157 


eted for the year 


oo 


Showing a differen ) eae a 8,249, 133 40 


which is composed of the following items, (as 
reportof 1870, under the head of 


before shown,) tabulated in 
[Treasury notes, namely 


the 
loans and 


Internal revenue 
Protit on certificates of indebtedne 


$37, 640, 7 

ss redeemed before maturity 20, 425 00 

Premium on three-year 7 3-10 bonds Sel, O26 44 

And unavailables, not din the report of 12866, (see receipts 
and expenditures for 1563, page 22).. - uexe 


os} 
include 


1, 000 O1 


Difference explained 


The report for 1866 states the net revenue collected for the year 1864 
BE. cones ecco 
The report for 1870 at 


Showing a decrease of 


which consists of the following items, tabulated in the report of 1866 under net 
revenue, and in the report of 1570 under receipts from loans and Treasury notes 
(See receipts and expenditures for 164, page 26.) 

Premium on 18%1 bonds of the loan of 1x63... en $1, 675, 343 70 
Premium on 10.40 bonds, loan of 1864 160, 163 79 
Deduction of 4 per cent. on the redemption of 


lexan indemnity 
bonds 


° ° _ 99. 699 3 
And unavailables not included in the report of 1866 9,210 40 
Difference explained 1, 8&4, 417 28 
The report of 1966 states the net revenue for the year 1865 at...... $333 
The report for 1°70 at 


714, 605 08 
323, O02, Te O2 


Showing a decrease of .. 10, 621 


B19 16 
the 


and 


which consists of 
the head of * loans 
page x1:) 


following amounts included in the report of 1870 under 
treasury receipts and expenditures for 1605, 


notes,” (see ; 


Premium on 188! bonds 

Accrued interest on LO 

Difference of exchange on the ste 

Sale of gold coin, act of Mare! 

Premium on 5.20 bonds, June 30 

And unavailables (receipts and expenditures 1366, page Ixxviil) not 
included in the report of 1:66 jc enenneenanes 


aoe a eal stk tiene etl $1, 590. 012 28 
10 bonds 1 O37 G6 


6,095 11 


Difference explained 10, 621, 819 16 


Public-debt statement Srom 1236 to 1260. 

In the financial report for 1-69 and prior years the outstanding debt is stated for 
the following years 
January 1, 1536 $291, O89 05 
January 1, 1837 round “a ‘ 4 1, R78, 223 
January 1, 2838...... ane nae sinehnetiiacnaaes - 4.857, 660 4 
January 1, te4l — x «0 ; ‘ ; : 6, 737, 398 00 
January 1, 1842 peveucoes dpecweucesawans jad 15, O28, 456 37 
July 1, 1#43... . “ naews 27. 203 


27 i) 69 
July 1, 1858 44,910. 777 6 
July 1, 1859 5 


58, 754, 690 33 
July 1, 1860 64, 769, 703 04 
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j 
In th nar | report for 1870 and subsequent years the outstanding debt is | Less the Texas debt included in the ‘issues and re- 
f ! ‘ demptions” account, but not in the “receipts and 
DD l =~ evaesvocess £37,513 05 ‘ nditures” account Sieh Senweanas ee ae 
1) 1,1 . iepevas enweme $45, UST BS Als f v r items heretofore explained 
Lb |. ree 3 124 { e inder act of Angust 10, In46.... 23, 238 76 
TPOGRERIG? G. BORO. .ccuctercescucndecansenenseed succes cence wsenes d i ) BBs cccccccesececsescesesetcccese 42,417 80 
? I 1} 13, 594, 460 palaces 56 O73 55 
‘2 | j al 1 ' 1 
} J i 32 2 —_— ‘. 
if j 44,91 I DG SEINE oc vnc inccteeni nen stininnsetenseebsnenses 72, 554 80 
1¢ 159 ©. 4 In rey tothe chara ithe year 1 vas an apy 
ai Jeane ee rwennensnnaessenns Oi, ot © ent reduction of t public debt of over 100,000,000, (ac« 
1} as ary } dl Hoe wan tp . ¢ 
' rhe differences between these two statements are fully explained in the follow to the Gnance c.) Dus als Teductio MS ib & gree 
Pay t t , ure only apparent and due to a stroke of t pen, a mere trans 
§ ing comparative tables ¢ Pen AK) OOO ¢ s ] hat) th : 
2; fer ots TO0.0 ri table [tha the country cave 
bay Statement of the increase of the public debt in the years 1236, 1837, 1838, credit tothe Administration for the large decrease of the public 
; } ‘ } ‘ : , 
} > , } t during this year, when in fact the larger part of it was duc 
“ =42, 1-43, 1RDR, 1S59, and 1560, showing t t difference bet: : > : ast 
N41, 1°42, 1843, 185s, 1 , and 1560, ng the net difference between to the change in book-keeping and the Secretary's new tables 


the * receipts and expenditures” account and the * issues and redemptions 








tis« necessary to state that the ontstandin 


July 1, 1809, (see tinar report of 1269 


miblic debt on 





account, 


































































I 29) was $2, 656, 603,955 73 
From which was excluded the item of Paciti lroad bonds... 58, 6.4%, 320 00 
Dati Debt Increast Net increase. Leaving the amount .............<. jean 2, 597, 965, 635 73 
I outstanding debt on the Ist of July, 1870, (see finance report 
of 1870, page 44) wWas..........--... . os ; --- 2, 490, 304,797 74 
| wuminnquiieaeanh 
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES 
Which shows a decrease for the year, exclusive of the item of 
1 r 31.1 $37 | Pacific Railroad bonds, of . ‘ 117, 660, 837 99 
) i . : = i ; 2 4ii 4 | . ° , ° 
“4 = 1 1st ; : 194 07 2 911 16 o4 A.—Statement of ti ust funds and unarailables not included in the balance 
1) “ er 31, 1X40 2 i l 12.751 4 in the Treasury as published m the finance reports, 
December 31, l#4l = 3 14 73 R343, 605 19 —_—_—__—_—_— - -- ——~--— ~ 
“oe ; 2 4 0 a : > ~ : ; ( Receipts Expenditures. Balance. 
J w) ’ i x Lt ‘ —————— —— - om — ——__ — = 
J l 4, 42,257 ¢ i, 340, 450 00 . 
$64, 842,287 ga | Balances of trust funds as per 
ISSUES ANI EMPTIONS finance re IMS7-1R44, ve 
ume 4, page 509, December 31 
J . 11 +201 ORO ( N41 ; asneiad wacicatenine €374, 521 1s ’ Sell $374,521 18 
Ja : i 1 S72. 29g 1 587.154 50 | BORD senece paisiol ‘a a S21, 042 55 $223, 7 48 471, 616 55 
J i + 2 4 4 » » 43 l in 43 we : re vale ; 
i i a 6. 73%, 39 ) § #79. 737 54 1-43, balance in handsof amp 237, 376 63 291 57% 19 0 oO 
i 15. O28. 486) 37 & 29) ORS 37 bell, U. S. Treasurer. ..... 23, 702 OL | 4 = st 411, 120 00 
i 0 4 oo 12174 442 BOGS sens nnscnsicessetensuetueten 70 543, 649 63 684, 326 07 
j i 14.010, 777 we 17. 207. 3246 97 be45 ... pecsecces ae M 400, 095 26 357, 951 15 
J 1 inno 6 154, G09 33 1S, X43, 021 67 1-46 Seecceosecosce ” » 100 44 147, 760 70 
J j u0 o4 703 0 6.015.003 75 Dt + theutheunasenaes 7 25, T38 24 333, G37 22 
— — 64, 769, 703 OB | TEES... ccccccccccccccces 4 Int), R41 24 458, 235 O04 
— BED nceecevenesone concevee i- 224,517 63 367, 212 89 
oe | a a Ra a TO BAS BO | FESS « ccoccovccesvesssvecceucees ro 216, 756 1 39=, 493 3 
} TO sind arknwaescone (x 153, 263 7 490, 128 82 
4 Ek piccuhatinendeuiniuansvuntanee { 67, #29 57 316, 050 66 
5 i item of “interest on old debt” is not included in the outstanding in the | 1°53 esnsdeevvosce ; Is 553, 5 ? 
é ts and expenditures’ accofint until 1837 Se, CEES «oo <cteccs enodsfsnassnnetnnesce 103, 301 37 > 10%, 741 #3 
t : int ; 
We sotig Principal—Old unfunded debt...................000--e0ee $27, 437 96 SEO, SEDO ID TOCCIPAS ..0000rceee-jeocees ; 4 ) Fait 
a a Ola Treasury notes Sie Rae een 7 5. 755 OU nod <) a7 12 108, 250 91 
ty a Mississippi stock 4.320 09 IRS ; Oll 74 66, 823 20 
een enereenrereee s an7 513 o5 | 1856 8 236, 652 43 *31, 211 35 
ett ’ , —— $37, 515 05 | 1N57 } oo 215, 688 #6 56, 808 69 
‘ Unclaimed interest and principal of old debt. (See finance — on @ san . 
report, volume 3, 1829-1836, page 629).................6. 253,576 00 | 1°58 ---- 97, 796 37 103, E53 45 50, S41 61 
; , _ : ata __. | 1859 ek ith nbn euanenie cs 81, 394 63 21,903 32 | 2 94.919 53 
291. 089 05 | 1899, unavailables ...... ion aaa 15, 408 34 | § ‘ : 
> = 160 hts Ver weenenanwee 7, 773 O94 9 84,447 #5 
tIn the “issnes and rede mptions account " the outstanding of the debt of the cities | Intl 164, 946 57 110, 710 42 138, 6-4 00 
of Washington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, assumed per act of May 20, 1836, is | 1802 ...-.. D1, 734 67 17,040 75 | 2 OFT 1 
] 3 ; 162, 267 11 
included, namely 1*ti2, unavs oGuuansinension . 11, 110 #1 | 5 
ils Gr creda ek ae ee oe eee #1, 500, 009 | 1563 ceevese|  1,297,: 30,729 5912 4 493 061 98 
18 1 500, 000 | L563 unavailables an 5 
to : ii cighet in Seirtansct Kf ane seséseue Hinata idee rd be 3.994, 054 16 ; 
142 A , . eos Pee ee ee a unavailables ‘ j - 
1243 : aricuninepts eee ees "sre" 390 og0 | 1865 a eae .-| 4,146,118 42] 7,2 Lo 
% ; ; a ee tee Pee ae 1865, unavailables ..... ......... : atte 5 
Chis different or apparent inerease of the debt as shown in the finance report es ™ nares 
for 1870 consists of the following items Ee 14, 589, 736 36 12, 2, 217, 732 94 
Falanca i s Treaat g . 
Amounts included in the “ receipts and expenditures"’ — a ee es. | | 
account, which had been excluded from the * issues ee t we a o8, : 3 
IE Es ha wace pe ens ov ciicenns cuppasoncdeneceesensen — 858, 309 15 
and redemptions” account 7” a 
Mexican indemnity ......-..--.- $1, 104 91 Balance in the Treasury as per 
Bounty land serip 8, 770 00 receipts and expenditures July 
Interest on ‘old debt . amin inion 7, 714 33 a 3, 076, 042 09 
Also lreasury notes” of 1857 redeemed, but not re- 
Lnbursed WILhID LhO year. .......-..ccceessecces .-. 311,664 11 eee — 


—_—— $329, 258 35 * Excess of expenditures over receipts. 


B.—State of the Treasury, by quarters, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1862. 





ate ncieinnmiaaipniaial ae mn eva — 
Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end- 
ing Septem- ing Decem- ing March ing June 30, | Total. Balances. 
ber 30, Ic61. ber 31, 1861. | 31, 1862. } 1862, 
| | | 
panenies tn Tian an Fale 6 GO ovis scccne sccncusnsntdsliddesdvdctictensdasakiendic count Data ca 0500806 «|. ecessconossocses $2, 257, 065 80 
RECEIPTS. | 
| 
Five-twenty years bonds per act of Fe bruary 25, 1862 


‘Treasury notes 


etinchiedehdhincnalmmuneitet Lepdane sebhedeeeil cnueeeieenséest Eee oe $13, 990, 600 00 
Speseepe ehnchiae 98, 620, 000 00 98, 620, 000 00} 
397 62) 


Customs 

Direct tax canadien -ichinieinln simeeiaateheee ahol ea eL a : Jyslsowens eid eee 
Sales of public lands nionee siciateal 35, 967 03 39, 658 46 27,019 74 
Incidental ae paeretuenniel 31s, 095 86 316 22 | 182, 268 05 , | 
Three years coupon bonds, at 7 3-10 per cent...................-- 50, 125,355 87 | 91, 700,267 23 | 10,670,592 24] 13, 825, 925 00 , 412, 5R5 | 
United States notes, payable on demand -eseeseee+-) 15,620,000 00 | 18, 450,000 00 | 25, 900, 000 00 30, 000 00 60, 030, 000 00 
rreasury notes issued under acts of June 22, 1860 authorized by | 


I i we ee eee 14, 019, 034 66 apes 


$7, 198,602 55 | $8, 309, 066 47 








’ 14, 019, 034 66 
Sixty-day Treasury notes, issued per act of March 2, 1861........ 2, 877, 750 00 IN tnt ctE scaenatesneicedl 12, 896, 350 00} 
Loan under act of February 8, 1861 





er oneece 55 Oe Sense snnnnn ee | ee | 55, 257 50} 
Stock for the Washington and Oregon war debt : c as 2 ao 483, 000 00 297, 000 00 198, 850 00 | 1, 000, 700 00) 
freasury notes issued per acts of February 8 and March 2, 186] ee RN eT ae 3,500 od 
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B.—State of the Treasury, by quarters, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1862—Continued. 





| Quarter end Quarter end- Quarter end Quarter end 
} ing Septem ing Decem ing March q Total. Balances 
| ber 30, 1861 ber 31, 1861. | - 31, 1862 162 
| | 
Loan of November 16, 1861, authorized by acts of July 17 and 
Auguat 5, leél anee eo $24, 294, 129 17 | $22, 009, OND | £41 % 199 1 
ary loan, authorized by act of February 25, 162 REPELS 20, 201, Gi9 43 | $46, 187, 704 67 66 4 4 





stes of indebtedness, authorized by acts of March 1 and 


















$521, 622, 181 26 


Total ........cccrcccccccces cece eccceccccesescceccccecescce jS100, 275, 443 47 | 144, O87, 446 55 99, 625, 063 90 | 238, 140, 227 34 581, 628. 181 26 — 
} | | | 583, 885, 247 06 
A Trust funds: | | 
! Smithsonian Institation ............---------+e (iiéthinmisbtonttotebaarannan 5. 203 &5 4. 663 8&5 _. © 967 70 


Navy pension fund ‘ an nemo : | 
Chickasaw fund ...........- Seavneeeens aianonesesuceen cauees ; cnncenees 13,153 94 13. 153 94 





Total . .ccccccccccccccccscccccceccccecceccoccccccccceceses 


EXPENDITURES. 



























Civil: foreign intercourse and miscellancous.............-..- 2 
Interior: pensions and Indians. .. said bat iets on ac ceciciocalisn eas tn eccalan Set | ’ 2 8 2. 84 eS } if - 0 
iis Gren cea rected abet dicaSaiore+ote~ hantecrnense » 32 », 925 16 | 160, 434, 843 90 ' 407 3 
Navy ; ves-tian el Celene tian holies { R44 X, 277, 421 #, 1n, G06 54 42, 074, 569 69 
Interest on public debt, including lreasury notes .... , 6 3 », Ve, GUO BE 3, 966, 046 1 13, 190, 324 45 
Re-imbursement of Treasury notes issued per act prior to Dx 

cember 23 ROT . 5) 00 “eens . yw) OM) 
Payment of Treasury notes issued per act of December 23, 1°57 1, 836, 1 ( 203, 300 00 i 0 00 101, 400 ¢ 2 567, 700 00 
Pa nt of Treasury notes issued per act of December 17, 1¢60.) 100 00 4.9, 000 00 9, 540, 450 0 , 600 00 9, 96, 150 00 
Payment of Treasury notes issued per act of March 2, I-61 10, 541. 100 00 12, 430. 050 00 6, 842.550 00 792, 450 00 3. 060. 150 00 
Relemption of Treasury notes which have been purloined } BS BO hiccucsns ‘nae Slt 
Iteimbursement of temporary loan, per acts of July Land Au 

ust 5, i861 J | 10, 2540, 000 OO 26 500, 000 OO 5, 625, 000 44 r 000 OO 
Re-imbursement of temporary loan, per acts of February 25 and | 

RR oa San eraGe ie cdi Cae Onna neeN eee eiaeil | . — 1,415, 2 ) 7, 137, 992 5 8, 553, 207 53 
Payment of interest on old funded debt J aeaer salad dietiinore 3 Oth 3 06 
Redemption of United States notes issued under act of July 17 

1361 a es a main ; ae 4, ( 58, 610 00 









TT ai oil ieaiiaiis odtdn thekOseendeenanhenosenseweas } Z 2 2 
Trust-innds ; | 
AE... can eens hd ogeubesenads baakéonne ceueunweeuetn 
Chickasaw fund Lenhaked iene dsmenat began | 2 ) 20, 000 00 





Choctaw schools Sica , 310 OF 
Navy pension-fund 15 00 1. 588 84 1 Oo 1 ( A 4 
Navy hospital-fund Te3 86 1, 625 18 * ) o4 6 299 & 












Dd. gceavenesnsnssassadiconnqnumesenasennwetdececdveves 98, 2 





ts aes Cee ee See i ace casement entwie eteetaeeatben stineiusebadeenes 





* Represent repaymenta. 





C.—State of the 


Treasury, by quarters, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1°63 














Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end- Quarter end 






ing Septem- ing Decem ing March ing June 30 Total. Balances. 
ber 30, 1862 ber 31, 1862 31, 1863 1-63 












ee Ses OY, 0 UIE adc cnewednpacncdadnlcndacenaconatansleaucvecuvennuse sls sb veccewcsetersfacuontccenececssdeasenuccesbaseenac 


RECEIPTS, 





RIND <5) od ieee Seka ine ee eiiakebaeminiyeeeheesen tein $23, 041, 736 59 | $13,354,505 41 | $15, 443,591 37 | $17, 219, RAO 














































hank 2 ; $69, 059, 642 40 
Sales of public lands 22, 1X1 04 5, 428 38 30, 431 22 109, 576 53 167,617 17 
Direct tax 83, 681 77 1, 032, 407 94 123, 606 10 179, 407 80 1, 485, 103 61 
a ace ee Reena a ane eaaus 456, 303 73 7, 180, 446 22 15, 765, 6<9 23 14, 236, 348 72 37, 640, 787 95 
Incidental HA ae tA ee hbo al umhithedeeanteremecnnenakee 561, 079 08 1, 219, 097 11 395, 903 37 7 » 79 3, 046, 615 35 
United States postag Sd iets 787, +00 00 6, 057, 136 00 12, 076, 564 00 1, 276. 956 00 20. 192. 456 00 
‘Two-year 6 per cent. Treasury notes, per act of March 2, 1861... 1,500 00 |... is 122 00 eanenn ie 1, 622 00 
Seven-thirty three-year coupon bonds, per acts of July 17 and 
August 5, 1861 ate ae , a re 000 00 13, 713, 450 00 = alte 17. 263. 450 00 
United States notes, per act of February 25, 1862.......... 000 00 53. 796. 000 00 | 106 m0 oO F = O00 O00 291 0 000 0 
Certificates of indebtedness, per acts of March 1 and 17, 1 824 43 | 54,220,437 49 | 56 000 0 4, 320, 000 0 157, 479, 261 
Five-twenty year bonds, peract of February 25, 1862 203 45 8 740, 802 16 7 ( »| 15 § 753 83 175, 037, 259 44 
Stock for Washington and Oregon war debt ail . neice 050 00 145, 050 00 
‘Temporary loans, per acts of February 25 and March 17, 1862 , 843 14) 36,992,211 74 | 20, 383,790 43 35, 036, 916 90 115, 226, 762 21 
Six per cent. twenty-year bonds, peract of July 17, 1861........ oe . - ‘ 76, 00 00 76, 500 00 
bs as seiialh ; eta mine R82 O82 128 05 
Total...... 3, 803 23 | 196, 317, 922 45 | 234, 888,542 77 | 318, 251, 859 60 Bee, 02, 128 05 | ———-——— — 
Trust-funds: i 901, 125, 674 86 
Smithsonian Institution orale Oe OB cicnsicaes as 2, 682 00 ; 25, 345 85 
Navy pension fund. ... | 76,719 41 531, 455 80 217, 033 18 446, 970 23 1, 272, 178 62 
Ws naencatnendtnoncvccenessscacenen Rbdseseneeqecanases 138, 723, 186 49 | 196, 849,378 25 | 235, 108, 257 9. 312, 698, 829 83 #89, 379, G52 5 


EXPENDITURES. 





Civil: Foreign intercourse and miscellaneons............ ipewenwe 4, 436, 907 32 4, 902 





953. 9929 OR 

















So gg ee EO eee 1, 046, 906 42 659 06 929, 162 1 1,194 59 i, 520 79 
War ...| 90,869,850 23 | 131,781,557 31 | 204, 402, 690 7 02 4 600 83 
Navy each Scala a adit 10, 076, 353 91 11, 901, 649 38 16, 705, #64 05 17, T3794 63, 211, 105 27 
Interest on public debt, including Treasury notes 4, 654, 424 87 5, 558, 096 77 5, 930, 816 32 8, 586, 504 65 24, 729, 246 61 | 
Payment of Treasury notes, issued per act of December 23, 1857 14, 300 00 200 00 33. 300 00 10, #00 00 58, 600 00 
Payment of Treasury notes, issued per actof December 17, 1860 4.500 00 409 00 3,100 00 700 00 8, 700 00 | 
Payment of Treasury notes, issued per act of March 2, 1861...... 29 550 00 33, 300 00 116. 95 1. 971. 550 00 2 144.350 00 
Redemption of 7 3-10 coupon bonds, per act of July 17, 1861... 2, 000 00 5, 000 00 | ... 19, 500 00 71, 500 00 
Redemption of United States notes, per act of July 17, 1861 --| 27, 622, 490 00 16, 163, 900 00 10, 750, 600 ¢ 1, 581, 000 00 56, 177, 390 00 
Redemption of United States notes, per act of February 25, 1862 2 000, OOU OO |........-0.- e aid 19, 000 00 2, 099, 000 00 | 
Redemption of certificates of indebtedness, per acts of March 1 
and 17, 1-62 ..... ie ee a eee aed tee 5. 885. 000 00 756. 000 00 30, 000 00 43, 623. 758 23 50, 359, 758 23 | 
Re demption of United States stock, Washington and Oregon war | 
isences peetecce seuececcesuccces sagbugenéne seccaeeue eaenteccces veesoves : 64, 250 00 Se SO baccnncnctsnn J 69, 550 00 | 








5 
a} 
‘ 
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C.—State of the Treasury, by quarters, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1863—Continued. 








‘ rsement of temporary loan, per acts of February 25 and 
Mareh 17, Af -- 
he vursement of Treasury notes, issued under acts prior to 
lu 2 Ind 
Redemption of stock, loan of 1642..............cccee--e. 
lotal bbnbhhpthbeb neta 6ss peaieeennde 6eirbanet 
Trust fund 
Awards 
CRETOKSS SCROOIS. ....0 scccccccscce 
Navy pension tund 
Kansas a TD ncenePeerceccces cocces tevees seeeee coseeee 
eo crease wncendnsesnes dapies eaenee 
CN: Mirkin ne Wiad ewan nb icin ahead wee abnwneie ue 
Balarce in the Treasury June 30, 1563 


D. 


Balance in the 


Treasury July 1, Is 


RECEIPTS 


Customs 

Sales of pub lic lands 
Direct tax 
Internal revenue 


Incidental Seni ew Wawa sheteeeh oh bene hneteet ahhbes wee 
Fractional currency paar eehoedeess 
United States notes, per act of F ebruary 25, 1s 2 





Vive-twenty-year bonds, per act of February 25, 1R62 ae 
Certificates of indebtedness, per acts of March | and 17, 1862 . 
lemporary loans, per acts of February 25 and March 17, 
x per cent. 20-year bonds, per act of July 17, 1861 se 
I'wo-year 5 per cent. interest-bearing notes, ate act of March 3 
1863 
One-year 5 pe r cent. interest-bearing notes, per act of March 3 
nos ‘ 
Ten-forty-yvear bonds 
Six per cent 
Six per cent 


os act of March 3, 1864.. . 
compound-interest notes, per act of March 3, 
i881 bonds, per act of March 3, 1863 


"1263. 


Trust funds 
Smithsonian Institution 
Navy pension fand.. 
Chickasaw fund 


Total 


EXPENDITURES, 


Civil: Foreign intercourse and miscellaneous. .................. 
Emtestor: Pamstomeand ImGians. ....0.ccccccccesescocscoses 

UML i Si tebeern seek ibiee diene ehbaseakendbreushendeekte 
Navy 


huterest on the pub lic debt, ine luding Treasury notes. ...... 

~ «ddemption of steck, loan of 1842 

Redemption of stock Washington and Oregon war debt 

Redemption of stock, 7 3-10 coupon bonds, per act of July 17, 1861 

Redemption of United States notes, per act of July 17, 1861 

Redemption of United States notes, per act of February 25, 1862 

Redemption of certificates of indebtedness, its acts of March 1 
and 17, 1862 

Redemption of postage » and other st: Amps, per act of July 17, 1262 

Redemption of * 
ber 23, 1857 oe 

Payment of Treasury notes per act of December 23, 1857 

Payment of Treasury notes, per act of March 2, 1861 

Re-imburseme nt of temporary loans = acts of February 25 and 
March 17, l62 

Redemption of fractions ul currency, per act ‘of March 3, 1263 

Rew mpt ion of 2-year 5 - cent. Treasury notes, per act of 
March 3, 1863 


Redemption of 3-year 6 per ‘cent ‘compound interest notes, per 
acto! March 3, 1863 


Redemption of Texan inde smnity stock, per act “of Se ptem be r 9, 
Ino ; enue 


‘reasury notes issued under acts a to Decem 


Crust funds 
Navy pension fund 
Chickasaw fund 
Navy hospital fund 
Cherokee school fund 
Choctaw school fund 


Total 


Balance in the Treasury June 30, 1864..................... 


——S}>_ 


1862 ...| 
















































































* Repayments. 

























































Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end 
ing Septem ing Decem- ing March ing June 30 Total. Balances 
ber 30, 1-62 ber 31, 1862. 31, 1863. 1-63. 
$9,913,510 66 $24,820,507 99 $11,212,708 &2 | $21 570, 271 Ol $67, 516,993 48 
SO 00 onsen SO 00 
2, 34%, 263 36 2 580, 743 36 
‘ . SS ee $295, 796, 630 
156, 608,847 41 |) 196, 721,564 7k 259, 613, 050 “OL 
i Gt. Pinésdn vacances ede venneeete . 3,043 31 
aneune oat RR RB 13, 065 #7 
*133 09 1,573 13 455 00 3, 162 04 
ili 600 00 600 00 
26, 664 41 8, 468 69 2 41 On 10, 178 43 10, 858 37 
156, 638, 422 04 196, 74 (69 22 | 259, 617, 034 92 | 282, 857, 234 06 £95, 827, 360 24 
wee ee eccecec ces | secceeeccess sees sccces sesecs sees secese ceeceseces|secereseseses 21 
* Represent repayments. 
-State of the Treasury, by quarters, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864. 
| | 
Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end 
ing Se pte m-| ing Decem ing March} ing June 30 Total. Balances. 
ber 30, 1863 ber 31, 1-63 31, 1864 } 1864. 
i | 
annals oeietisihinel {pRA che lintd ona sikesclesweseerenenat soteteeeeeeseeees| $5, 329, 044 21 
| 
$22, 562, O18 42 | $23, 211, 520 86 | BQ7, 439, 654 13 29, 102,959 58 $102, 316, 152 99 
136, 182 09 170, 503 45 | 2 § 149, 764 83 5 S33 ss 
scone coeel 035 06 | 64,447 22 , 648 96 | 
17, 599, 713 59 | 631, 26 | 37, 193, 576 109, 741, 134 10 
641, 542 04 2,529 09 32, 430, 025 Se 47,511, 44" 10 
ee: cee sae 749 50 4,513, 700 2 8, 169, 721 25 
15, 452, 000 00 49, 099, 739 00 0 00 17, 102, #20 00 86, 420, 870 00 
84, 639, 628 51 | 161,480,438 31 |) 75 0065 45 | 31,210 14 S321, 551, 283 41 
14, 865, 000 00 32, 161, 000 00 56, 649, 000 00 66, 504, 000 00 169, 179, 000 00 
32, 690, O13 #4 14, 752, 923 23 29, 696, T8457 92, O72, 323-17 169, 218, 044 x1 | 
241, 500 00 9, 599 S2 1, 594, 675 93 2, 250, 100 00 30, 565, 875 45 | 
13, 000, 000 00 | 36,500,000 00 | 92, 495, 893 01 24, 484, 106 99 166, 480, 000 00 
| | | 
— 27, 400, 000 00 17, 120, 000 00 44, 520, 000 00 | 
73, 337, 620 00 73, 337, G20 00 | 
iesun 17, 250, 000 00 17, 250, 000 00 | 
42, 141, 771,05 42,141, 771 OF | 
= wad ee ee 1, 389, 466, 963 41 
359, 241, 150 03 | 480, 74*, 554 61 1, 389, 466, 963 41 | ————-_—_- —__- 
| | 1,394, 796,007 62 
| | 24,998 75 | 
76, 840 1, 979, 978 60 3, 927, 70 | 
34, 330 | asl | 41, 71 | 
| | ————_. 
201, 961, ORG 59 | 348, 798,537 05 | 360, 972, 860 72 | 461, 728, 533 21 | 1, 293, 461, 017 57 | 
-_ — — = -_— — } 
| | } 
| 
7, 216, 939 31 6, 284,576 59 | 7, 608, 396 91 6, 395, 686 
1, 711, 271 95 | 1, 642, 203 79 2, 701, 404 37 , 457, 050 
144, 387, 473 97 | 163, 366,855 10 | 193, 477, 740 69 
18,511,618 86 | 23,982,891 03 | 17, 731, 436 70 } 
4, 283, 628 37 7,349,958 58 | 9, 287,115 R2 
60, 000 00 16, 800 00 3, 000 00 
Sg ee ee ikea <a aaoon 
2 000 00 |... ~~ 681, 500 00 | paneeees 
, 500 00 | 967, 742 25 392, 095 25 274, 090 00 
7. 279 60 | : 13, 220, 819 23 | 28, 330, 896 41 | 
| | 
12, 345, 804 16 | 56, R81, 437 49 61, 818, 000 00 34, 035, 000 00 165, 080, 241 65 
1, 299, 600 00 1, 927, 545 85 806, 507 85 991, 246 30 5, 024, 900 00 
See ° | oa oaeees ecocscocess 50 00 
200 00 700 00 500 00 | 2, 000 00 
104, 350 00 1, 614, 000 00 74, 650 00 70, 400 00 1, 863, 400 00 | 
27, 203, O17 44 #2, 547, 267 22 21, 934, 305 71 65, 615, 143 67 | 197, 299, 734 04 
Lickin bem éshmard— 206, 400 00 236, 000 00 | 442, 400 00 
| | 
ighhotsbivenhisivistieshtotel-snaguepnesees 13, 615,200 0C | —-:13, 615, 200 00 
| | j | 
ecaeeces Pere Lae a fF 2, 250, 000 00 
‘ | | 
a oeleeilite | ae es tained 992, 000 00 | 992, 000 00 
ow e ‘ 
eammaiinpabeetan mneoan tates —— — | 1,298, 056, 101 89 
215, 731, 583 06 | 357, 260, 081 80 | 329, 943, 872 53 | 392, 120, 564 50 | 1, 298, 056, 101 89 | 
j | 
120 00 | 1, 487 06 20 00 | 15, 124 18 | 16, #11 24 
24,999 96 | 28,022 40 | 7,078 BO | 7, 398 08 | 67, 499 24 
5, 735 88 *3, R68 82 10, 583 36 | “19, 748 52 *7, 298 10 | 
$6e abacus eT Bosesssasa j 96 29 
setters Sensei 01,405 66 |....... roel 11,445 44 | 
218, 762, 438 90 | 357, 285, 722 44 | 329, 973,096 42 | 392, 123, 398 34 | 1, 208, 144, 656 00 | 
} j } 
abel Race iig cum aeae Bi eI ee ee 
sch peeeed sevesnineescnpeoneesee 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


=.—State of the Treasury, by quarters, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1865. 





Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end- | Quarter end 
ing Septem- ing Decem-| ing March ing June 30. 
ber 30, 1864. | ber 31, Is64. | = 31, 1865 


Lalance in the Treasury on Ist July, 1864 
RECEIPTS. 


Customs $19, 271, 091 96 | $15, 123, 
Sales of public lands. 342 185 84 a7 83! 
Direct tax oes 16, 079 86 843, 3: 
Internal revenue. . ae 46, 562. 859 92 55. 199 
Incidental 9, 020, 171 44 | 205, 832 } 5O, 2 7. 148. 036 86 
Fractional currency, per act of March 3, 1863 .. . 340, 789 15 2) 42 - . 155 201 75 
6 per cent. 20-year bonds, per act of July 17, 1861... 78, 963, 524 55 | 560, 900 00 46. 200 00 
United States notes, per act of February 25, 1862. . 3, 355, #20 00 804, 010 00 
5.20 year bonds, per act of February 25, 1862 eis naheke 201, 357 15 51, 300 00 | 
Temporary loans, per act of February 25, 1862, and March 17, 1862.} 21, 198, 951 28, 956, 953 18 
Certificates of indebtedness, per act of March 1 and 17, 1862......| 85, 471, 200 36, 067, 000 00 
6 per cent. 1881 bonds, per act of March 3, 1863 aa 31, 848. 763 2 183. 165 99 
10-40 year bonds, per act of March 3, 1864 i ANE 
6 per cent compound-interest notes, per acts of March 3, 1863, 
and June 3, 1564 ° 073, 440 20, 460, 000 00 : 700 3, 000 00 214, 140 
73-10 3 year Treasury-notes, per act of June 30. 56, 400 54, 350, 850 00 | 
5.20 year bonds, (6 per cent.,) per act of June 30, 1264 
73-10 3 year Treasury-notes, per act of March 3, 1865... . me 
Gold coin purchased, per act of March 17, 1+62, (first section) 


508, 829 20 


5, 129 25 
O00 49 OOO OO 
126 0 70 00 
5, 910, GEO 36, 486,469 50 | 56, 161, 250 


3e2 7! 3. O75, 767 64 9, 900, 4u1 
058, 250 25 9, 000 9. 000 00 706, 250 ¢ 
2O5 590 655, R95 2 

5, 000 00 155, 000 
pethieell a “ a - mae 1, 801, 792, 627 51 
5, 686, 453 00 | 375, i 5 339, 198 46 





Trust funds: 1, 898, 532 533 24 
Smithsonian Institution ‘ ‘ gee ‘ 
Navy pension fund : 5 1, 006, 090 34 
Chickasaw fund s 1 


612 28 
B30 00 i, 127 25 R30 00 


Total | 452, 893, 5 | 356, 694, 373 34 | 377.2 { 05, 640 7 
EXPENDITURES. 


Civil, foreign intercourse, and miscellaneous | ‘ 5 5.941 92 | 

nterior, (pensions and Indians) 156 46 
220 60 
ap ced es 292 914 27 
Interest on public debt, including Treasury notes alle ’ : 27 
Redemption of Texan indemnity stock, per act of September 9, 


x5 
920 00 


3, 1857 on 100 00 pele he Bet 250 00 400 00 

ent of Treasury notes, per act of December 23, 1857........| 00 100 00 ds 1, 100 00 
Payment of Treasury notes, per act of March 2, 1861 nia ateecnaie 00 500 00 
Redemption of United States notes, per act of July 17, 1861 .....} 213, 00 2 495 00 
Redemption of 7 3-10 three-year coupon bonds, per act of July 17 

In6l . 00 25 | 0 29, 321, 750 00 111,050 00 
tedemption of posts | 40 7 79, 316 10 739, 387 34 
Redemption of stock, loan of 1542. . ue ae ae Ries wh : sale - 00 
Redemption of Treasury notes, per act of February 25, 1862 87 , £86, 5 | 793, 059 00 { 153 60 5 47 | 
Re-imbursement of temporary loans, per acts of February 25 and 





100 00 43,550 00 
500 00 370, 599 00 


& 
4 


ees 


49 9, 5 f 33, 564, 751 27 S88 45 19 


00 000 00 . 9 5. 07 000 00 
,762 77 | 2, 426, 82 5 992, 670 
Rede mption of one-year 5 per cent. Treasury notes, per act of | 
Mare} 
Redem 
Mareh 3, 1863 ne didaiu Ghnsue 
Redemption of three-year 6 per cent. compound interest notes 
per act of June 30, 1864 743, 760 00 
Redemption of three-year 7 3-10 per cent. coupon Treasury notes, 
per act of June 30, 1864 
Purchase of gold coin, per act of 


Ore tere & 


or 
i 


79, 270 00 g 34, 272.910 00 
26, 050 Ov 2 : ) 700 00 


, 410 00 26, ( 900 00 


900 11 
eseeceepeccnceasss ccocceccce! Sen 168,908 & 
Trust funds: | 
Navy-pension fund 1,999 62 
Chickasaw fund Safes 10€, 000 00 
Cherokee schools.. 
Choctaw schools. 
en idin acaieehee dimen ashhondsknbeccotinnsseesss 
Navy-hospital fund 





————— 


* These two items properly belong to quarter ending December 31, 1864. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 17, 1876. 


_ Sir: Referring to the letter which I had the honor to address to you on the 4th 
instant, in response to yours of February 9, transmitting a copy of a resolution 


There has been prepared, however, and transmitted to Congress, under an order 
of the House of Representatives, passed December 30, 1791, an account of the re 


i ceipts and expenditures of the United States for each fiscal year Chis account is 
adopted in the Senate of the United States January 24, 1876, instructing the Com- | a transcript of the account, as settled by the accounting otlicers of the Treasury, of 


mittee on Finance to investigate the books and accounts of the Treasury Depart- | moneys received and paid out by the Treasurer on warrants covering mone 
ment, with reference to alleged discrepancies and alterations in amounts and | the Treasury and on warrants drawn on him and by him paid 

figures, especially in the annual statements of the expenditures of the Govern As before stated, the statements contained in the tinance report were made up 
ment, revenue collected, public debt, &c., I beg leave further to state that the | at the close ofthe year. and represented, in every instance, the amount of warrants 
tabulated statement of the receipts of the United States Government for each fiscal | drawn against appropriations during such year, and therefore 
year, from March 4, 1789, to 1875, inclusive, and of the expenditures of the same 


ys into 


charged as an ex 


penditure of the year, although such warrants may not have actually been paid 
for the same period, to be found on pages 10, 12, 14, and 16, respectively, of the | until some time during the succeeding fiscal year, and in many instances they have 


finance report for 1875, classified under appropriate heads, showing the revenues | not been paid until after the expiration of several years from the date of their issue 
received into the Treasury and the expenditures made therefrom, was first pub- In fact, in the immmense disbursements made by the Treasury during the war 
lished in the finance report of 1°63. (See pages 240 to 243, inclusive.) the amount of the outstanding warr:.nts grew to be very large. The drafts issued 
Prior to the commencement of the publication of these tabulated statements, | on such warrants were used as commercial paper, and being a Government obliga 
nearly all the information given of the condition of the Treasury was communi- | tion, and therefore more desirable than the drafts of individuals, they were re 
cated cach year in the text of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury to Con- | tained in the possession of persons into whose hands they came, and were not pre 
gress for such year. (See finance report for fiscal year 1378 pages | to 10, inclu sented for payment untii the money which they represented was absolutely necded. 
sive, and statement No. 1, showing, under four separate heads, the receipts of the | For these reasons, it was found almost impossible to settle the accounts of the 
Government and the expenditures, classified wale a very few heads; see pages | Treasurer without legislati on onthe subject; and, therefore, on the 2d of May, Ist 
26 to 30 inclusive, of same volume.) These last two statements were invariably | Congress passed a law to fac 


litate the settlements of accounts of the Treasurer of 
made up from the amount of warrants issued on the Treasurer. 


the United States, and provided that any draft issued upon a warrant which had 
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been ontstanding and unpaid for three years or more shonld be covered back into 
the Treasury by warrant, to the credit of the party in whose favor it had been ori 
nally issued and to an appropriation aceount to be devominated * outstandin 
liabilities 

t will therefore be seen, from what has been stated, that the 
have exhibited the receipts and expenditures of the Government were made up 
from enGrely different data, It had been the practice up to 1-71, when the Treas 


urer's accounts had been settled and the amount of mouey which be had paid ont 
on warrants ascertained, to change the items 


of expenditures in the accounts in 
ipts and expenditares, which, as has already lu 
sade up from warrants issued, so as to make them conform to the accounts of 
sand expenditures, or the Treasurer's accounts of expenditares by warrants 
actually paid. The tirst account, therefore, would be changed whenever the Treas- 





tabular statemeuts of rece 


en stated, 
were! 


receipt 


urer's account was settled and the amount of outstanding unpaid warrants ascer- 
tained 

A table showing some of the changes which have been made, and which will 
serve as an illustration, is berewith inclosed 


Phe alleged discrepancies in the different statements made have arisen solely 
from the different data upon which sue 2 statements have been based. As has 
already been shown, what are technically wn inthe Department as “outstand 
jing warrants,” are one of the elements of —- discrepancies. The “ unavailable 
balances,” by which is meant the amount of money which has been lost by defal- 





cations of officers, and therefore not subject to draft, is another. Another element 
are what are known as “ trust-fund accounts.” Some years they have been in- 
cluded in the statements, and in other years omitted. This class of accounts rep- 
resents chiefly moneys which the Government has held from time to time as a trus 
tee, and they relate princi es to the trust funds held for various Indian tribes. 
It is to be presumed the in making up the tabular statements, the person in 
charge of the work took it for granted that as these moneys were not really moneys 
of the United States, they should not be included in the account 

In view of the fact that the difference between the statement made by warrants 


isesed and of that nu 
in dates, (inasmuch 
they were issued would be 


e by warrants paid arose to a great extent from a difference 
rrauts issued but not paid within the year in which 
iltimately paid, aud when so paid, and the = rp in 
which they were included as not paid was changed, that no difference wou 

@Xist,) itis presumed it was thought far better to adopt a uniform rule, so that dis 


crepanucies apparent and not real should disappear from future statements, and es- 
pecially se, because the s 











atement made from warrants paid related solely to the 
personal accountability of the Treasurer, an account subsequently audited by the 
accounting oflicers of the Treasury; and, also, because it was an account ordered 
to be published by the House of Kepresentatives in 1791, and at a time when no 
other statements of the public accounts were mack 


Besides this, the books of the Department were originally designed to show the 


accounts of the expenditures by warrants issued, and not by the account which 
was ordered to be published by the liouse of Representatives’ resolution above 
reterred to 

From what has been said it might be inferred that two seta of accounts are ke pt 





in the Department, but such is not the cas The accounts of receipts and expen | 
itures represented on the books of the Dx 


The published statement, made under the Louse resolution of 1791, of receipts and 
expenditures, is simply a copy of the Treasurer's personal accounts, based upon the 


warrants paid by him within the year to which it relates 

It will be seen that the alleged discrepancies referred to have chiefly arisen from 
the practice which bas heretofore obtained of using the tigures coutained in the 
statement or personal accounts of the ‘Treasurer, atter their adjustment, in the 
place of those previously presented in the accounts of warrants issued—an account 


only ascertained one, two, or Uiree years later than the first-named accounts are 
made up 


Very respectfully, 


B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 


Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 


Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


Expenditures as shown by finance report and by receipts and expenditures. 
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statements which | 


which will appear from my observation upon it, I desire to say that 
early during my administration of the Treasury I caused to be made 
a thorough examination of the accounts of the Treasury from the 
beginning and especially from the year 1°36. That investigation did 
disclose the fact that there were errors which showed themselves in 
the annual statements that had been made to Congress, and espe- 
cially during the period of the war, and in a degree from the close of 
the war until the year 1869. There were also errors that were olde 
in date. Now, I desire that the Senate shall understand exact], 
what I did. There were no changes made in the books of the De- 
partment, none whatever. That has been proved by the statement 
of General Bristow while he was Secretary of the Treasury ; it can be 
proved by a hundred witnesses in the Treasury. If such changes had 
been made, the fact could be established by a hundred witnesses 
who either are or have been in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow me interrupt him there ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. Taking that to be as the Senator states it, as it 


| no doubt is, what is there in the Treasury to warrant those reports 


dthen | 


partment are based on warrants issued. | 


made to Congress that according to the Senator’s own statement do 
not correspond with the books of the Treasury ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Iwas coming tothat. When this thorongh ex- 
amination had been made and certain errors had been disclosed which 
did not afiect the integrity of anybody, but errors in the method of 
keeping the accounts, which led in some instances to erroneous results, 
and it became my duty to state to the country the exact facts, I had 
then to choose between stating those facts or repeating in the tables 
that were prepared under my direction errors which had previously 
existed, and which while the Secretary of the Treasury had no know!- 
edge of those errors he would of course be justitied in repeating in 
present and in subsequent reports ; but when the errors came to the 
knowledge of the Secretary, then if any duty had rested upon him 
it was a duty to state the facts exactly to the country. That I at- 
tempted to do, that I think I accomplished ; but it did not interfere 
in any way with the books of the Treasury Department, and cer- 
tainly did not change a figure in a report that had been published 
by my predecessors. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now if it will not interrupt the Senator I shonld 
like to ask right there, what then is there in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, except the reports that are sent to Congress, te show that there 
are any errors in the previous accounts kept in the Treasury Depart- 
ment ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. There are the examinations which have been 
made and tables prepared; most of them have been laid before Con- 
press; part of them in the report submitted by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Ohio during the present session of Congress; but the books 
of the Department have not been changed. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I understand the books not having been 
changed the books are erroneous to this day ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. They are in some respects. 

Mr. THURMAN. The books are erroneous to this day, and no cor- 
rection has been made in them? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. No correction has been made. Bills have been 

presented to Congress, oye bill passed I think this body during the 
present session to establish a new account for the disposal of items 
that had been lost by defaleations. I think the Finance Committee 
reported such a bill, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to my colleague that there are 
»,000,000 now shown by the books of the Treasury to be in the 
Tre: isury of the United States that were distributed among the States 
in 1837 or 1836 or thereabouts. That money is counted, ky the mode 
of book-keeping, as cash in the Treasury. 


i If the Senator from Ohio farthest from me 





Mr. BOUTWELL. 
[ Mr. THURMAN] will listen I will make one statement, not in the way 
of criticism, but nevertheless it is a truth, that when the Govern- 


| ment was organized a loan account was opened in the Treasury; and 


Civil Foreign in Misecellane- 
tercourse ous 

Finance report, 1°50, pp. 30 to 34 $3,042,770 07 $4,238,594 76 | $6,958, 360 94 
Receipts and expenditures, 1550, pp. 11 

to 39 4 3, 027, 454 39 | 5, 990, 85, 81 
Finance report, 1251, pp. 21 to e | 3,476,549 24) 6,217,170 30 
Reeeipts and expenditures, l551, pp. 13 j 

to 45 4,491,219 51 | 6,256, 427 16 8, 146, 577, 33 
Finance report, 1852, pp. 22 t 4 422 129) 4,132,671 45) 9, B24, 158 0 
tceceipts and expenditures, lool, pp. Ls | 

to 4 3, 439, 923 22 | 4,196, 321 59 9, 867, 926 64 

| 
War. | Navy. | Interior. 

nance report, 1850, pp. 30 to 34 £9, 401, 239, 16 )€7, 923,313 18 | $3, 400,524 87 
Reevipts and expenditures, 1650, pp. 11 

to 30 », GBT, (24 5 7, 904, 724, 66 3,530,477 49 
Finance report, 1851, pp. 21 te 25 11, 811, 792 73 | 8,997,797 67 | 5, 115, 334 98 
Reecipts and expenditures, lel, pp. 13 | 

todo i3 11 O15 11 8, FEO, 521 38 5, 123, 178 99 
Finance report, 1852, pp. 22 te 23 ......) 38,225, 246 92 | 6,925,236 U5 | 5, 198, 628 94 
Receipts and expenditures, 1552, pp. 13 

to 49 # 521, 506 19 | &, 918, 842 10 5, 445, 434 82 

Public debt. Total. 

I nee report, 1550, pp. 30 to 34 87, 437, 366 41 $43, 002, 168 69 | 
Reecipts and expenditures, 1850, pp. Lt to 39 7, 438, 728 17 41, 604, 718 26 | 
Finance report, 1851, pp. * 2 : 4, 217, 9-6 70 48, 605, 875 6s 
| pts and © lit pp. 13 to 45 4,426,154 83) 48, 476, 104 31 | 





. t 
, pp. 13 to 49 6, 322, 654 27 


46, 712, WUs 33 


In the earlier years the Secretary did not 


state the condition of the Treasury by 
fiscal or calendar yx 3s, bu 


t very frequently trom the commencement of one Con- 
sress bo another or from one quarter to auviher 


Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, upon one point presented by the 
honorable Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis,] the nature of 


nib 53 46, 007, R06 2 | 


it is within his knowledge that the Government of the United States 

assumed the war debts of the States, as they were called, amounting 
to seventy-four or seventy-five million dollars. In the ordinary 
course of business, if the Government had issued bonds and sold 
them and obtained an amount of money for those bonds, the loan 
account would have been credited with that receipt and when the 


| debt was paid the loan account would have been debited with the 


amount of the payment, and the two items would have balanced each 
other. But as matter of fact nothing was received into the Treas- 
ury and therefore no entry was made upon the credit side of the loan 
account; but when the loan was redeemed there was an entry made 
upon the debit side of the loan account, and of course there was a 
discrepancy. There were some other items similar in their character ; 
but what added to the difference in the two sides of the loan account 
was the circumstance that at different times loans were so!d below 
par. For instance, during Mr. Buchanan’s administration a loan was 
sold for about eighty-five cents on the dollar. The loan account was 
credited with the amount received, and when the bonds were re- 
deemed it was debited with the amount paid, and there was a dis- 
crepancy. That was stated in full in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the year 1870, I think in a table appended to the re- 
port, showing that these differences amounted in regard to the loan 
account to $116,000,000; yet there had never been a cent lost. 

Now what I desire to state further is that in the first place an ex- 
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amination of these accounts was made in the office of the Secretary 


of the Treasury; then the matter was referred to the Register of the of which under the 


Treasury, who has an independent set of books kept by different 
clerks and under different control. The Register of the Treasury pro- 
ceeded, as appears from a report, which is in print, dated December 
9), 1872, addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, which I will read: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, | 
Register's Office, December 20, 1872 

Sir: T have the honor to forward, herewith, a report on the public debt of the 
Thited States, from January 1, 1-36, to July 1, 1871, according to the * receipts and 
ex niliture a," together with comparative statements, showing the differences be 
twe oe ‘loan account" and the “ receipts eee nditures account 

As the public debt statement prior tox July 1, 1871, was always made up from the 
loan ascounts, there was no check on *‘ ‘pessaghe from loans" and “redemptions on 
account of loans.” As a natural result, every item of discount at which a loan was 
originally negotiated, all premium and interest erroneously included in the principal 
and every error in charging or crediting the proper loan, bas increased the dis 
crepancies between the two # wcounts. 

Many of these diser pancies (for they scarcely deserve the name of errors, as 
they do not involve accountability for the public funds) arose in the tirst years of 
the war, when the same careful attention to the proper statement of the accounts 
could not be given as it is possible for us to do now, assisted, as we are, by the ex- 
pericnee of the past. 

To carry cut the design of your offiee, to have the public debt stated according to 
the rece ipts and expenditures, as well as according to the loan account, it is pro 
posed to opt na set of earn in this oflice on the basis of this report, on which, sub 
sequently to July i, 1871, every warrant coveri ng receipt from loans will be cred 
ited, and every pay warr: ant issued in the redemption of a loan be charged to its 
proper loan. 

A ledger for this purpose kept in this office to corre spond with the one now kept 
in your office will enable us to detect such errors in drawing warrants as have up 
to this time passed unnoticed, 





That is to say, there was no check whatever, and if an error oc- 
curred in the office of the Register there was no provision or arrange- 
mentorsystem anywhere else by which that error would be discovered. 

Although this report is only intended to supplement the labor performed in your 
office, the result of which is published on page 11, of the tinance report for [#71 
yet it has necessitated the re-examination of every account from 1s36 to July 1, 
Ie7l. 

All the receipts and expenditures on account of the different loans aggregated 
by years, are given in this report, to invite serutiny into the accuracy of the re- 
sults, to the end that absolute correctness may be attained. 

Hereafter, one account will be a check on the other, and prevent errors being 
perpetuated. 

Respectfully submitted, 


JOHN ALLISON, Register. 
Hon. Georce S. BouTWeELt, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


This shows that there were two independent examinations of these 
old accounts, one made in the officeof the Secretary of the Treasury and 
one made in the oftice of the Register of the Treasury, and they were 
found to agree. I have ascertained this morning from the Register 
of the Treasury that, in consequence of the resolution introduced by 
the Senator from West Virginia, in both the offices, the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the office of the Register of the Treasury, 
there have been during the present session of Congress independent 
examinations made of these two accounts from 1#36 to the present 
time and by different clerks, and the result corresponds with each 
other. That is, these two examinations correspond with each other, 
and they both correspond with the two examinations made in 1°69 and 
1370. Therefore it is now to be said that there have been four inde- 
pendent examinations made of these accounts, and the result sus- 
tains the theory on which I proceeded in the statement submitted to 
the country in 1870; and I think that whatever errors there may have 
been, they are not justly chargeable to me or to my adininistration ; 
that those errors existed in former times; and that my crime is that 


I undertook to ascertain where those errors were, and when I ascer- | 


tained those errors I did not hesitate to state the results to the conn- 


try, for there has never been any seciesy about this; the statements | 


were made in the reports of 1570 and 1871, and so on; and in fact I 
think even my friend, the honorable Senator from West Virginia 


these statements there has been no evidence tending in the least de- 
gree to show that the statements are erroneous in any particular. If 
former statements were erroneous, as undoubtedly the *y were, when 
those facts were ascertained by the Secretary of the Tre asury he had 
no higher duty resting upon him than to make the facts known to 
the country. That, I submit, is all that I have done. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is there any record in the Treasury Department 
of this investigation into these accounts ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 0, yes 

Mr. THURMAN. And the data upon which corrections were made ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. All, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. In detail? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Yes, sir; I think in detail, entirely. 
doubt all the minutes and papers have been preserved ; but there 
have been four indepe sndent examinations. 


, | always, from his books, than it really was. 
will admit that from the time I instituted these inquiries and made | 


I have no | 
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tor from West Virginia desired a special committee for that purpose, 


tom of the Senate he either would have been 
ebairman or certainly a member; but it was the pleasure of the Sen 
ate to decline to have that special er and the subject 


was committed to the Committee on Fi rainst which L both 
spoke in the Senate and cast my vote, and “T stated to the Senator 
from West Virginia that I believed that with the commission of the 
Committee on F inance his object would not be reached. After that 
the matter was submitted by the chairman of the Com 
Finance to the officers of the Treasury who, after some weeks, re- 
turned to us a large rollin manuscript purporting to be a reply to 
the queries contained in that resolution. It was a formidable paper, 
not siinply in its bulk but in the character of its contents, and I con- 
fess that none of us in that committee were disposed to encounter the 
labor of undertaking toexamine it. It was, however, at the sueges- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Coorer] and myself, or one 
of us, submitted to the homorable Senator from West Virginia and he 
had it in his hands, I believe, for perhaps a week. At the end of 
that time it was returned to the committee, and the committee re- 
ported it to the Senate just as they had received it. They could not 
have verified the accuracy of those figures nor were they in apy de- 
gree responsible for the accuracy of those figures; they were simply 
the channels of communication of the Treasury Department of a large 
body of statistics to the Senate under that resolution. 

I state this fact, not doubting that it has been substantially stated 
before, but simply to give my own contribution of recollection to the 
truth of history on the subject. Ido not suppose it is in conflict 
with the statement made by any one, because the matter is fresh in 
our minds, and I say this because Iam never willing to make any 
charge or suggestion of a charge of irregularity or of any other de- 
fault against any Department or any ollicer of the Government or 
any individual unless I am prepared to skow my grounds for it. In 
this case the facts were unknown to me; I did not feel myself com- 
petent nor did my other duties give me the time to undertake an in- 
vestigation, which, upon the most rational estimate that I could 
make of the labor, would have occupied me for one year and perhaps 
longer with the aid of efficient clerks. I say this so that the history 
of my connection as a member of the Committee on Finance with 
the resolution may distinctly and plainly appear. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not want to occupy the time of the Senate 
more than a very few moments. I do not propose to question the ac- 
curacy of the report made to Congress under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, now the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. Lam not authorized to do that, because I have no suili- 
cient knowledge to justify me in criticising it; but one thing strikes 
me as very singular indeed and as requiring observation. Hf I un- 
derstand the Senator from Massachusetts, not one figure has been 
changed in the books of the Treasury Department. At the same time, 
if I understand him correctly, those books do not present the truth ; 
and therefore he caused to be made to Congress a report that is not 
in correspondence with the books of that Department. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The Senator errs in that respect. The state- 





mittee on 


ments made to Congress are in correspondence, but they are made up, 
for example, in regard to the public debt, from the rece ipts and ey 
penditures account instead of what is called the warrant account, 


which has been explained here in times past in this way: Vor in- 
stance, in the Register’s Office whenever bonds pass through his Office 
| and are handed over to the Treasurer to be sold, they are entered 
upon the books of his Office as a portion of the public debt and be- 
come 80, although as a matter of fact they are still in the Treasury 
Department, and nothing has been received from the purchase of the 
bonds, they are still held by the Government. Nevertheless they ap- 
pear on his books as a part of the publie debt, because they have 
passed through his hands and have been registered. ‘Therefore, in 
| that respect, the public debt would appear larger oftentimes, but not 
On the other ha nd, 
the public indebtedness is paid, when bonds are redeemed or green- 
backs are redeemed, the Treasurer will have paid out money due on 
bonds in his possession ; but they would not appear upon the books of 
the Register of the Treasury as debts canceled and paid until the ac- 
counts of the Treasurer had ps issed through the Offic eof the First An- 
ditor and the Comptroller, which would take always some days and 
sometimes weeks; and, theref re, usually the statement of the public 
debt by the Register would be in excess of the actual amount; not 
always, but very often, it would be so. It is just as we have attempted 
to illustrate it before, | “ 
count. He might look at his book and it would show a certain b: 
ance in his bank, whereas on the books of the bank it might be dif- 
ferent, owing to the fact whether checks drawn had been presented 
or not. Therefore the statement of the public debt by warrants did 
not show exactly its condition; but the statement by receipts and 
expenditures did show it, and that was the change which was made 


when 


ike the case of a gentleman keeping a bank ac- 





Mr. BAYARD. I desire to make a statement. I was not in the 
ey ate Chamber at the time of the presentation of the report made 
by the officers of the Treasury Dx partment in response to the resolu- 
— which went to the Committee on Finance, originally introduced 
by the Senator from West Virginia but consider: ibly modified by the 
Senate. The resolution was one touching a subject of great difficulty 
which for its proper investigation would have involved many months 
of labor upon the part of any committe charged with it. The Sena- 





in the year 1870; and since that time there has been an account kept 
in the Office of the Register in both ways, by warrants and by re- 
ceipts and expend account kept in the 
Office of the Secretary of the lreasury by receipts and expenditures. 
| These accounts are kept by different persons. 
| the end of the quart 
agree or not; 


itures. There has been an 


‘They are « ompared a i 
er or at the end of the year to see whether te v 
and in that manner one becomes a test of th 


accuracy 
of the other, and errors are less likely to occur than they were when 
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there was only one account kept, and that by warrants. That is the 
ditference. 

There has been no change in the books, and I may say in regard to 
the statement of the public debt that if you take a statement made 
by Mr. McCulloch during his time, when it was upon a different basis, 
and introduce into it the elements which were introduced by me, the 
result would be precisely the same. For instance, he never ineluded 


earned interest as a part of the public debt which always amounted | 


to many million dollars, and sometimes to at least $30,000,000, which 
was as mach a part of the public debt as the principal itself. That 
was one of the alterations that I made in the statement of the pub- 
lic debt. It did not change facts, but it presented, as I believed, the 
facts to the country precisely as they existed. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the Senator has confined himself 
mainly or entirely to the subject of the public debt. The Senator 
from West Virginia has called ourattention not simply to the accounts 
of the public debt, but to the accounts of receipts and expenditures, 
and not simply to receipts and expeditures generally, but to special 
subjects, as pension accounts for example. 

Now let us see how these matters stand. It is not neccessary to say 
what the mode of keeping books is in this famous report of 1871. 
I understand the fact to be, according to the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, that the books of the Treasury before 1871 
did not show the true state either of the publie debt or of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the Government. That I understand, and 
hence it was that he made a revised statement. Here is the glaring 
fact, that the system of book-keeping in the Treasury Department 
up to the. year 1571, 1f I understand the Senator correctly, did not 
furnish to the country a correct statement of either the public debt 
or the receipts and expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. O, no. The Senator errs in this. With the 
exception of a few errors which occurred from time to time and 
which are explained, it furnished a statement, but it was upon the 
basis of warrants and represented usually the debt to be greater than 
it actually was, because there was often debt paid which did not ap- 
pear upon the books of the Register, although the Treasurer had 
paid the debt. There was upon the books of the Register evidence of 
bonds that were issued and appeared upon his books as a debt, a 
liability of the Government, which, as matter of fact, were still in 
the Treasurer’s hands and for which no money had been received, 
and it is a matter of fact that there was nobody outside having 
claims against the Government for those bonds. They were still in 
the possession of the Government. 

Mr. THURMAN, That will apply only to the loan account and 
not at all tothe account of receipts and expenditures. And now 
what strikes me as singular is that upon this statement the books of 
the Treasury have been kept so long in such a way that they do not 
show of themselves and without extrinsic aid and the employment 
of experts the true state of the public debt or the true state of the 
receipts and expenditures of the Government; and yet our committee 
has reported that no change in the mode of book-keeping is neces- 
sary, if I understand the report. Such is their report, if Iam not mis- 
informed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will state further that in the nature of things 
when books are kept in any way but in different offices and dealing 
from different times and embracing different elements, it is not pos- 
sible for them to agree; and the very fact that by analyzing and 
taking ont the different elements, comparing them they can be tested 
by each other, is the very highest security, and that security ought 
to be preserved and is preserved by the present mode. I think it 
would be the same with a great commercial house. In a commercial 
house it would not be possible from their books to show the precise 
state of accounts, because there may be outstanding checks, there 
may be unpaid notes, the final ledger may be made up as of a differ- 
ent date or subsequent to the journal, and therefore the accounts 
might differ. If the accounts of a commercial house were made up 
on the debits and credits in the ledger account, they might differ 
somewhat from the accounts made up from the journal, and both 
might differ from the actual fact by omitting other elements that are 
necessary to make the true account. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. May 1 interrupt the Senator? I think the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is mistaken when he says that it is 
not practicable in Congress to change the mode of book-keeping in 
the Treasury Department so that greater certainty may be had. I 
have the authority of the recent Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Bris- 
tow, for saying, upon an inquiry made by me to him, that the present 
mode of book-keeping in the Treasury Department is most unsatis- 
factory, unreliable, and incapable of making the detection of errors 
that would be made in the ordinary course of a commercial business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In his report under his sign-manual sent by him 
to us, he says that this mode of keeping books has grown up in the 
Department and he would be a bold man who would change it, and 
that it onght not to bechanged. We have here his official statement 
to that eflect. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I cannot help what Mr. Bristow has said in his 
official statement. I state on my responsibility here as a Senator that 
he has said te me, and in answer to a direct inquiry made on that sub: 


ject, that the mode of book-keeping is unsatisfactory and that under 
the present mode—a fact which I knew very well without his telling | partment. 


me, a fact which every man acquainted with the mode of keeping 


| very uncertain. 





books in commercial honses, in banking institutions, and every man 
who chooses to look at the mode of keeping these books must know— 
there is a capacity for the books having great errors and that the 
mode of ascertaining those errors inust of necessity be very long and 
I was very much surprised when this whole matter 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, as I think I have said to 
some of the members that they should have reported back; that the 
present mode of book-keeping was substantially sufficient. I should 
be very glad indeed if some action should be taken by this body by 
which, in the future at least, we should have the security that is had 
by the smallest commercial house in the country. We do not have 
it to-day. 

Mr. THURMAN. Can it be possible that a system of book-keeping 
ean be correct and all that is required which admits of a remodel- 
ing of the whole accounts and a statement that the public debt is 
$200,000,000 more than it appears on the books? Can it be possible 
that such a system of book-keeping can be correct? My colleague 
says that such discrepancies occur in commercial houses. What would 
be said of the Bank of England if its reports showed a discrepancy of 
two hundred millions in regard to the liabilities of that institution ? 
It would not stand im public confidence in England one hour. 

I will not say that the late Secretary of the Treasury, now one of 
our brethren on this floor, was at all wrong in remodeling that state- 
ment. If truth required it he was right in remodeling it; but I dosay 
that a system that required that remodeling, that required a state- 
ment of the public debt at $200,000,000 more than it had been stated 
before, that required a change in the statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of the Government of $8,000,000 or $9,000,000 in a single 
year—that such a system of book-keeping cannot be correct, at least 
it cannot be what the Government ought to require, and it is not 
what any great moneyed or commercial institution in the country 
would endure fora moment. That is what I object to. What con- 
fidence can the country have inthe statements of the indebtedness of 
the country or its resources, what confidence can be placed in the 
credit of the Government, if we cannot rely upon the books of the 
Treasury Department, if it requires its books to be remodeled, if it 
requires the labor of experts for months to find out whether they are 
correct or not, and if the statements made to Congress differ by mill- 
ions and tens of millions and hundreds of millions from the state- 
ments made in previous years? 

I say, Mr. President, that the Senator from West Virginia is enti- 
tled to the gratitude of this country for calling attention to these 
facts. I do not say at all that there has been anything wrong in what 
has been done. I do not know it, and I am not the man to make ac 
cusations without knowledge; but I do say that the mode of keeping 
these books must be wrong or there could have been no such discrep- 
ancies in the reports that have been made to Congress. 

Now, sir, one word about the Register’s accounts. As I understand, 
the Register is required by law to make a statement of the receipts 
and expenditures of the Government by warrants, at least he has 
been accustomed so to do, and I suppose there is some law for his di- 
ing it. If I understand the statement of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, the report made to us by the Register of the Treasury does not 
agree with the warrant account. Whatanswer is it to say that some 
of the bonds or the like, or warrants issued by the Government, have 
not been redeemed at the Treasury? That is not the question at all. 
The question is, “ Are you, Mr. Register, bound to make a report to 
Congress by warrants of the receipts and expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment; if you are, how dare you make a report that is not by the 
warrants?” That is the question. Let him say this report is not by 
the warrants; and yet if I am not mistaken—I may be wrong about 
it, but if I am not mistaken—you cannot find one of his reports down 
to this day that does not purport to be a report of the receipts and 
expenditures by warrants. If it is not a report by warrants, if the 
warrants do not verify that report, we have a false report. 

I say again, I wish to be most distinctly understood that I am 
charging no wrong upon any human being. All that I am saying is 
that if this is the mode of keeping the books in the Treasury, it de- 
serves the most careful consideration of a committee to know whether 
that mode cannot be changed so that the books should import, and be 
what they import, absolute verity. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now ask for the regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, I will not yield to anybody more. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it fair that I should be heard for not more 
than two or three minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine declines to 
yield. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. LI ask the Senate now, after the day has been spent 
on this matter, to let us get to the regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Only a minute. I want to say something in justice to 
myself, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have not stated that the books of the Treasury De- 
partment have been changed ; but I have stated, and it has been ad- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts and the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, that the statements to Congress have been 
changed, and that they do not correspond with the books in the De- 
It has been my endeavor to point that out, and I think I 
ave done it. There has not been as yet a single figure that I have 
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presented in either one of my statements impeached. All are correct, 
[ believe, and so acknowledged. As to the difference between the 
books and the statements to Congress, that is acknowledged on all 
ands. 
. Now, one word more and I have done. I did feel hurt at what the 
Senator from Massachusetts said when he made allusion to me in his 
remarks a few days ago; but his remarks to-day have been so different 
from what they were on the day to which I refer, that I now feel 
quite differently ; and I ask the permission of the Senate, when I come 
to revise my remarks, if I have said anything that would be at all 
personal to the Senator from Massachusetts, to be allowed to strike 
t out. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I only want to suggest that as I criticised the 
allusion of the Senator it might put me in a very awkward position ; 
but I still make no objection. I rather criticised the Senator for at- 
tacking the motives of the Senator from Massachusetts. It will leave 
me in my criticism in an awkward — if he strikes out that on 
which I based it; but Iam perfectly willing that the Senator shall 
do as he pleases. 

Mr. DAVIS. I take back no facts or figures that Ihave submitted. 
I only refer to some allusions I made. I believe every figure I quoted 
to be correct. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Now I insist on the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the post-route bill. 

Mr. EATON. If the Senator from Maine has no objection, I should 
like to be heard either now or to-morrow. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope my friend will allow me to go on with the 
bill. 

Mr. EATON. Very well; I will take occasion to call this matter up 
again. I wish to present a figure or two and say a word or two 
about it. 

POST-ROUTE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No, 3628) establishing post-routes. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say a few words in relation to this bill. 
It came to us from the House of Representatives, and our committee 
has stricken out ninety-two routes that were established by the bill 
of the House. Some of them were duplicated in the same bill; others 
had been provided for in a previous bill of this year; others had been 
provided for in a bill of a previous year; and some few, upon inves- 
tigation and conference with the Post-Office Deparment, were deter- 
mined to be unnecessary. They have therefore been eliminated from 
the bill. The number of routes is very large; but I may add that 
there is a third, I am not quite sure but a half, of the routes named 
in this bill that will call for no additional postal service. 

I suppose it is within the knowledge of every Senator that special 
offices are established in every State. They are largely established 
in consequence of the railroad system. A railroad is constructed, the 
old post-route is abandoned, and special offices along from one to three 
miles away from the route have been established, and have been sup- 
plied as special offices, and the compensation for supplying the mail 
has been generally the revenue of the office. In these vast number 
of cases there has, from the depot of the railroad to the office estab- 
lished, never been a post-route established. What is true of railroads 
is equally true of the same class of offices which are adjacent to large 
places. Many special offices are supplied from the large offices. This 
bill has provided to make these all post-routes. Therefore for that 
number, which is very nearly one-half of the bill, no additional serv- 
ice will be required. Here are fifty-five routes in Massachusetts; I 
am not sure that a single route there requires any additional service. 
Here is Vermont with quite a large number; I think there is but one 
single route in that State which requires any additional service. In 
Connecticut there are some twenty-five, and not more than one or 
two of them require additional service. 

I make these general remarks and now will only add that the com- 
mittee have given to the subject very careful consideration. We have 
conferred with the Department; we have sought on all occasions to 
ascertain a fair and just necessity for a route before we would incor- 
porate it inour bill. The bill itself is long. Perhaps the Senate will 
indulge me if we only proceed in considering the amendment to the 
bill, and not read the text. I will make that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) If there 
be no objection, that will be the order. The Chair hears none. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendments reported by the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are we not to hear what is left in the bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate have ordered that only 
the amendments be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then on the third reading I shall ask that the 
bill be read at length, as the rule requires, so that we shall have it 
read once before it passes. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads striking out routes in the bill, inserting others, and vary- 
ng others, and changing the spelling in several instances, were agreed 
0. 

Mr. HAMLIN, on behalf of the committee, reported an additional 
series of similar amendments, which were agreed to; as were also 
similar amendments by Mr. Key, Mr. MAXry, and Mr. Gorpon. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I submit the following amendment as an additional 
section to the bill: 
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Src. 2. That section 1 of an: 
service of the Post-Office Dey 
for other purposes,”’ approv« 
by repeali 6 followh 

Provided, at the Pos ‘r-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and di 
rected to re-adjust the compe m to be paid from and after the Ist day of July, 
1876, for transportation of mails on railroad routes by reducing the ¢ ompensation to 
all railroad companies for the transportation of mails 10 per cent per annum from 
the rates fixed and allowed by the first section of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal yoar end- 
ing June 30, 1874, and for other purposes,” approved March %, 1873, for the trans- 
portation of mails on the basis of the average weight. 

And that the sum of $900,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated out of 
any moncys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for transporting the mails 
of the United States on railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to inquire if this amendment is reported 
by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is reported with the approval of the committee. 
The bill had been reported to the Senate, but subsequently at our 
meeting the committee gave its approval to the amendment, although 
the subject was not strictly before it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator would explain the meaning 
of it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was not present at the meeting of the com- 
mittee and therefore know nothing about it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator was not present. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. As I understand it increases some $900,000 the 
appropriations already made for the postal service. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly it does. 

I will state to the Senate the reasons which the committee have in 
presenting the amendment to it for its consideration, and I express a 
hope for its favorable action. If we are wiser to-day than we were 
yesterday we should utilize that wisdom. If we committed an error 
yesterday and have discovered that error, it is the highest and the first 
duty that we should perform to correct that error, in my judgment. 
That we are wiser to-day than we were, and that we committed, all 
alike, an error in abolishing what was called the fast-mail service I 
sincerely believe; and if we have that information to-day which would 
have induced us to act otherwise than to abolish that service at the 
time it was done, and if we did make a mistake and commit an error 
at that time, I trust the Senate will remedy the error which has been 
committed. Did we doso? Ithink wedid. I think there has been 
a very grave misapprehension on the part of the Senate in relation 
to that service. When I say to the Senate that we have never paid 
one mill in addition for that service I think I say what to some of 
them may be new. 

About ten months since the Postmaster-General inangurated a 
service which was called the “ fast-mail” service. It affected the 
whole country. It reduced the time between Chicago and New York 
twenty-four hours, andit consequently benelited the community lying 
beyond the termini of that road just as much as it did those who 
were upon it or near it, because at cach terminus of the road the 
time had been saved. This mail matter was distributed and radi- 
ated from those various points. Everybody had the same benetit 
from it that those did who lived directly upon the route. It was 
attempted partially as an experiment. England has long had what 
she has called her fast-mail service; not ours, because her fast-mail 
service is at aspeed of sixty miles an hour. Our fast-mail service 
was at a speed of thirty-five miles an hour. It went into effect. Ii 
met the approbation, I think, of all classes in every part of the coun 
try. I know there was a little uneasy feeling*among newspapers at 
the precise time fast-mail service was created, as bringing from the 
great central points their newspapers in competition with those at 
local points. That, however, I think has all changed. To the busi- 
ness man, to the merchant, time is money, and if we can transport 
our mails so that twelve or twenty-four hours may be gained by all 
the community lying on and receiving their mail communication 
from Chicago west, and all portions of the community lying north 
and east of New York, we contribute so much to the benefit of the 
business portion of the community. 

I said a moment ago that we had paid not one single cent addi- 
tional for this fast-mail service. That is true, and how? The com- 
pensation to railroads is based almost exclusively upon weight. There 
is the element of space coming in, but the element of fast trains has 
never entered into the system at all. The difficulty arising in the 
country has been that all railroads have been paid precisely the same 
sum, whether they ran twenty miles an hour or thirty-five miles an 
hour. The fast train that did run thirty-five miles an hour received 
not one mill of additional compensation in consequence of that speed. 
Perhaps I ought not to say that so broadly. The Government con- 
tributed not one mill more in consequence of that fast service, and 
why? It was produced in this way: You first gave $50 a mile forall 
railroads that transported two hundred pounds of mail daily and you 
went up on your scale until it amounted to $500, and then you gave 
$25 a mile for every two tons transported upon the road daily. You 
do not take and never have taken into account increased speed. The 
compensation for the increased speed was produced by giving large 
mails to these roads. 

Mr. WEST. More weight. 

Mr. HAMLIN. More weight. If the matter had gone upon other 
roads the same moneys would have been paid to the other roads for 
| transporting the mails. The fast train got an increased compeusi 
tion, but the Government paid no more. It only aggregated its muil 
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upon this route, and gave to it a great sum that would have divided 
among other roads if it had not been aggregated upon the fast-mail 
trains. That is the condition of it. 

When the amendment in relation to this service was agreed to in 
the committee of conference on the post-oflice appropriation bill, I 
think my friend from Louisiana [Mr. WEsT] agreed precisely with 
me. We were conferees upon that bill. I have said we committed 
anerror. I own to the error quite as much and perhaps more than 
this body, because I was one of the conferees who signed the report 
which the Senate agreed to. But what were the conditions which led 
the Senator from Louisiana and myself and 1 do not know but the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Maxey, ] though I cannot speak for him, 
but I think I can speak for the Senator from Louisiana, to agree 
to that report? It was the last point upon which the conferees dis- 
agreed, and we were told distinctly that no agreement could be had 
upon the bill unless we would agree to a reduction of 10 per cent., a 
horizontal scale of reduction, of all the railroad service of the country. 
I affirmed from knowledge which I had that I believed it would stop 
the fast trains. The conferees on the part of the other House ex- 
pressed just as strong an opinion—I doubt not they believed just as 
sincerely as I did—that it would produce no such effect. We did sign 
the report; it came here, was agreed to, and became the law. Now, 
what is the result? The result proves that the Senator from Louisi- 
ana and myself were right in our judgment that we should lose the 
fast-mail service. We have lost it, and I fear we cannot get it back. 
I want to say that if the Senate and the House shall agree to this 
amendment, I am not quite sure that it will bring the fast-mail serv- 
ice back; but it will approximate toward it, at least, and it will ac- 
commodate the whole country. It is worth trying, and I hope the 
amendment will meet the approbation of the Senate. 

Let me make one other suggestion for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate. You cannot legislate in relation to your postal system upon iso- 
lated questions and divide it into distinct branches, fostering the one 
and destroying the other. It is not right in principle. You must 
deal with it as a systeni. Why is it that this large bill, establishing 
post-routes all over the country, is presented here? Why have I 
agreed to this report from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads? Because I regard your frontiers and your remote sections as 
a part of a general system that must be cared for from the general 
revenues. I have therefore cheerfully agreed to it and believe it is 
right, and I stand here as I have always stood in favor of granting 
postal facilities to non-paying points. That is just what this bill 
will do. Is it wise, is it right—and I put the question to Senators in 
candor—to take the great arteries through which the communications 
of your country go by the ton, and the sources from which your rev- 
enues are derived, that send out their power to the utmost extremi- 
ties of the Republic, and while you are thus doing your only simple 
duty in providing for distant, remote, and non-paying sections, that 
you shall shut down upon the great business marts of the country 
that communication which is of inestimable value to them? I affirm 
to-day that the stoppage of the fast mails in England would turn out 
any administration that ever held power there. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to know whether all the mail service 
transported upon railroads could be obtained with the 10 per cent. 
reduction, excepting the fast mail service ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. Lought to havesaid in going along that I 
— this amendment first for the purpose solely of restoring the fast 
mail. 

Mr. MORRILL. My purpose is to get at the fact whether we have 
got to pay 10 per cent. increased pay for all of our mail service in or- 
der to obtain the fast-1 \ail service. Isee that this amendment appro- 
priates $900,000, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir; it is just what we cut it down precisely, 
and that diminution was in consequence of this 10 per cent. We 
diminished the appropriation for the railroad service in the post- 
office bill just $900,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. But I do not understand that any other service 
has been cut off, except the fast-mail service, in consequence of the 
10 per cent. reduction. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understand this, and I was about saying to the 
Senator that I first drew a measure for the purpose of restoring the 
fast-mail service. I found this difficulty standing directly in my 
way, and I think the Senator from Vermont will see the difficulty 
when I state it. Youcannot have two rates for yourrailroads. That 
is precisely what we understand from the information that we get. If 
you restore your fast-railroad service by an increasing compensation 
over what other roads get for performing their service, you have got 
two rates. We have great thoroughfares, those coming next to them, 
and the very moment that you create a distinction in the compensa- 
tion which you pay for transporting your mails, that very moment 
you make a difliculty that the Department cannot go along with. 
That is the very trouble. Therefore it becomes necessary, in my 
judgment, to restore the system precisely to what it was; though I 
have said, and I repeat it, 1 doubt if we have not lost the golden 
opportunity. I doubt if we shall be able to get back that service as 
it was, but we can certainly improve it vastly from what it now is. 

Mr. DAWES. Does that arise from the fact, I inquire of the Sena- 
tor, that you cannot compel the railroads to take the mail at all, and 


that they will not taRe it unless they have it upon a fair and equal 
compensation ? ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. You can compel no railroad company to carry one 
letter or one paper. They control their own road, and they have com- 
plained persistently that they have never had, for certain portions of 
the service, an adequate compensation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Post-Offices and Post-Roads, whom I know to be 
well informed on all questions relating to the service, if he can in- 
form us as to the relative cost of the railroad transportation of mails 
in this country and in England? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I cannot. I did have occasion to investigate that 
subject the past winter, but the relative cost has escaped me and [ 
dare not undertake to state it. Iam not able to doit. You have no 
power, none whatever, over the roads. I ought also to state what is 
very familiar to me, more so at least than to many other Senators 
whose duty it has not been to examine the subject so carefully as I 
have, that in this very post-office appropriation bill we have provided 
for a commission to take this whole subject up during the recess and 
report to Congress at its next session, re-adjusting, so far as they may 
be able, the mode and manner of compensating our railroads. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg to ask the Senator whether the free use 
of the telegraph does not obviate to a very great extent the neces- 
sity for the fast transportation of the mails? 

Mr. HAMLIN. O yes; if you want to make a man pay four times 
as much; it undoubtedly comes in competition with the mails, but 
not to any very considerable degree so as to disturb the great bulk of 
communications that always have passed in the mails and always 
will. 

Mr. MERRIMON. 
graph very freely. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Undoubtedly. I noticed in a paper the other day 
what met my views so fully that I cut from it a paragraph which I 
will ask the Secretary to read. I think it states truthfully the true 
state of affairs. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

THE FAST-MAIL SERVICE. 

In our news-columns this morning will be found two letters, one written by Mr. 
Vanderbilt and the other by Mr. Scott, notifying the Post-Oflice Department that 
after Saturday next the fast-mail service will be discontinued over their railroad 
lines because of the inadequate compensation paid them by the Government. The 

yublic cannot justly complain if these gentlemen carry their threat into execution. 
Railroad companies are as much entitled as anybody else to fair remuneration for 
their services, and it is unjust to expect them *o serve the p= for nothing. 

We have noa ge wry, whatever that the fast mails will be discontinued, 
and we are confident that Congress will not do anything to interrupt a service 
which is of so much advantage to the whole ——- To do so would be false 
economy and a species of retrenchment which the country would not fail to con- 
demn when the time came. It would be a step backward in our civilization and 
that we are notlikely to take this centennial year. 

Into the merits of the controversy we do not propose to enter this morning. It 
may be that the railroad companies in question are now sufficiently well paid for 
the work they do and it is possible that they are not. They say they are not, and 
announce their surrender of the service. Steps should immediately be taken by 
the Post-Office Department and Congress to investigate the matter, and do even 
justice between both parties. To go back to the old slow system would disarrange 
everything. Fast-mail trains we must have, no matter what they cost. After a 
full investigation of the whole subject we are confident the House will cheerfully 
vote whatever may be necessary to increase the efficiency of the Post-Ufiice Depart- 
ment. To do otherwise would be a very fatal mistake. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I cut that from the Baltimore Gazette. I did it 
because it expresses my opinion better perhaps than I should be 
able to express it myself. I believe it states truthfully what is the 
condition of things. I think in nearly every city of any considerable 
magnitude boards of trade, business men, and commercial bodies have 
expressed a very earnest desire that this service should be restored. 
If we are wise, we shall restore it. I have here a very long com- 
munication from the Post-Office Department, from the superintendent 
of the railroad service. It goes into this matter with a good deal of 
accuracy, and I ask that it may be read for the information of the 
Senate. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. By whom is it signed? 

Mr. HAMLIN. By Mr. Vail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
munication. 5, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the communication; and after 
having proceeded some time, ; 

Mr. CONKLING. I make a suggestion which I think at this hour 
will meet the approbation of everybody. The Senator from Maine 
does not care to have that paper read actually, if it go into the 
REcoRD, and I think no Senator will object to that. We can all see 
it in the morning and it will save so much time. The hour of ad- 
journment is very near. 7 

Mr. WEST. If that proposition is assented to, as this amendment 
is likely to provoke further debate perhaps, and there are other 
amendments that I know will, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

By unanimous consent, the communication was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorb. It is as follows: 

Sir: In answer to your inquiries spqpoting the discontinuance of the fast- 
mail service, I beg leave to submit the following : ; 

It is popularly supposed that only the fast-mail trains were withdrawn from the 
lines of the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad, Lake Shore and Mich- 
igan Southern, and Pennsylvania Company and its connections. 
as will be shown hereafter. : 

Some tine prior to 1873 the trank railroads, over which passed the great bulk of 
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The Secretary will read the com- 
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mails, finding that they were increasing in bulk, and also that in the improvement 
of method of working and handling the mail, additional space on their best trains 
was demanded, met in consultation on the subject and agreed that unless some 
relief was granted them by Congress the postal cars furnished would be w ithdrawn 

The compensation to which they objected was governed by the law of 1845, which 
divided railroads into three classes, and paid to each class one, two, or three hun- 
dred dollars per mile per annum, with 25 per cent. additional when one-half of the 
service was performed at night. : F 

This classification was made by the Postmaster-General, based upon the impor- 
tance of the read, Were it not that the highest compensation to any one road was 
$375 per mile per annum it would be the most just and equitable law that could be 
framed for this purpose. : , a? 3 

But it must be remembered that this law was framed in 1845, in the infancy of 
railroad service of any kind and when the mails were small. At that time, also, 
the mails were carried in bulk, stowed in the smallest possible space, and accom- 
panied by @ messenger who threw off and took on bags or pouches at stations, but 
made no distribution, not even of the mails local to the line or route. All distribu- 


tion was made in the offices at the termini of routes or at distributing post-oflices. | 


In process of time these mesengers began to open the pouches received from the 
offices on the line of the road, take out the mail | or other offices on the line, and for 
which they put off mails; sending all mail going beyond the route into the head 
office, as it was called, or the terminal offices. Then was required small apart- 
ments on the cars for the first time. 

The law of 1845 makes no mention whatever of apartments to be furnished on the 
cars, and therefore did not anticipate the growth of this kind of service. 

With the increase of railroad mileage and combinations of short lines into trunk 
lines under one management, connecting the different sections of the country; and 
the running of trains of the various roads in close connection with each other, so 
that a passenger could go from one end of the country to another on connecting 


trains and without “laying over" at any place; it was soon discovered that the | 


sending of mails from one “ distributing office” to another resulted in serious de- 
lays; consequently, instead of intrusting valuable or important communications 
te the mails, the business man forwarded by messenger or oftentimes by express. 
To avoid this delay or “laying over” of the mails the system of ‘“ railway post- 
oflices” was devised, and in 1564 the first one was put in operation from Chicago 
west. 


A railway post-office is a distributing post-office on wheels; as, for instance, prior | 


to the establishment of the railway post-oflice mails for Wisconsin from New York 
would be sent to “ Chicago D. P. O.;"’ that is, distributing post-office. These mails 
would leave New York, say, at night, reach Chicago the second morning, and go to 


the post office, where they would be distributed or assorted ; part sent to “ Milwan- | 
kee D. P.O.,” part to Madison, part to Green Bay, and to other centers from which | 
~ints the mail would go again to the 


railroad or stage routes radiated. At those 
post-oftice for another distribution to the various oflices on the lines of those routes 
radiating. 


Now, when these mails arrived in Chicago on trains over one road, the trains on | 


the reads running into Wisconsin were waiting, and within a short time would 
start, delaying only time enough to allow passengers to get from one depot to an 
other, while the mail would go to the post-oflice and be delayed until the next train, 
whieh would leave about twelve hours after. This same thing would be repeated 
at Milwaukee, Madison, or other places to which the mails would be sent from 
Chicago. 

If only one train a day was run, as is the case on many roads in the Northwest, 
the delay would be twenty-four hours instead of twelve. Thus if a passenger and 
letter left New York at the same hour over the same route for an interior town in 
Wisconsin, the passenger would arrive from twenty-four to thirty-six hours in ad- 
vance, 

The railway post-office system avoids this delay, and in this manner: A car is 
fitted up in precisely the same manner as a distributing post-office, with a force of 
clerks, &c. The mail for, say, Wisconsin is put into the car, and after the train 
leaves New York and before it reaches Chicago, or while in transit, the distribu. 
tion is made to the various railway post-oflices on the trains over the lines leading 
into Wisconsin. This mail is put in pouches labeled to the different lines, and as 
soon as the train arrives in Chicago these mails are sent to the trains soon to de- 

yart, and upon which are railway post-office cars and clerks whe make the final 


distribution, so that the mails are ready for the radiating routes at« very junction or | 


stage center, and sent out on trains with which they connect closely, and the per 
son addressed is soon in receipt of the news, be it good or bad. contained in the 
letter ; and no messenger, private express, or what not can anticipate the letter 
or pass it on its way. 

The establishment of the railway post-office of course necessitated the furnish- 
ing of much additional space on the part of the railroad companies. Instead of the 


mails being forwarded in the baggage-car with freight, express, or baggage, whole | 


Ss 


cars were set apart for the exclusive use of the mails. And for this space no pro- 
vision was made, under the law of 1845. Nor could any railroad, no matter how 
much mail was carried, receive over $375 per mile per annum. This led to the 
agreement by the railroad companies to throw off the postal cars referred to be- 
fore. 

In 1873 Congress passed the law under which railroads are now paid. That is: 

Routes carrying over their whole length a daily average weight of mails of two 
hundred pounds receive $50 per mile of road per annum; five hundred pounds, 
$75; one thousand pounds, $100; fifteen handred pounds, $125; two thousand 
—— $150 ; thirty-five hundred pounds, $175; five thousand pounds, $200; and 
$25 per mile per annum additional for each additional two thousand pounds daily 
average weight. 

In addition, routes upon whfth postal cars are run are allowed $25 per mile per 
annum for cars forty feet long ; 
feet long; and $50 for cars fifty-five and sixty feet long. 

The objection of the railroad companies to this was that it paid teo much for 
weight and too little for space. 
was forwarded over a road on which there was no railway post-oflice service the 
compensation would be $200 per mile per annum. While if the railroad was re 
quired to furnish a postal car forty feet long in which to work this mail the com 
pensation would only be $225. 
end of a baggage-car on two or three trains a day and an apartment a few feet long 


While in one case the mail would be stowed in one | and Northwest in the morning 
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$30 for cars forty-five feet long; $40 for cars fifty | 


In other words, if five thousand pounds of mail | 


| Southwes 


furnished for the route agent on one train a day to do the local work on the line or | 


exchange mails with the different post-oflices, the other furnished a car complete 
on their train, besides carrying mails in the baggage-car on other trains. 


Neither does the speed at which the mails are conveyed enter into consideration | 


when the compensation is fixed; it is the same when carried on a freight-train as 


when carried on the fastest express-train. These, together with the fact that the | 
Post-Oflice Department requires the railroads to take the mails to and from the post- 


offices at the ends of the route and to and from all oflices within eighty rods of the 
line of road are the underlying causes of all troubles between the railroads and the 
Post-Office Department. ~ 

Whether the compensation as fixed by law of 1873 is too great or too little is a 
matter too intricate for discussion here. One thing, however, is certain 
under the provisions of that law great irregulari ies exist in the payments to rail 
road companies if a comparison is made based upon the facilities furnished. 

Che railroad companies demand that their compensation shall be based upon the 
elements which they claim enter into the cost of performing this service, that is 


space and facilities furnished, and speed at which the mail is conveyed ; and that | 


their work shall commence and end at the stations of their line; that is, the Post 
Office Department shall perform its own mail-messenger service. 


olil 


Some of the demands made by the railroad companies have been exorbitant 
and unjust so far as price is concerned; but so far as the principles involved are 
concerned they are not only just, but have been and are concurred in by all the 
officers of the Department who fully understand and have carefully studied the 
subject 

The second bill of Mr. STONE as sent to the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House last winter was intended to meet the question and weal: have done so ata 
reduced cost for railroad transportation, as under its provisions there would have 
been a saving to the Government of from $500,000 to 21,000,000 on transportation of 
the mails. But the House Committee on Appropriations so changed it that had it 
become a law in the shape it came from the committee, it would not only have de- 
stroyed the railway posc-oflice service but all other railroad service. : 

Then, as the House failed to get its reduction by making a careful revision of the 
law which would improve the service, put the Department and the railroads on good 
terms, and save fully 10 per cent. of the annual cost of mail transportation, got it 
by making what might be called a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent. This was 
done after a statement was made by the officers of the Post-Oflice Department that 
it would result in the withdrawal of all first-class postal facilities from the trunk- 
lines, and which prediction, unfortunately for the country, has come true. 

But the answer to the statement that the postal facilities would be withdrawn 
was met by one of the leading members of the Appropriation Committee and the 
House of Representatives: “That the people did not desire such rapidity in the 
transmission of the mails; that it made no difference to them; that it was only a 
few over-critical business men who were so particular.” 

The statement is made that everything is falling in price, that freigiits, passen- 


| ger fare, &c., are being reduced, and consequently the railroads can attord to carry 


the mails at a less figure than before. 

It is doubtless true that if a wise revision of the law regulating compensation to 
railroads should be made aconsiderable reduction in the aggregate cost would follow. 
But to make areduction in the rate which already bears unequally on the rail- 
roads for the reason that it is based upon an element, “ weight,” which since the 
introduction of postal railway service has given way to space. It matters little to 
the railroad company after the car is furnished how much or how little weight is 
in the car, the expense of performing the service remains the same. 

If the weight bore an equal proportion tothe space required on all roads it conld 
be regulated by weight, but upon every railroad the features of the gprvice are so 
different that it does not. The space on any train for a given weight tees nds upon 
the local mails, whether heavy or light, on the proportion of through mails, and 
also whether the through mails are sent through in bulk to be distributed on some 
road beyond, or are distributed on the line of road. 

If the mails were like express goods then weight could govern, but in addition to 
the storage necessary for the mail there must be a portion of the car fitted up asa 
post-ottice, which is additional to the space necessary for storage purposes. 

Then each year, with the improvements made in the workings of the mails and 
the more detailed distribution necessary to meet the demands of the public, addi- 
tional space is necessary for the same weights. 

It can thus be scen that even if the rates for railroad traffic have fallen, the com 


pensation for mail service has been reduced by demanding additional facilities for 


the same pay, or for little increase. 
nished on the 
can be cited: 


To show this the increase of facilities fur 
Lake Shore and Michigan Southern and the Pennsylvania Railroads 


Pennsylwania Railroad, New York to Philadelphia 
Feet of linear car space furnished each way daily: 
1862 
164 
1866... 
1870... 
1875.... 


20 
65 
100 
120 
esse oose 275 


The weight of mails on this line from the first record until 1875 have about dou- 


bled. 


Lake Shore and Michigan Southern. 

Feet of linear car space furnished each way daily 
1268 : 

1869.... 

1671... 

1874.... ecuscoesces 160 
1875 eeecces ‘ coe 220 
wen weight of mails on this line from the first record until 1875 have about dou- 
ned, 

On many roads there has been but little increase of facilities demanded 

The result is that the roads furnishing large proportionate space are either un 
derpaid or the roads furnishing comparatively few are fearfully overpaid. One 
thing is certain the thing should be equalized, and it would be economy to do so 

A horizonal reduction of 10 per cent., or even more, therefore might be just 
to some roads while it would be unjust to others. 

It may be said that space is considered, as there is a certain pay provided for the 
railway post-office car, but that amounts to but about four cents per mile run for 
an average postal car, about the rental paid by one company to another for use of 
car, and amounts to a rental from the Department to the railroad for the use of the 
extra car. The compensation for hauling, &c., must come from the compensation 
for weight carried 

The above will suffice to show the causes which have led to the action on the 
part of the railroad companies in throwing off the post-office cars, 

The New York Central and Hudson River and Lake Shore and Michigan South- 
ern Railroads have withdrawn the fast-mail train. 

This train, an exclusive postal train, was run between New York and Chicago in 
twenty-six hours, leaving New York in the morning, connecting at Albany with 
the mails from Boston, leaving the latter place at 9 p. m., connecting at Cleveland 
with the trains to Cincinnati and the South, leaving Cleveland at 7.45 p. m., reach 
ing Cincinnati at 5.15 a.m., connecting at Toledo with trainsto Saint Louis and the 
and to Detroit, leaving Toledo 11.25, reaching Saint Louis 2 p. m. and 
Detroit 5.15 a. m., and connecting at Chicago with all trains leaving for the West 


36 
72 


This train took all mails gathered in New England the day previous to its start- 
ing, from New York, all New York mail deposited up to starting time, delivered 
them through New York and Northeastern Ohio during the day, connecting trains 
which delivered mails in all parts of Ohio and Indiana during the night ready for 
an early morning delivery, and delivering mails in all parts of Illinois, Michigan, 
most of Wisconsin and parts of lowa, Minnesota, and Missouri the day after it left 
New York, and connecting with the on’y through train to the Pacitic coast and 
Territories, advancing the mails to the whole Northwest and West from twtive to 


| twenty-four hours 


that is | 


Much criticism has been passed on its time of starting from New York, that it 
was a newspaper train, &e. In arranging its schedule the idea was to give it the 
best schedule for the accommedation of the largest number of people. Not alone 
New York and Chicago were to be considered, but New England, the Middle States, 
and the great West, and also the greatest extent of territory that it would supply 


| during business hours of the day, 


| same 


If mails are to be delivered in the night and could be as well dispatched on a 
I hich wonld deliver early in the morning, the mails better lay at the 
t origin, giving more time to the patrons to prepare the mails and at the 

time do the work equally well. Heretofore the trains leaving New York in 

the evening left at such hours that the latest possible time a letter for the West 
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could be deposited in the New York post-office was six p.m. This meant sending 
a letter from the writer's office in many cases at five; or, in other words, the ex 
respondence of a business man had to be prepared during his heaviest workin 
hours to get a dispatch the same day. And although many hypercritical people 
who probably had 

people did not write letters at midnight, it was found by actual observation that about 
150,000 letters were deposited in the New York post-office alone for the West after 
the last close for the evening trains and before eleven p. m., which, had it not been 
for the fast-mail train, would have been delayed twenty-four hours. And judging 
from the complaints which now come in of having to use extra force to get their 
correspondence off on the trains as now run, it would seem that the people do ap- 
preciate a train leaving at night. 

So far as New York and Chicago were concerned no train could be run that would 
advance the mails more than the fast-mail train. Lt left New York after all letters 
were in and reached Chicago in time for the first morning delivery. Had it left at 
night it would have reached Chicago after all business was done, and letters would 
have then only been delivered by the first morning delivery; and in that case it 
would have been no benefit to New England, and it would have delivered in the 
Northwest during the night to such places as were large enough to receive a special 

ouch, for the reason that all railway post-offices are upon the day trains out of 
Shicage, and to all other places the second day. 

Had it left at noon, as some suggest, and arrived in Chicago at noon or a litte 
later, it then would have been in truth a New York and Chicago train; for it would 
have reached Cleveland, Toledo, and other places where connections are made for 
all parts of the country midway between the departure of trains, and mails for all 
these sections would have been forced to lay there until the regular trains started. 
This would have been an extravagance which the Department could ill afford. As 
it was Boston and New York and surrounding country had a dispatch for Chic 
Saint Louis, and Cincinnati, and all the country beyond, leaving the former citie: 
after all mails were in, both city mail and that from concentrating roads, reach- 
ing Chicago and Cincinnati early in the morning, connecting with all trains be- 
yond, reaching Saint Louis at two p.m. in ample time for delivery. 

On this fast-mail train during the last six months of its existence about sixty- 
five million letters and about sixty million pieces of other mail were distributed, 
besides nearly as much more was sent through to other lines in bulk. 

It carried from New York nearly thirty tons of mail daily. And of this thirty 
tons, or sixty thousand pounds, not to exceed fifteen hundred pounds, or 24 per 
cent., was made up of daily new ages which is far below the percentage of daily 
newspapers sent out on the regular morning trains, 

The limited mail has been withdrawn from the Pennsylvania road; this train 
corresponded to the fast-mail train on the Northern road, delivering all mails from 
New England and the North of the day previous through New Jersey, Pennayl- 
vania, District of Columbia, Maryland, and Delaware the day of its starting from 
New York, making through connections to Cincinnati, New Orleans, Saint Louis, 
and all portions of the Southwest. 

The following extract from a report to Postmaster-General Tyner, under date of 
July 21, will explain the situation pretty fully: 

The Pe smaslvania Company leaves postal service on that road through to Saint 
Louis on the best postal train (5.55 p. m.) from New York to the Middle States and 
Southwest. This was the train on which we tried so bard to get them to shorten 
the time and put cars at the time of starting the limited mail over the road instead 
of starting in the morning, as they insisted upondoing. The Pennsylvania Railroad, 
by denying ns mail facilities upon the day express and fast line leaving Pittsburgh 
at 8.45 a.m. and 2.10 p. m., respectively, even for mail in bulk, will practically 
place an embargo upon all mail from the Southwest for the East, excepting such as 
we can forward via Toledo and Cleveland. 

“So far as local service is voncerned, we will have about the same on the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad as we had previous to the establishment of the ‘fast’ mail trains. 

“On the New York Cx ntral and Lake Shore, however, we are seriously crippled. 
The speed of the ‘fast mail’ enabled us to concentrate most of the service upon that 
train. Between New York and Buffalo, therefore, we had but one additional serv- 
ice, leaving New York at ® a. m., connecting with the postal car leaving Boston at 
5a.m., at Albany; giving us a very complete local service. Previous to the fast 
train there was a local service leaving Albany at 7 a. m., taking the New England 
mail leaving Boston the night previous and New York mail leaving at 11 p. m., 
which was of course merged into the ‘fast’ train. This will not be restored, and 
its absence will be most seriously felt through New York and New England. 

On the Lake Shore there are very ample facilities left for local service, and suf- 
ficient car space and cars iu which to handle all New Eugland mails for the West; 
but not sufficient to handle any part of the through mails from New York to the 
West, which are very heavy 

“These companics also will carry such mails as can be put into the baggave-cars 
on all trains upon which they now carry them, but these facilities are not sufficient 
for a tithe of the mails 

‘The Erie has adouble daily line of postal cars through to Hornellsville, and a 
single line from there to Dankirk, where they connect with the Lake Shore. 

We can put a force of clerks in these cars, as we had previeus to the fast train, 
and work wails for Michigan, and Ohio, and Indiana, or such parts of the two latter 
States as will be forwarded via the Lake Shore. 

“ This will prevent too great delay to the mails for those States, and give us an 
outlet for mails that can by no possibility be forwarded onthe New York Central 
owing to the refusal of facilities.” 

So far as expense is concerned, the fast-mail trains were no additional expense 
to the Government, but were economical. 

The mails are paid for by weight, and whether carried on one road or a dozen at 
one hundred miles per hour or ten, the compensation is $25 per ton per mile of road 
per annum for all weights over five thousand pounds 

Running mails at a high rate of speed would and did naturally concentrate on 
those roads performing the service all mails that could be advanced to its destina- 
tion, but running at a high rate of speed involves expense, while the compensation 
for service did not increase in the same ratio. 

In fact if all the service performed by three roads could be performed by one, it 
would make a considerable reduction in the aggregate compensation. For in8tance, 
if 21,000 pounds of mail was carried by one road the compensation would be— 
















For the first five thousand pounds, $200 per mile. ....................-...- $200 
Each additional two thousand pounds, at $25 per mile....................... 2 


: 
Four handred dollars per mile per annam. 
If that was divided between three roads, each carrying seven thousand pounds, 
the coppensation would be— 


For the first five thousand pounds, at $200 por mile..................-.---.- $200 
Each additional two thousand pounds at $25 per mile.............-.--....006 25 
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or two hundred and twenty-five to each road or $675 aggregate compensation to the 
three, a difference of $275 per mile of road per annum in favor of concentrating the 
mails, and in this way the fast-moil service worked economy. 

So far as distribution is concerned, that must be made at some place, and it is 
economy to do it on the cars 

If done at a post-oflice it must be made in a limited time, as the mails are mostly 
deposited at the latest possible moment before closing-time, or the departure of the 





nothing to do but criticise amused themselves with the idea that | This work of distribution if done at post-offices is going on in a great number of 





trains. To distribute these mails in the post-office, force enough must be on hand 
to do this as quickly as possible. 

If this work is performed on the cars, the clerks have all the time the mails are 
in transit to doit, and can thus distribute the work over their whole working hours, 





them while one railway post-oflice car passes along and makes the distribution for 
each office. 

Now that the postal facilities have been withdrawn, much of this maill will je 
forced into different post-oflices for distribution. The working force of these 
oflices organized upon the supposed continuance of this service has been reduced 
to correspond to the reduced appropriations made by the present Congress, which 
will make this sudden increase of work result in very serious delay and detriment 
to the corresponding and reading public. 

The etiect of ail this is already fully felt, and will result in a unanimous demand 
from the great public that their mails be given them again with as much prompt- 
itude as cooketone. 

It must be borne in mind that all fast-mail service so far was more experimental 
than otherwise. That is, the idea of running trains at high rates of speed involy 
ing connections with the thousands of railroads in all parts of the country could 
not be developed in perfection from the start; that the possibilities of the idea 
were greater than was anticipated. 

It was hoped that it could be made an object to the railroads not only to con. 
tinue it, but to improve it from time to time as it was found possible to be im. 
proved. This was prevented in a great measure by the fact that the companics 
who undertook this gigantic scheme of running a train upon a schedule and with 
such perfect system as has never been approached in any country, found that in 
their opinion its expenses exceeded its revenue ; at least that, together with the fact 
that the compensation was reduced 10 per cent., led to the abandonment of this 
class of service. 

It was in operation long enough for the Department and the public to find, 

First. That the fast-mail trains advanced mails to their destination in advance 
of the time by which they could be delivered by any train leaving the night previous, 
even if they did start in the morning, and that, too, for sections of country very 
close to its initial point. To the section of country within a radius of three hun- 
dred miles of New York the withdrawal of the fast trains and the consequent re- 
tardation in the transmission of mails will be more felt than the whole saving re- 
sulting from their discontinuance will counterbalance, even if it was such an ex 
pensive luxury as has been claimed. But it has already been shown that it in 
volved no additional expense, and for that reason the abandonment is the moro 
criminal. 


Second. It was also ascertained that certain improvements could be made in its 
schedule which would render it even more far-reaching in its benefits. But any 
change to this end was defeated by the uncertainty of congressional action in the 
matter of compensation, and which has unfortunately resulted as it has. 

Very respectfully, 
THEO. N. VAIL, 


Generu Superintendent Railway Mail Service. 
Hon. H. HAMutn, 


United States Senator. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and seventeen min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 4, 1876. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPSON, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the 
following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, without amendment, a bill (8. No. 413) estab- 
lishing the port of Saint Paul, Minnesota, as a port of appraisal. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CHICAGO PENSION AGENCY. 
Mr. HURLBUT, from the Committee on Civil Service Reform, which 
had been instructed to inquire into the truth of certain allegations in 
regard to the Chicago pension agency, reported the testimony taken 


by the committee, together with the report of the committee upon 
the subject. 

Mr. FOSTER submitted the views of the minority of the commit- 
tee upon the same subject. 


Mr. RURLBUT moved that the reports be printed and laid upon 
the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LANE. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker's table at this time and put upon its passage Senate bill No. 
538, to which there can be no possible objection. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that particular bill, but we 
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must at an early hour proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker's table. ; i 

Mr. RANDALL. This taking particular bills from the Speaker’s 
table is an unusual proceeding, and it places those whose bills are left 
there at a disadvantage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. LANE] can only be admitted by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. LANE. 
to it. 

Mr. EDEN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

vill. 
’ The title of the bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (S. No. 538) to create an additional land district in the Territory of Idaho- 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think my friend from Oregon [Mr. LANE] will 
consent that that bill remain on the Speaker's table for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

IIEAD-STONES FOR NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 

Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, submitted a unanimous report on the matter of the con- 
tract to furnish soldiers’ head-stones; and moved that the report be 
printed and the committee discharged from the further consideration 
of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 












If the bill is read, I think there can be no objection 





I will reserve my right to object until the bill is read. 
The Clerk will report the title of the 










ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table and pnt upon its passage at this time Senate bill No. 944. 

Mr. LANE. I reserve the right to object until the bill is read. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. PIERCE called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia, 
[Mr. HererorD, ] as the Chair understands, desires to ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 














Mr. HEREFORD. Iask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table at this time House bill No. 3022, with the Senate 
amendments thereto, being a bill making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. And Iam instructed by 
the Committee on Commerce to move a non-concurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendments, and to ask for a committee of conference thereon. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman from West 
Virginia, [Mr. HEREFORD.] Is the object of non-concurring in the 
Senate amendments and asking for a conference to increase the ag- 
gregate amount of appropriations as contained in the bill as it comes 
from the Senate ; or is the object simply to re-adjust the different items 
of appropriations? 

Mr. HEREFORD. [have no objection to answering the question 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EpEN.] There is no intention 
on the part of the committee of conference to ask the House to in- 
crease the amount of appropriations in the bill as it comes from the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the motion first in order is to concur in 
the amendments of the Senate, inasmuch as the motion that tends 
to bring the two Houses together in their action takes precedence of 
the motion to non-concur. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to concur is first in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as I wish to submit that motion, while 
opposed to the entire bill, I desire to state that the bill, as it comes 
from the Senate, at least reduces the amount of appropriations con- 
tained in the House bill. There is, as I understand, a reduction of 
$800,000 from the bill as it passed the House. I therefore propose to 
submit a motion to concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. ATKINS. To concur without knowing what the amendments 
are? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think most of us know what they are. If any 
gentleman desires it I will ask that the amendments of the Senate be 
reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to concur takes preced- 
ence of the motion to non-concur, even when the previous question 
has been ordered upon a motion to non-concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Here- 
FORD] would prefer it, I have no objection to referring this bill with 
the Senate amendments to the Committee on Commerce, so that they 
may report to the House what changes, if any, should be made in the 
Senate amendments. 
tee to the House, it seems to me that we should act upon the informa- 
tion which we now possess, and which we derive from the CoNGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, as to what action the Senate hastaken. Upon such 
a bill as this 1 hope the House will not consent to non-concur in 
amendments reducing appropriations nearly a million of dollars, over 
$800,000, without a report from acommittee. Therefore if the gentle- 
man from West Virginia prefers it, instead of acting upon these 
amendments in the House now, or going into Committee of the Whole 
to consider them as we have a right to do, I will move that the bill 
with the amendments of the Senate be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce for their report. 





































But in the absence of any report of a commit- | 








Mr. ATKINS. To report at any time? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I wish to ask one question. If the House pro- 
ceeds under the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN ] to consider these amendments, will it be in order as they come 
up to offer amendments to the Senate bill as it comes back to us? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think it would be more in accordance 
with the custom of the House to refer these amendments for consid- 
eration to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I 
understand that there are extensive changes made in the bill; and if 
we are to carry out the theory of gentlemen on the other side, that 
the Senate has no right to amend appropriation bills, if the House is 
to control appropriation bills altogether, then these amendments 
ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole, where every mem- 
ber can have an opportunity to offer amendments and speak upon 
them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
he thinks proper. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the Committee of the Whole is the 

proper place for the consideration of these amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think so, too, if they are to be considered other- 
wise than under the tive-minute rale. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the amendments of the Senate 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The course suggested by the gentleman from 
Iowa has not been adopted in any case during the present session. I 
hope that the motion of the gentleman from West Virginia will pre- 
vail. It is in harmony with our action heretofore during the present 
session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, however, that 
the motion of the gentleman from Iowa is strictly parliamentary. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It may be parliamentary, but it is not in har- 
mony with the action thus far taken during the present session. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I want to ask the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL] whether he indorses the management of appro- 
priation bills during the present session ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am-in favor of a uniform course of procedure 
throughout the session. I do not propose to single out this bill and 
make it the object of a particular attack. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. We ought to forsake our evil ways as soon 
as we can. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say a word in reference to the different 
motions submitted in regard to this bill. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order. The ques- 
tion has been raised by unanimous consent, and it is now before the 
House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill as passed by§the House ap- 
propriated about $5,200,000. The House committee worked upon the 
measure for three or four months as faithfully and laboriously as any 
committee ever worked upon any bill. They read the report of the 
engineers in reference to every case that they acted upon. They 
called before them the Representatives of every district affected by 
any proposition in the bill. They received before them any Senator 
desiring to make suggestions in reference to the formation of the 
bill. 

The purpose of the committee at first was to frame a bill which 
should not appropriate more than $5,000,000; but before it was 
completed the amount, in response to demands of members of the 
Senate and the House and upon the reports of the Engineer Depart- 
ment, was increased about $800,000 beyond what we originally de- 
signed. Indeed, some of us were in favor of making the amount as 
low as $4,000,000 if an equitable bill of that amount could be framed. 
The bill went to the Senate. The Senate has struck ont some items 
and inserted others, making a reduction of about $603,000, and mak- 
ing the aggregate appropriation $5,200,000. 

Having been an carnest laborer in the formation of the House bill, 
and having examined carefully the amendments made by the Senate, 
I wish to say that they create an inequitable and unjust distribution 
of the amounts proposed to be appropriated. I trust, therefore, that 
the motion of the chairman of the Committee on Commeree [ Mr. 
HEREFORD] will be adopted and that upon a free conference of the 
two Houses there may be a redistribution of the amounts appropri- 
ated, withont augmenting the aggregate appropriation and possi- 
bly making a still furtherreduction, which I think practicable. Thus 
the bill may, I hope, be put in a form more equitable and just, which 
will satisfy both Congress and the country better than the present 
Senate bill which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] pro- 
poses to take as if is. 

One of the reasons in favor of the course which I advocate is that 
the House bill was not acted upon in the Senate by the Committee 
on Commerce but by the Committee on Appropriations, and at a late 
hour in the session when it was impossible for the committee to give 
it one-tenth of the consideration that was given to it by the House 
committee. I have no complaint to make of the action of the Senate 


Certainly; let the gentleman make that point if 





committee; because I presume that in the time allowed them they 
did the best they could except in this: notwithstanding the general 
aggregate of the bill is reduced about $600,000, there is in particular 
States a considerable increase of the amounts appropriated. 
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a reduction all ’round upon an equitable basis, but it shows it was just 
acted on according to the judgment of the committee without ‘time 
to consider the reports and the facts in relation to the different works. 
This being so, there is no way to correct it except by a conference. 
To accept the bill as it now is would be to do injustice to many 
States and many districts. The want of equity in the bill can in some 
measure be supplied by a committee of conference, and without the 
attainment of that end I say the bill is so inequitable as it now stands 
that the House ought to defeat rather than pass it. 

Mr. HEREFORD rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. One moment. My colleague on the committee sug- 
gests if I have not done it, and I think I may co so without impro- 
priety, to say that whoever represents our committee in the confer- 
ence under the instructions contained in the resolution will keep the 
bill down to $5,000,000 or below it. So the committal of the bill toa 
conference, and I hope the gentleman from Indiana will hear me, if 
the desire of the House committee can be followed, is not to increase 
the provisions of the Senate bill but to decrease them, if that can be 
done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then let it go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. L[rise toa question of order. The regular 
order has been called, and that is a motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The consideration of this question was 
agreed to by unanimous consent of the House. It is now fully before 
the House, and it is too late to make any objection. The point of 
order is overruled, 

Mr. HEREFORD. If I can get the attention of the House for a 
few moments I will be very much pleased. The motion I made 
nuder the instructions of the Committee on Commerce was that we 
should non-concur in the Senate amendments and ask for a committee 
of conference. A motion has been made by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoL_MAN] which the Chair has ruled takes precedence. 
The tirst motion to be voted on, therefore, is one of concurrence in 
Senate amendments. 

Now I desire to say to the friends of this bill in the House that I 
hope they will vote down the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and thereafter that they will sustain the motion I have 
made under the direction of the Committee on Commerce. 

rhe question simply reduces itself to this: Shall we have a river 
and harbor bill or not? Evidently the object of the gentleman from 
Indiana—which I presume he will not deny—is to kill the bill in toto, 
Therefore I hope, inasmuch as the Speaker of the House has ruled the 
first question is one of concurrence, this House will vote down that 
proposition, and then sustain the motion I have made to non-concur 
and give the House a committee of conference between the two 
Houses, so We may pass this bill to-day, provided the two commit- 
tees of conference can agree. We are not going to remain here much 
longer. This bill has been debated in the other end of the Capitol 
for weeks and weeks. We are now on the eve of an adjournment, 
and if this bill has friends on this floor, if there are gentlemen on this 
tloor who are in favor of improving the great highways of the coun- 
try, of cheapening the means of getting the produce of the poor man 
to market, of giving us cheap transportation, they will vote in the 
direction I have indicated. 

And with these remarks I have nothing further to say. I do not 
desire to discuss any feature of the bill or the merits of the bill. The 
fate of the bill rests now on the success of the motion I have made, 
and I hope gentlemen of both political parties who are in favor of a 
river and harbor bill will vote non-concurrence. Give the House a 
committee of conference and let us see whether we can prepare a bill 
equitable to all parties. Inow yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER,. Mr, Speaker, I think the course which the House 
takes with regard to the disposition of this bill will determine whether 
we will have any river and harbor bill this year or not. Of course 
the action of the House heretofore and I believe the feeling of every 
member of the House is that a proper, judicious river and harbor bill 
is in the common interest of the whole country. Sir, my experience 
on the Committee on Commerce has taught me that it is an exceed- 
ingly difficult task from engineers’ reports and from the demands 
made upon the Committee on Commerce by individual members and 
Senators, and chambers of commerce, and representatives of the differ- 
ent interests all over the country—that it is an exceedingly difficult 
task to prepare any river and harbor bill which shall be in every par- 
ticular exactly just and exactly the most fair of all bills; for the 
general object of that bill is to improve the means of cheap transpor- 
tation of the country, and each particular region desires that im- 
provement shall be as full as possible, each member desires that 
shall be as full as possible in hisown region, where he sees the neces- 
sity of it most. 

Now, sir, I am free to say that I think the river and harbor bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce this year was in the main fair 
and equal and in the common general interest of cheap transportation 
throughout the whole length and breadth of our country. I would not 
agree with all its provisions. No individual perhaps would, looking 
over the bill; but very few men have read the reports of the engineers 
for the last five, six, seven, eight, and ten years, forming a continu- 
ous history up to this time of each work and showing the necessity 
for it; and very few members can do so or have the time to do so. 
But, sir, this bill when sent to the Senate was not acted upon, as has 


been remarked, by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, whose 
duty and whose privilege it was to bring their knowledge on commer- 
cial and navigation questions to the consideration of this bill. It 
was turned over to the Appropriations Conunittce of the Senate, 
which never has had charge of that class of questions. 

Now, sir, I am free to say that in the particular position in which 
that bill appeared in the Senate the Senate have done far better than 
I had any reason to expect they would. They have made changes, 
in some respects judicious and in some respects injudicious. Were 
it a matter personal to me and my State, I might have great reason 
to complain of what I might think was a seeming unfairness to the 
State I in part represent or aseeming partiality to other States which 
are represented in the bill. But no man in this Honse can take up 
these two or three hundred matters in that bill, and without years 
of study, without at least months of careful study of the reports, 
can tell what is fair and what is just, even limiting the appropria- 
tion to any given amount. I am happy to state that I believe the 
Committee on Commerce made and sent to the Senate a bill as fair 
and as just as such bills can generally be made, and in the real in- 
terest of commerce and of cheap transportation. 

But the House and the Senate disagree. Now, shall we send this 
into the Committee of the Whole for me and you and every other man 
to give his views upon his choice for his own locality? For that is 
all it means. If amended there, it will be amended, if I may say so, 
by the concurrence of those who can get improvements for their own 
particular regions by joining with others. In that case, sir, this bill 
will be lost. And I venture to say that the only manner in which 
this bill can be amended so as to meet the joint views of the House 
and of the Senate is by placing it in charge of a conference commit- 
tee of gentlemen who have made it their study, and who will be able 
to meet the Senate committee, and who will explain to them from their 
own study and their intimate knowledge of every one of these appro- 
priations why they ask for changes in the Senate bill, if they do ask 
for them. 

Now, sir, this bill is the people’s bill par excellence, the bill that the 
grangers, the farmers all over the United States demand shall be 
passed, that they may have cheap transportation and that the freights 
shall not eat up the entire value of their produce. Feeling that, I 
desire that the House shall pursue the course which shall most surely 
provide some proper bill for carrying on these valuable improvements 
throughout the whole country; and I believe that referring it toa 
committee of conference is the only way in which a proper bill can 
be passed in this brief remainder of the session. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Michigan, if it is 
not too late in the season now to accomplish much by this bill? 

Mr. CONGER. It is not too late, because a large part of these ap- 
propriations is for material, and a large portion of the material must 
be procured in the winter-time. It is essential that the bill should 
ISS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is too late to be of much use. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. HEREFORD] demands the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to interpose a motion to refer the bill and 
amendments to the Committee on Commerce, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion cannot be entertained 
unless the call for the previous question is voted down. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As the gentleman from West Virginia calls 
the previous question to shut off any opportunity for reply, I ask 
leave to have printed in the RECorD some remarks which I desired 
to make in the direction in which my friend from Michigan has spoken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection; and leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The main question having been or- 
dered, the first question is on the motion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. HOLMAN, ] that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that they be reported. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presumemost gentlemen have followed the course 
of these amendments in the other branch of Congress. I will not ask 
therefore that time be consumed in further reading them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question then recurs on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana, that the House concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to ask the Chair if the House votes to concur 
in the Senate amendments whether that passes the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That unquestionably will pass the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate amendments reduce the amount appro- 
priated over $800,000 below the bill as it passed the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FOSTER. Are we not under the five-minute rule ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. This is not in Committee of the Whole. 

The question being taken on Mr. HOMAN’s motion, it was not 
agreed to. 
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So the House refused to concur in the Senate amendments. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to lay this bill and the Senate amend- 
ments on the table, for the reason that so much of the season has 


gone by as to render the appropriation of this vast sumof money of | 


no value. 
Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from In- 
diana isnot debatable. ‘The gentleman from Michigan will state his 
yoint of order. : ; ; 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that the previous question is 
now operating. ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question only operated 


upon the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, and the present mo- | 


tion of the gentleman from Indiana is now in order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The ‘question was taken; and there were—yeas 48, nays 142, not 
voting 95; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, John H. Baker, Bell, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, John 
Young Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Cannon, Collins, Cutler, Danford, Darrall, 
Eden, Fort, Frye, Glover, Hoar, Hoge, Holman, Hurlbut, Jenks, Le Moyne, Maish, 
Miller, Morgan, Mutchler, Neal, Packer, Poppleton, Powell, Rainey, Randall, Rice, 
Robinson, Savage, Sheakley, Singleton, William E. Smith, Southard ner 
Stenger, Stevenson, Thompson, Charles C. B. Walker, Walsh, Wike, and James 
Williams—4e. 

NA YS—Messrs. Adams, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, jr., 
William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bradford, Bright, Samuel D. Burchard, 
Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William IP. Caldwell, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Caultield, 
John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cochrane, Conger, 
Cook, Culberson, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Dobbins, Dunnell, Durand, Durham, Eames, 
Ely, Evans, Felton, Finley, Forney, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Garfield, Gibson, 
Goode, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Ben 
jamin W. Harris, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Henderson, Hereford, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, Hopkins, House, Hubbell, Hunton, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kas 
son, Kehr, Kimball, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrences 
Levy, Luttrell, Lynch, Mackey, MacDougall, MeCrary, MeDill, MeFarland, Met 
calfe, Milliken, Mills, Monroe, Morrison, Nash, New, Norton, O'Brien, O'Neill, 
Page, Payne, Phelps, Pierce, Piper, Platt, Potter, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rid 
dle, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Scales, Schleicher, 
Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, Strait, Stone, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Thornburgh 
Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Van Vorhes, John L. Vance, 
Waddell, Wait, Gilbert C. Walker, Ward, Warren, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, 
White, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Willis, 
Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, Woodburn, Yeates, and Young—142. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Gass, Beebe, Blair, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, William R. Brown, Buckner, Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Chapin, 
Chittenden, Clymer, Cowan, Cox, Crapo, Crounse, De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Eg 
bert, Ellis, Faulkner, Fuller, Gause, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Har- 
ris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Goldsmith 
W. Hewitt, Hill, Hooker, Hoskins, Hunter, Hyman, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, 
Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Lewis, Lord, Lynde, Magoon, McMahon 
Meade, Money, Odell, Oliver, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Pratt, 
Purman, James B. Reilly, John Robbins, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, 
A. Herr Smith, Sparks, Spencer, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Martin I. Townsend, 
Turney, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Alexander 8S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Well- 
ing, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Whitthorne, Andrew Williams, Charles G. 
Williams, James D. Williams, William Bb. Williams, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando 
Wood, and Woodworth—95. 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I now ell the previous question upon my mo- 
tion that the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate and 
ask a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof Mr. HEREFORD’s motion was agreed 
to. 

Mr. HEREFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the mo- 


tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as the conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. HEREFORD, Mr. REAGAN, and Mr. DUNNELL. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
call of committees for reports of a private nature, and the morning 


hour begins at one o’clock p. m. and the call rests with the Commit- | 


tee on Patents. 
HORACE L. EMERY. 


Mr. J. H. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Patents, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 675) to enable Hor- 
ace L. Emery to make an application to the Commissioner of Patents 
for the extension of letters-patent for improvement in cotton-ginning 
machines, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


That Horace L. Emery, of Albany, in the State of New York, have leave to make 
application to the Commissioner of Patents for an extension of the letters-patent 
granted to him for an improvement in cotton-ginning machines of date the 4th day 
of September, 1860, for the term of seven years from and after the date of such ex- 
tension by the Commissioner of Patents; such application to be made in the same 
manner and to have the same effect as if the same had been filed not less than ninety 
days before the expiration of the aforesaid original term of said patent; and upon 
such application so filed, the Commissioner of Patents shall be authorized to con 
sider and determine the same in the same manner and with the same effect as if the 
application had been duly filed within the time prescribed by law, and as if the 
original term of said patent had not expired: Provided, That no person shall be held 
liable for the infringement of said letters-patent, if extended, for making use of said 


invention since the expiration of the original term of said letters-patent and prior 
to the date of the extension. 


Leavenworth, | 
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Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the reading of the report in that case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a report from the Senate com- 
mittee accompanying the bill, which will be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


That, from the evidence submitted, it appears that said Emery's improvement 

| in cotton-ginning machines is a new and useful invention; that his patent was 

issued on the 4th day of September, 1560; that the said Emery has used due dili- 
gence in introducing the invention during the original term of his letters patent, 
but that, without fault or negligence on his part, and owing to the interruption of 
business by the late war and to other circumstances beyond his control. he has hot 
been adequately remunerated ; that he has received, as a profit from his interest 
in manufacturing the said machines, the sum of $7,250, which has been mainly ab- 
sorbed by his expenses in attending fairs, exhibitions, advertising, &c., for the 
purpose of introducing said invention 

‘That, in the opinion of the committee, the said improvement is capable of saving 
to the public a very large amount upon the annual crop of cotton made in the United 
States, by reason of the increased capacity of the machine, the more uniform clean- 
liness of picking, the improved condition and greater value of the staple, the econ- 
omy of force required to drive the machine, and the exemption of danger from 
tiring. 

That the applicant had made preparations in time to visit Washington for the 
oe of making application to the Commissioner for an extension of his patent, 
mt supposing that the ninety days’ notice required was a rule of the Commissioner 
of Patents and subject to his discretion to some extent, and not a statutory enact- 
ment, he did not reach Washington until fifteen days after the time limited, being 
seventy-five days before the expiration of the original term, when he learned that 
his only remedy was through an enabling act by Congress. That he has since been 
diligent in pressing his case upon the attention of Congress, and though it received 
the favorable action of our committee at the last session, the said committee were 
unable to submit their report 

Your committee are of the opinion that the applicant is entitled to relief from 
the effects of his mistake, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompany- 
ing bill. 


The question was put upon ordering the bill to a third reading; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 7, noes 31. 

Mr. J. Hi. BAGLEY. I call for tellers; but before the vote is taken 
I should like to say a word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
heard. 

Mr. J.H.BAGLEY. This bill is designed simply to correct an error 
or inadvertence on the part of the patentee. He was entitled under 
the statutes to the extension of his patent, but he was about ten days 
too late in making his application, and this bill is merely to correct 
thaterror, This patent was issued in 1860, It is fora machine which 
is used exclusively in the South, and on account of the war the pat- 
entee was unable to transact any business. 


The gentleman has a right to be 


Since then he has been 
introducing the machine, but has received no adequate reward for his 
invention. 

Mr. HURLBUT. 
Commissioner-—— 

Mr. J. WH. BAGLEY. He was under the impression—— 

Mr. HURLBUT. He was ignorant of the law. 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. 
ing for his extension. 

Mr.NEAL. Does not this report show that this patentee has already 
received over $7,000 for his machine ? 

Mr. J. HW. BAGLEY. Yes; but he has expended it all in introducing 
his machine. 

Mr. NEAL. The question, then, seems to be this: whether the Gov- 
ernment shall not only give this patentee a term of fourteen years of 
exclusive privilege, but shall further insure the success of his patent? 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. He has not had fourteen years’ advantage of 

| his patent; only about five or six years. 

Mr. NEAL. He was granted a patent for fourteen years. 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. That is true; but the war came on, and he 
could not introduce his machine during the first portion of that period. 

Mr. NEAL. And you want the Government to insure the suecess 
of this patent ? 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. No. I simply ask the House to correct the 
error which the man made in applying for his extension. This bill 
was discussed in the Senate at length, and unanimously passed by 
the Senate, to give the man the privilege of again going before the 
Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. COCHRANE. Is there any provision in this bill to protect 
parties who in good faith had manufactured this machine since the 
expiration of the patent? 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. There is such a provision. But the patentee 
has manufactured all these machines himself. He proposes to con- 
tinue their manufacture himself, and not to license other parties for 
a royalty to manufacture them. & hope the bill will pass. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, the Speaker 
will order tellers under the rule, and appoints the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. J. H. BAGLEY]and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HURLBUT] to act as telllers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 55, noes 68; no quorum voting. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 49, nays 123, not vot- 
ing 113; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley. jr. William H. 
taker, Ballou, Banks, Cason, Caulfield, Conger, Darrall, Davy, Dobbins, Dunnell, 
‘ Eames, Ely, Finley, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Haymond, Henkle, Abram 


Why is it that this patentee did not go before the 


No; he made a mistake of ten days in apply- 
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S. Hewitt, Hoar, Hoge, Hurd, Hyman, Franklin Landers, Lane, Leavenworth, Lord, 
Nast i |. Page, Pierce, Platt, Rainey, Rea, Reagan, Sinnickson, 
Smalls, Stowell, Wait, Charles C. B.Walker, Ward, G. Wiley Wells, Alpheus 8. 
l \ 4, and Woodburn—49, 








NAYS srs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, John H. Baker, Bell, 
Plack burn land, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John Young Brown, Horatio C. Bur 
chard, ( Jobn H. Caldwell, Wiliam P. Caldwell, Cannon, Caswell, Cate, 


Jobn B. Clarke of Kentacky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cochrane, Collins, 
Cook, Culberson, Catler, Danford, Davis, Dibrell, Durham, Eden, Evans, Felton, 
Forney, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin, Hale, Andrew 
H. Hamilton, Hancock, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Henderson, Holman, House, 
Habbell, Hunton, Hurlbut, Jenks, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kimball, Law 
rence, Le Moyne, Luttrell, Lynde, MeCrary, McMahon, Milliken, Monroe, Morgan, 
Morrison, Neal, New, Packer, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips Piper, Plaisted, Pop- 
- ton, Potter, Randall, John Reilly, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, 


toberts, Robinson, Miles Ross, Sampson, Savage, Scales, Schleicher, Sheakley, Sin- 


gleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Southard, Springer, Strait, Stenger, Stevenson, 
Stone. Terry, Thomas, Seg son, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Town 
send, Tucker, Turney, John L. Vance, Waddell, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Warren, 
Erastus Wells, Wigginton, Wike, Willard, James Williams, James D. Williams, 
Jeremiah N. Williams, James Wilson, and Yeates— 123. 

NOT VOTING—Messars. Abbott, Ashe, Banning, Bass, Becbe, Blair, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, William R. Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, 
Campbell, Candler, Chapin, Chittenden, Clymer, Cowan, Cox, Crapo, Crounse, 
De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Durand, Egbert, Ellis, Faulkner, Franklin, Fuller, Gar 
flold, Gause, Gunter, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry 2. Harris, John T. Har 
ris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Lill, 
Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hunter, FrankJones, Kehr, Kelley, King, Knott, Lamar, 
George M. Landers, Lapham, Levy, Lewis, Lynch, Mackey, Magoon, Maish, Mac 
Dougall, MeDill, McFarland, Meade, Metcalfe, Miller, Mills, Money, Mutchler, 
Odell, Oliver, William A oe Powell, Pratt, Parman, James B. Reilly, Rice, 
Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, A. Herr Smith, Sparks, Spencer, 
Swann, Tarbox, Teese, Martin I. Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, Robert B. Vance. 
Waldron, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Wheeler, White, 
Whitehouse, Whiting, Whitthorne, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, Will- 
jam 13. Williams, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Wood 
worth, and Young—113 

So the bill was not ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that this bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay the bill on the table. What is 
the use of killing these bills constantly, and having them always 
coming up? 

Mr. CONGER. This bill has not been killed. 

Mr. RANDALL, It has been pretty well scotched, and we may as 
well kill it at once. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PAYMENT OF EMPLOYES OF TILE HOUSE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, from the Committee of Accounts, re- 
ported the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized to pay 
to the parties whose names appear on the annexed schedule the sums set opposite 
their names; the total sum to be paid amounting to $1,341.87. 

Mr. RANDALL. Read the schedule. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Let the names be read. 

Mr. WIL:U1AMS, of Indiana. Some sixteen employés of the House 
who were discharged on the 30th of June did not receive their pay at 
that time, and could not receive it until the 22d day of July. A res- 
olution was passed by the House the other day directing the Com- 
mittee of Accounts to inquire into the propriety of allowing them 
compensation up to the time when they received their pay for June. 
We have agreed to this resolution allowing them pay up to the 22d 
of July. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Do TI understand that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Accounts [Mr. WILLIAMS] reports here a proposition to 
pay men for time that they have not served—for time after they had 
been discharged from service ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. HurLBuT] will 
remember that it has been the common practice to give employés a 
wonth’s extra pay. A resolution is offered at almost every session of 
Congress to pay the pages of the House for an entire month after the 
adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. HURLBUT. But the gentleman from Indiana always opposesit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is unimportant. I am merely speaking of 
the practice, which has been to pay a full month’s compensation in 
excess of the time of actual service. This practice seems to prevail 
in almost every Department of the Government. 

Mr. HURLBUT. But I wonder at the gentleman from Indiana, 
who is the great fugleman of reform, proposing to pay men for work 
that they have not done and to pay them for staying over here in order 
to be paid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am simply calling the attention of the gentle- 
man to what has been a very common practice. My colleague [Mr. 
WILLIAMS ] and the Committee of Accounts are merely following, and 
to a partial extent only, a practice which has been almost universal 
for many years past. 

Mr. KASSON. Have the Committee of Accounts reported in favor 
of any extra pay for those men who were discharged last December ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
with the concurrence of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HuRLBUT, } 
in regard to the employés of the Engraving and Printing Bureau, who 
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were paid a full month’s extra compensation. The appropriation of 
$25,000 for making this additional payment to the discharged em- 
ployés of that Bureau received, I believe, the universal concurrence 
of this House. The practice, therefore, is too general to permit any 
point to be made on this resolution, although I agree with the ven- 
tleman from Illinois that the practice is a very unwise one. 

Mr. FRYE. Was it not also the “ practice” to furnish tea for the 
use of members? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the practice, I believe, on the other side 
of the House. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from In- 
diana whether when the employés of the last Congress were dis- 
charged at the beginning of the present session they were allowed 
a month’s extra pay after their discharge? Perhaps I do not make 
myself understood. If I understand the resolution now before the 
House 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. Let me answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE. Not just now. The effect of this resolution, as I wn- 
derstand, is to allow additional salary to employés who have been 
discharged already. Now I want to know whether the employés who 
were discharged by the officers of this House when the administra- 
tion of its affairs passed from republican into democratic hands were 
allowed any extra salary? 

Mr. FORT. I can answer the gentleman that they were not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. We did not pay those employés who 
were discharged last December, because they received the pay that 
was due them and they did not have to wait here for even one day 
to get their pay. I am as far as any gentleman on this floor from 
being willing to pay men for services not rendered; and I would have 
been very much opposed to paying a single one of these men if they 
could have obtained their pay when they were discharged ; but they 
could not then be paid. Why? Because the other branch of Con- 
gress refused to pass until the 22d of July the bill which had passed 
this House for the purpose of paying those employés. Consequently 
these men were detained here for want of money to take them to 
their homes. We now propose to pay them $77 apiece for the time 
they were detained here in consequence of not getting their pay. 

Mr. WHITE. I would like to ask one other question. I under- 
stand that these are clerks of committees, and I would like to know 
whether this list includes all the committee clerks whose services 
might be dispensed with. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. There is not a single clerk in this 
list. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let me say that this is the result of the action of 
the House in reducingthe number of employés heretofore employed by 
the republican House. 

Mr. WHITE. That may be a good point; but does this list include 
all that might be dismissed? I ask that the list be read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the list be read. 

Mr. FORT. I would like to male a remark. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I yield of course to my colleague on 
the committee, [Mr. Forr. ] 

Mr. FORT. Since the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL] has made his very cutting remark, I 
wish to say that if there is any economy in this proposition I would 
like him to point it out. This House now proposes to pay a man $133 
for waiting here thirty days for fifteen days’ pay. Is that economy? 
It will cost us $133 as interest on $45 for thirty days, and they ask us 
to pay over $1,300 for this delay. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer the gentleman. It is practically 
dispensing with the number of officers whom you employed here in 
the last Congress, and whom we now discharge under the operations 
of a policy of reduction. Because we were not able to pay them 
promptly, we give them pay for twenty days that they were detained 
here waiting for their pay. 

Mr. FORT. These were not the employés of the last Congress, but 
are the appointees of the present democratic House. 

For one I do not propose to sit here longer and be lectured by the 
gentleman [Mr. RANDALL] on economy when his practice will not 
bear him out. Ihave asked the names be read by the Clerk. It will 
be seen that one person was discharged on the 15th of June and who 
only had pay for fifteen days due him. It is now proposed to pay him 
$133 as interest on his pay for fifteen days. That is the economy the 
gentlemen of the other side propose. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have reduced the expenses here $100,000. 

Mr. FORT. Iam willing to pay all discharged men and have been, 
but no such proposition was ever made by gentlemen on the other side 
of the House to pay employés discharged when they came into power. 
Not one single wounded Union soldier ever got one cent additional 
pay when he was discharged. Gentlemen on that side of the House 
did not propose to pay them any extra pay. Now I want this list of 





| discharged employés to be read and put into the Recorp. It will 


| show that those gentlemen who are lecturing us on economy do not 


| 


practice it themselves when it applies to their own party. 
L wish it distinctly understood that the other side of thu House 


I would remark that the same thing was done, | have made no such proposition to pay republicans who were dis- 


charged when they came into power. They have kicked out one- 
legged and one-armed Union soldiers, and did not propose to pay 
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them one single cent beyond the pay for the days they had rendered 
thelr faithful service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. FORT. No; Lam not mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been explained there has never been but 
ove disabled soldier dismissed from the service, and that was under a 
misapprehension, and another wounded soldier put in his place at 
once. 

Mr. FORT. 
Union soldiers were discharged, and he can find the names of some 


of them published in the New York Times of August 1, 1876, and in 


no instance did his party pay them a single cent in addition to what 
they had earned, 
Mr. RANDALL. 


them by keeping them here up to December and later, paying them 
for five months when they did not perform any service at all. 

So much for that. As to our action in the administration of this 
House the record shows that we have reduced the expenditures of 
the employés about this House about $100,000 since we had the 
pewer. x 

Mr. CONGER. Not if the gentleman adds the expense of clerks 
employed since the number of clerks was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; the force is enormously reduced. 

Mr. CONGER. The force has enormously increased since the gen- 
tleman’s committee reported the number that should be employed. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
agreed upon, although the other end of the Capitol would not. 

Mr. CONGER. The other end of the Capitol did not employ clerks 
for our committees. I ask now for the reading of those names. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
seconding the demand for the previous question the Clerk will read 
the list. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


List of employés of the House. 
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George W. Chapman.......... evcecccecccces 
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DOORKER?PER. 
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* Twenty-two days, to July 22, at $3.60 per day. 
t Thirty-seven days, to July 22, at $3.60 per day. 


¢ @ . . . . 
The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 


dered; and under the operation thereof the report of the committee | 


was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report of the committee was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, also, from the Committee of Accounts, | 


reported the following resolution : 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Real-Estate Pooland Jay Cooke Indebted- 


ness be, and are hereby, allowed to retain the service of a clerk from the 15th day | 
of July, 1876, to tho close of the present session; and the compensation of said | 


clerk shall be $4 per diem. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will my colleague allow me to ask this question : 
Whether the services required of a clerk on that committee are not 
performed almost entirely by a stenographer ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I am not able to answer that. 
have sent a request for the service of a clerk for this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As my colleague has not inquired into the subject, 
Task him to consent to recommit the resolution. 


and as a general thing, so far as I am informed, they do not require 
the services of a clerk. I hope my colleague will inquire whether the 
duties performed are not by stenographers instead of by a clerk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I have been satisfied of that fact all 


the time; that the investigation had to be performed by a stenog- | 
But notwithstanding that every committee seemed to be | 


rapher. 
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| to inquire if the dutic 
The gentleman knows that at least twenty wounded 


| think we ought to have that question decided. 
' tleman fails to have the courage—— 
We have adhered mainly to the number we | 


Prior to putting the question on the | 





They | 


l Committees en- | 
gaged in investigations have stenographers employed at high salaries, | 


O17 


very anxious to have a clerk; and I have only reported this resolu- 
tion in accordance w ith tl 


the instructions of the majority of the Com- 
mittee of Accounts and at the request of 
sired the se s of this clerk. The chairman of the committee can 
probably explain it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the consent of my colleague, I will move to 
recommit the report of the Committee of Accounts with instructions 
sare not performed by a stenographer. 

The question being taken on Mr. HOLMAN’s motion, there were— 
ayes 17, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. on further count. Gentlemen must know 
there is an army of clerks unemployed about this House, absolutely 


} ‘ 1 
the committee which de- 


rvice 


4 Insist 


J ; } unemployed; the duties being performed by stenographers. 
In reference to this matter of not paying dis- | 


charged clerks of the last administration, 1 desire to say we paid | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. Further count 
being demanded, the Chair will order tellers; and appoints the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. WILLIAMS, and the gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I ask to have the resolution read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iwill not interrupt further the public business by 


| insisting on further count, although I am satisfied that this clerk is 


not required, 

Mr. CONGER. Since the gentleman from Indiana has called the 
attention of the House to the increase of this great army of clerks, I 
Therefore if the gen- 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is not stating correctly what I said. 
[did not say there was an increase in the number, but that an unnee- 
essary number was employed. 

Mr. CONGER. Iunderstood the gentleman to state that there is an 
enormous increase in the number of clerks employed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. WHITE. L[rise toa point of order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will take their plac es. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave withdrawn the call for further count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is renewed by the gentleman from 
Michigan, and the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, Mr. CONGER, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not insist on further count. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion to recommit the 
report was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
agree to the report? 

Mr. WHITE. LIrise to a point of order. Will it be in order to 
move to amend this resolution by transferring a clerk from a com- 
mittee where he does no work to this committee where he may per- 
form service for the $4 per diem ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
WILLIAMS] yields to the gentleman from Kentucky for that purpose, 
any amendment may be offered. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for an amendment ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE. My pronosition is that the clerk of the Committee 


The question recurs, Will the House 


| on Edueation and Labor be assigned to this committee. 


Mr. EDEN. I object to debate. 
tion is operating. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] has just demanded the previous question. 

The question being taken on seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question, there were—ayes 67, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. 1 call for further count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 


I understand the previous ques- 


| will order tellers; and appoints the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
| WILLIAMS, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BAKER. 


Mr. HURLBUT. 
expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now dividing. 

The tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 42. 

So the previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered; and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. And I move te lay that motion on 


I wish to inquire if the morning hour has not 


| the table. 


Mr. WHITE. I do not yield for that purpose. 
amendment may be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana is in order. No other business being before the House, the 
gentleman from Indiana has the right to move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the Chair cecog- 
nized the gentleman from Kentucky to move to reconsider, is it not 


I ask that the 


| the universal rule that he should be given the floor for debate if it 1s 


a debatable motion? The Chair is entitled to recognize the gentle- 


| man having charge of the measure or any other gentleman in favor 


of it to move to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted and to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. #utif he 
recognizes another gentleman who moves to reconsider and takes the 
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floor to debate the measure, is he not entitled to the floor for that 
purpose? The Chair will recollect that that rule was enforced by 
Speaker Kerr at an early period of the session in an important 
case, the amnesty bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not desire to take the 
gentleman from Kentucky off the floor. He supposed the gentleman 
had made his motion and yielded the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. I did not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman is recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was just passed, and I will state my object in so doing. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that the morning hour has 
expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Kentucky did not rise from his seat until he had 
shouted “ Mr. Speaker,” and thererore that I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot take the gentleman 
from Kentucky off his feet ; he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Indiana 
for his courtesy. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that the morning hour has 
expired. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I make the point of order that I shall be enti- 
tled to the floor to-morrow upon this motion. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh! “Sufticient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. HOAR. IL rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be glad to hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not a motion to reconsider a question so highly 
privileged that a gentleman who is addressing the House upon it may 
continue notwithstanding the expiration of the morning hour ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
is well taken and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not desire to detain the House for more than a 
moment in support of the amendment which I desire to offer to the 
resolution just adepted. I ask that the resolution be read as passed 
and as I proposed to amend it. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The gentleman must allow the vote to be | 


taken on the motion to reconsider before he can offer an amendment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman | 


from Kentucky to ask that his proposed amendment shall be read as 
a part of his remarks, and not as being offered at this time. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. WHITE, as fol- 
lows: 

After the words “ present session,” add the following 

That the clerk of the Committee on Education and Labor be instructed to per- 
form this labor without extra compensation. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana,[Mr. Hot- 
MAN, ] who is always in favor of retrenchment and honest reform, has 
said that we have an army of officers about this House that are not 
needed ; he has said that at least in substance. Now we have a prop- 
osition here to increase that army of officers by one and to give him 
$4 per day for his work. I make the point that we have a clerk to 
the Committee on Education and Labor who I think cannot certainly 


be employed by that committee, and I ask that he be assigned to per- | 


form this duty. His name is now upon the roll of the ofticers of the 


House and he is receiving compensation I am not sure whether at the | 
rate of $4 perday or $5 per day. That committee have not held a meet- | 
ing for some weeks, and I ask that their clerk be assigned to discharge | 


these duties and thus save the salary of an additional clerk to the 
country. 

Mr. HARRISON. Why not discharge that clerk to the Committee 
on Education and Labor? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman then is certainly not in favor of re- 
trenchment and reform. 

The question was taken on Mr. HoL_MAN’s motion, and it was 
agreed to, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House : 

An act (S. No. 234) to amend section 4698 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States so as to allow a pension of $37 per month to sol- 
diers who have lost both an arm and a leg, in lieu of $24 per month 
now allowed; 

An act (S. No. 307) concerning security on writs of error and ap- 
peals, and for other purposes ; 

An act (8S. No. 526) to amend section 1036 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia; and 

An act (8. No. 1007) concerning the employment of Indian scouts. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2133) to amend section 10 of the act making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1876; and 


An act (H. R. No. 361) to reduce the area of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 
846) to punish the counterfeiting of trade-mark goods and the sale 
or dealnig in of counterfeit trade-mark goods; asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. CONKLING, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. STEVENSON 
as managers of the conference on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its 
amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 3625) 
providing for the sale of the Osage ceded lands in Kansas by actual 
settlers, agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. INGALLs, 
Mr. EpMUNDs, and Mr. KERNAN as managers of said conference on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the House correcting an error in the enro]l- 
ment of the bill (H. R. No. 3963) to amend subsections 246 and 251 of 
section 12 of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Oflice Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1875, and for other purposes,” approved June 23, 1874, and for 
other purposes, and section 3954 of the Revised Statutes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Pending that motion I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee takes precedence on Friday. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want to keep faith with the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] as to his speech, 

Mr. BRIGHT. The gentleman from Ohio can speak to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Friday the motion of tho 
gentleman from Tennessee is, under the rules, first in order. 

Mr. CROUNSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Some days 
since a report was made from a committee of conference on Senate 
bill No. 779, which report was rejected by the House, and a motion to 
reconsider entered. The inquiry I desire to make of the Chair is, 
whether that motion to reconsider can be called up at this time in 
antagonism of the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
BRIGHT] that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
| Whole on the Private Calendar. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Friday, under the rule it is 
| private-bill day, and no motion to reconsider the action of the House 
in relation to a bill of a public character can be entertained on this 
day, unless the consideration of private business is postponed. There- 
fore the privileged question before the House at this moment is the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Bricgut] that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CROUNSE. Will not the gentleman from Tennessee yield just 
long enough to allow a vote to be taken on the motion to reconsider? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I cannot yield to the gentleman. A number of re- 
quests have been made to me, and if I should grant them all they 
would take up an hour or more. 
| The motion of Mr. BRIGHT was not agreed to; upon a division— 
| ayes 38, noes 110. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the rules be suspended and that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on’the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. FORT. I desire to submit a report from a committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is pending to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
|} A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate insisted upon their amendments, 
| disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, preservation, and completion 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disa- 
| greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as the 
| managers of the conference on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, 
| Mr. SARGENT, and Mr. Ransom. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. EDEN in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole will resume the 
| consideration of the pending special order, being the bill (H. R. No. 
2592) to transfer the conduct of Indian affairs from the Interior to 
| the War Department. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GaRFIELD] is 
| entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the speech of the 
| gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. LAMAR] has not yet appeared in the 
| Recorb, so that I might have had its full and authentic text before 
| offering my own remarks in reply. But his propositions were so clearly 
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and so very ably stated, the doctrines that run through it were so logi- 
cally connected, it will be my own fault if I fail to understand and 
appreciate the general scope and purpose of his speech. 

In the outset, I desire for myself and for a majority, at least, of 
those for whom I speak, to express my gratitude tothe gentleman for 
all that portion of his speech which had for its object the removal of 
the prejudices and unkindly feelings that have arisen among citizens 
of the Republic, in consequence of the late war. Whatever faults the 
speech may have, its author expresses an earnest desire to make prog- 
ress in the direction of a better understanding between the North 
and the South; and in that it meets my most hearty concurrence and 
approval. : P 

I will attempt to state briefly what I understand to be the logic of 
the gentleman’s speech. He sets out with deploring the evilsof party, 
and expressing the belief that the great mass of the American people 
are tired of much that belongs to party; and, looking beyond and 
above mere party prejudices and passions, they greatly desire to re- 
move public corruptions, and reform the manifold errors and evils of 
administration and legislation; that those errors and evils consist 
mainly of two things: First, of a generally corrupt state of public 
administration ; and second, of a deplorable state of the civil service ; 
that this state of affairs is buttressed and maintained by an enormous 
army of 100,000 civil office-holders and 100,000 more expectants for 
office; and that because of this vast force the people have hitherto 
been unable to make the reforms they desire. This is his major prem- 
ise. 

The next point, his minor premise, is that the republican party is 
incapable of effecting the great reforms which the people desire ; and 
his conclusion from these premises is that the democratic party ought 
to be brought into power in the coming election. 

This was the summary, and, I may say, abrupt, conclusion of his 
reasoning. The gentleman seemed to be aware that there might be 
some apprehensions in the minds of the people that it would not, quite 
yet, be safe to recall the democratic party to power; and he endeav- 
ored to quiet those apprehensions by stating in the first place that 
there need be no fear that the South, lateky in rebellion, would again 
control the Government; that they were prostrated; that their in- 
stitutions had been overthrown; that their industries had been 
broken up; that in their weak and broken condition there need be no 
fear that they would again be placed at the head of public affairs; 
and, finally, that the South has united with the democratic party not 
from choice, but forced to it by inexorable necessity as their only 
means of protection. 

In the second place, there was apprehension, he said, that the de- 
mocracy, if they came into power, would not preserve the beneficent 
results of the war. But he assures us that this fear is groundless; 
that the people of the South have no aspirations which are not 
bounded by the horizon of the Union; that they as well as the de- 
mocracy of the North accept, honestly and sincerely, the great results 
of the war; and that they can be trusted to preserve all the good that 
has been gained. 

Again he says it is feared, on the part of many, that the colored race, 
lately enslaved, will not be safe in the full enjoyment of all the rights 
resulting from the war and guaranteed by the amendments to the 
Constitution. This he also assures us is a groundless fear, because 
the people of the South understand the colored race, appreciate their 
qualities, and are on such a footing of friendship and regard that 
they are in fact better fitted to meet the wants of that people and 
help them along in the way of civilization, enlightenment, and peace 
than those who are further removed from such knowledge. 

He emphasizes the statement that the South cheerfully accepts the 
results of the war; and admits that that much good has been achieved 
by the republican party which ought to be preserved. I was gratified 
to hear the gentleman speak of Lincoln as “the illustrious author of 
the great act of emancipation.” That admission will be welcomed 
everywhere by those who believe in the justice and wisdom of that 
great act. While speaking of the condition of the South and its wants 
he deplores two evils which afflict that portion of our country: First, 
Federal supervision; and second, negro ascendency in its political 
affairs. In that connection, it will be remembered, he quoted from 
John Stuart Mill and from Gibbon; the one to show that the most 
deplorable form of government is where the slave governs; and from 
the other to show the evils of a government which is in alien hands. 
The gentleman represented the South as suffering the composite evils 
depicted by both these great writers. That I may be sure to do him 
justice I quote a paragraph from the Associated Press report of his 
speech : 

_. The inevitable effect of that reconstruction policy had been to draw one race to 
its support and drive the other race to its opposition. He quoted Gibbon, the his 
torian, as saying that the most absurd and oppressive system of government which 
could be conceived of is that which subjects the native of a country to the domina- 
tion of his slave. He also quoted from John Stuart Mill to the effect that when a 
government is administered by rulers not responsible to the people governed, but 
to some other community, it is one of the worst of conceivable governments, and he 
said that the hideous system established in the South is a composite of those two 
vicious systems. The people are subjected to the domination of their former slaves, 


and are ruled over by people whose constituents were not the people for whom 
they should act, but the Federal Government 


Now, I have stated—of course very briefly but I hope with entire 
fairness—the scope of the very able speech to which we listened. In 
a word it is this: the republican party is oppressing the South ; negro 
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suffrage is a grievous evil; there are serious corruptions in public af- 
fairs in the national legislation and administration ; the civil service 
of the country especially needs great and radical reform; and ther 
fore the democratic party ought to be placed in control of the Gov- 
ernment at this time, by the election of Tilden and Hendricks. 

It has not been my habit, and it is not my desire, to discuss mere 
party politics in this great legislative forum. And I shall do so now 
only in so far as a fair review of the gentleman’s speech requires. My 
remarks shall be responsive to his; and I shall discuss party history 
and party policy only as the logic of his speech leads into that do- 
main. 

From most of the premises of the gentleman, as matters of fact 
and history, I dissent; some of them are undoubtedly correct. But, 
for the sake of argument only, admitting that all his premises are 
correct, I deny that his conclusion is warranted by his premises; and, 
before I close I shall attempt to show that the good he seeks cannot 
be secured by the ascendency of the democratic party at this time. 

Before entering upon that field, however, I must notice this re- 
markable omission in the logie of his speech. Although he did state 
that the country might consider itself free from some of the dan- 
gers which are apprehended as the result of democratic ascendency, 
he did not, as I remember, by any word attempt to prove the fitness 
of the democracy as a political organization to accomplish the re- 
forms which he so much desires; and without that affirmative proof 
of fitness his argument is necessarily an absolute failure. 

It is precisely that fear which has not only made the ascendency 
of the democratic party so long impossible, but has made it incom- 
petent to render that service so necessary to good government—the 
service of maintaining the position of a wise and honorable opposi- 
tion to the dominant party. Often the blunders and faults of the 
republican party have been condoned by the people because of the 
violent, reactionary, and disloyal spirit of the democracy. 

He tells us that is one of the well-known lessons of political his- 
tory and philosophy; that the opposition party comes in to preserve 
and crystallize the measures which their antagonists inaugurated ; 
and that a conservative opposition party is better fitted to accom- 
plish such a work than an aggressive radical party who roughly pio- 
neered the way and brought in the changes. And to apply this max- 
im to our own situation he tells us that the differences between the 
republican and the democratic parties upon the issues which led to 
the war and those which grew out of it, were rather differences of 
time than of substance; that the democracy followed more slowly in 
the republican path, but have at last arrived, by prudent and consti- 
tutional methods, at the same results; and hence they will be sure 
to guard securely and cherish faithfully what the republicans gained 
by reckless and turbulent methods. There is some truth in these 
“glittering generalities,” but, as applied to our present situation, 
they are entitled only to the consideration which we give to the bright 
but fantastic pictures of a Utopian dream. 

I share all that gentleman’s aspirations for peace, for good govern- 
ment at the South; and I believe I can safely assure him that the 
great majority of the nation shares the same aspirations. But he 
will allow me to say that he has not fully stated the elements of the 
great problem to be solved by the statesmanship of to-day. The 
actual field is much broader than the view he hastaken. And before 
we can agree that the remedy he proposes is an adequate one, we 
must take in the whole field, comprehend all the conditions of the 
problem, and then see if his remedy is sufficient. The change he pro- 
poses is not like the ordinary change of a ministry in England when 
the government is defeated on a tax bill or some routine measure of 
legislation. He proposes to turn over to the custody and manay e- 
ment of the Government to a party which has persistently and with 
the greatest bitterness resisted all the great changes of the last fifteen 
years, changes which were the necessary results of a vast revolution— 
a revolution in national policy, in social and political ideas—a revolu- 
tion whose causes were not the work of a day nor of a year but of 
generations and centuries. The scope and character of that mighty 
revolution must form the basis of our judgment when we inquire 
whether such a change as he proposes is safe and wise. 

In discussing his proposition we must not forget that as the re- 
sult of this resolution the South, after the great devastations of war, 
the great loss of life and treasure, the overthrow of its social and 
industrial system, was called upon to confront the new and difficult 
problem of two races; one just released from centuries of slavery, 
and the other a cultivated, brave, proud, imperious race, to be brought 
together on terms of equality before the law. New, difficult,delicate, 
and dangerous questions bristle out from every point of that problem. 

But that is not all of the situation. On the other hand, we see the 
North, after leaving its 350,000 dead upon the field of battle and 
bringing home its 500,000 maimed and wounded to be cared for, 
crippled in its industries, staggering under the tremendous burden 
of public and private debt, and both North and South weighted with 
unparalleled burdens and losses—the whole nation saffering from 
that loosening of the bonds of social order which always follows a 
great war and from the resulting corruption both in the public and 
the private life of the people. These, Mr. Chairman, constitute the 
vast field which we must survey in order to find the path which will 
soonest lead our beloved country to the highway of peace, of liberty, 
and prosperity. Peace from the shock of battle; the higher peace of 
our streets, of our homes, of our equal rights we must make secure 
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by making the conquering ideas of the war everywhere dominant and 
permanent. 
With all my heart I join with the gentleman in rejoicing that— 


The war-drums throb no longer and the battle-flags are furled, 


and Ilook forward with joy and hope to the day when our brave peo- 
ple, one in heart, one in their aspirations for freedom and peace, shall 
see that the darkness through which we have traveled was a part of 
that stern but beneficent discipline by which the Great Disposer of 
events has been leading us on to a higher and nobler national life. 

But such a result can be reached only by comprehending the whole 
meaning of the revolution through which we have passed and are still 
passing. I say still passing; for I remember that after the battle of 
arms comes the battle of history. The cause that triumphs in the 
field does not always triumph in history. And those who carried the 
war for union and equal and universal freedom to a victorious issue 
can never safely relax their vigilance until the ideas for which they 
fought have become embodied in the enduring forms of individual and 
national life. . 

Has this been done? Not yet. 

I ask the gentleman in all plainness of speech and yet in all kind- 
ness, is he correct in his statement that the conquered party accept 
the results of the war? Even if they do I remind the gentleman that 
accept is not avery strong word. I go further. I ask him if the dem- 
ocratic party have adopted the results of the war? Is it not asking too 
much of human nature to expect such unparalleled changes to be not 
only accepted, but, in so short a time, adopted by men of strong and 
independent opinions f 


The antagonisms which gave rise to the war and grew ont of it, | 


were not born in a day,nor can they vanish in a night. 

Mr. Chairman, great ideas travel slowly, and for a time, noiselessly 
as the gods, whose feet were shod with wool. Our war of independ- 
ence was a war of ideas, of ideas evolved out of two hundred years 
of slow and silent growth. When, one hundred years ago, our fathers 
announced as self-evident truths the declaration that all men are 
created equal,and the only just power of governments is derived from 
the consent of the governed, they uttered a doctrine that no nation 
had ever adopted, that not one kingdom on the earth then believed. 
Yet to our fathers it was so plain, that they would not debate it. They 
announced it as a truth “self-evident.” 

Whence came the immortal truths of the Declaration? To me, this 
was, for years, the riddle of our history. I have searched long and 
patiently through the books of the doctrinaires to find the germs from 
which the Declaration of Independence sprang. I found hints in 
Locke, in Hobbes, in Rousseau, and Fénelon ; but they were only the 
hints of dreamers and philosophers. The great doctrines of the Dec- 
laration germinated in the hearts of our fathers, and were developed 
under the new influences of this wilderness world, by the same subtle 
mystery which brings forth the rose from the germ of the rose-tree. 
Unconsciously to themselves, the great truths were growing under the 
new conditions until, like the century-plant, they blossomed into the 
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matchless beanty of the Declaration of Independence, whose fruitage, | 


increased and increasing, we enjoy to-day. 


It will not do, Mr. Chairman, to speak of the gigantic revolution | 


through which we have lately passed as a thing to be adjusted and 
settled by a change of administration. It was cyclical, epochal, cen- 
tury-wide, and to be studied in its broad and grand perspective—a 
revolution of even wider scope, so far as time is concerned, than the 
Revolution of 1776. We have been dealing with elements and forces 
which have been at work on this continent more than two hundred 
and fifty years. I trust I shall be excused if I take a few moments 
to trace some of the leading phases of the great struggle. And in 
doing so, I beg gentlemen to see that the subject itself lifts us into a 
region where the individual sinks out of sight and is absorbed in the 
mighty current of great events. 
or pronounce condemnation. In such a revolution men are like in- 
sects, that fret and toss in the storm, but are swept onward by the 
resistless movements of elements beyond their control. I speak of 
this revolution not to praise the men who aided it, or to censure the 
men who resisted it, but as a force to be studied, as a mandate to be 
obeyed. , 

In the year 1620 there were planted, upon this continent, two ideas 
irreconcilably hostile toeach other. Ideas are the great warriors of the 
world; and a war that has no ideas behind it issimple brutality. The 
two ideas were landed, one at Plymouth Rock from the Mayflower, 
and the other from a Dutch brig at Jamestown, Virginia. One was 
the old doctrine of Luther, that private judgment, in politics as well 
as religion, is the right and duty of every man; and the other that 
sapital should own labor, that the negro had no rights of manhood, 
and the white man might justly buy, own, and sell him and his off- 
spring forever. Thus freedom and equality on the one hand, and on the 
other the slavery of one race and the domination of another, were 
the two germs planted on this continent. In our vast expanse of 
wilderness, for a long time, there was room for both; and their advo- 
cates began the race across the continent, each develeping the social 
and political institutions of their choice. Both had vast interests in 
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each other; when the Roundhead and the Cavalier came near enough 
to measure opinions, the irreconcilable character of the two doctrines 
began to appear. Many conscientious men studied the subject, and 
came to the belief that slavery was a crime, a sin, or as Wesley said 
“the sum of all villainies.” This belief dwelt in small minorities for 
along time. It lived in the churches and vestries, but later found 
its way into the civil and political organizations of the country, and 
finally found its way into this Chamber. A few brave, clear-sighted, 
far-seeing men announced it here, alittle more than a generation ago. 
A predecessor of mine, Joshua R. Giddings, following the lead of 
John Quincey Adams of Massachusetts, almost alone, held up the ban- 
ner on this floor, and, from year to year, comrades came to his side, 
Through evil and through good report he pressed the question upon 
the conscience of the nation, and bravely stood in his place in this 
House, until his white locks, like the plume of Henry of Navarre, 
showed where the battle for freedom raged most fiercely. 

And so the contest continued ; the su pporters of slavery believing 
honestly and sincerely that slavery was a divine institution; that it 
found its high sanctions in the living oracles of God and in a wise 
political philosophy ; that it was justified by the necessities of their 
situation ; and that slaveholders were missionaries to the dark sons 
of Africa, toelevate and bless them. We are so far past the pas- 
sions of that early time that we can now study the progress of the 
struggle as a great and inevitable development, without sharing in 
the crimination and recrimination that attended it. If both sides 
could have seen that it was a contest beyond their control; if both 
parties could have realized the truth that “unsettled questions have 
no pity for the repose of nations,” much less for the fate of political 
parties, the bitterness, the sorrow, the tears, and the blood might have 
been avoided. But we walked in the darkness, our paths obscured by 
the smoke of the conflict, each following his own convictions threugh 
ever-increasing fierceness, until the debate culminated in “ the last 
argument to which kings resort.” 

This conflict of opinion was not merely one of sentimental feeling ; 
it involved our whole politieal system ; it gave rise to two radically 
different theories of the nature of our Government: the North be- 
lieving and holding that we were a nation, the South insisting that 
we were only a confederation of sovereign States, and insisting that 
each State had the right, at its own discretion, to break the Union, 
and constantly threatening secession where the full rights of slavery 
were not acknowledged. 

Thus the defense and aggrandizement of slavery and the hatred of 
abolitionism, became not only the central idea of the democratic party, 
but its master passion; a passion intensified and inflamed by twenty- 


| five years of fierce political contest, which had not only driven from 


its ranks all those who preferred freedom toslavery, but had absorbed 
all the extreme pro-slavery elements of the fallen whig party. Over 
against this was arrayed the republican party, asserting the broad 
doctrines of nationality and loyalty, insisting that no State had a 
right to secede, that secession was treason, and demanding that the 
institution of slavery should be restricted to the limits of the States 
where it already existed. But here and there, many bolder and more 
radical thinkers declared, with Wendell Phillips, that there never 
could be union and peace, freedom and prosperity, until we were will- 
ing to see John Hancock under a black skin. 

That we may see more clearly the opinions which were to be set- 
tled by war, I will read two passages from the Congressional Globe, 
not for the purpose of making a personal point against any man, but 
simply to show where honest men stood when that contest was ap- 
proaching its crisis. I read from a speech made on the 19th day of 
December, 1859, by the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. 


| SINGLETON, ] then and now a member of this House: 


It is not the occasion to award praise | 


common; and for a long time, neither was conscious of the fatal an- | 


tagonisms that were developing. 
For nearly two centuries there was no serious collision ; but when 
the continent began to fill up, and the people began to jostle against 


| 


The South will never submit to that state of things. It matters not what evils 
come upon us ; it matters not how deep we may have to wade through blood ; we 
are bound to keep our slaves in their present position. And let me ask you, what 
good would you bring to the slaves by this process of abolition? You may possi- 
bly have the object in view of benefiting the slave or benefiting the white race or 
both ; but suppose you could carry out your plans and eonfine us to our present 
area and suppose that the institution of slavery should abolish itself, what would 
you have done? You know it is impossible for us to live on terms of equality 
with them. It is not tobe supposed for a moment that we can do so. The result 
would be a war between the races, which would perhaps involve the utter anpi- 
hilation of one or the other; and thus you see th»tinstead of benefiting either you 
would have brought disaster upon both. 

But I tell you here, to-day, that the institution of slavery must be sustained. 
The South has made up its mind to keep the black race in bondage. If we are not 
permitted to do this insideof the Union, I tell you thatit will be done outside of it. 

res, sir, and we will expand this institution ; we do not intend to be contined within 
our present limits; and there are not men enough in all your borders to coerce three 
million armed men in the South, and prevent their going into the surrounding Ter- 
ritories. 

In the course of that debate, the same gentleman said: 


Iam one of those who have said, and here repeat it, if the black republican party 
elect a President I am for dissolving the Union. 


I have no doubt the gentleman fairly and faithfully represented 
the opinions of his State. Not long before the date of this speech, it 
will be remembered that two distinguished members of the republi- 
can party had uttered their opinions on this question. Mr. Lincoln 
had said, that it was impossible for a country to remain partly slave 
and partly free. And Mr. Seward had said, that there was an irre- 
pressible conflict between the systems of free and slave labor, which 
could never cease until one or the other was wholly overthrown. The 
republican party, however, disclaimed all right or purpose to interfere 
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with slavery in the States; yet they expressed the hope that the time 
would come when there should be no slave under our flag. 
to that particular opinion, the distinguished gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. LAMAR, } then a member of this House, on the 23d day of 
December, 1859, said this: 

I was upon the floor of the Senate when your great leader, William H. Seward, 


In response 
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announced that startling programme of anti-slavery sentiment and action. 
And, sir, in his exultation he exclaimed—for I heard hin: myself—that he hoped to 


see the day when there would not be the foot-print of a single slave upon this con- | 
And when he uttered this atrocious scntiment, his form seemed to dilate, | 


em thin face, furrowed by the lines of thought and evil passions, kindled with 
malignant triumph, and his eye glowed and glared upon southern Senators as 
though the fires of hell were burning in his heart. 

I have read this passage to mark the height to which the antago- 
nism had risen in 1859. And this passage enables us to measure the 
progress he has since made. 

I mark it here as one of the notable signs of the time, that the gulf 
which intervenes between the position then occupied by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi and the position he occupies to-day, is so deep, 
so vast, that it indicates a progress worthy of all praise. I congratu- 
lated him and the country that, in so short a time, so great a change 
has been possible. 

Now I ask the gentleman if he is quite sure, as a matter of fact, 
that the democratic party, its southern as well as its northern wing, 
have followed his own illustrious and worthy example in the vast 
progress he has made since 1859? He assures us that the transfor- 
mation has been so complete, that the nation can safely trust all the 
most precious fruits of the war in the hands of that party who stood 
with him in 1859. If that be true, I rejoice at it with all my heart; 
but the gentleman must pardon me if I ask him to assist my waver- 
ing faith by some evidence, some consoling proofs. When did the 
great transformation take place? Certainly not within two years 
after the delivery of the speech I have quoted; for two years from 
that time, the contest had risen much higher ; it had risen to the point 
of open, terrible, and determined war. Did the change come during 
the war? O, no; for in the four terrible years ending in 1865, every 
resource of courage and power that the Southern States could muster 
was employed not only tosave slavery but to destroy the Union. So 
the transformation had not occurred in 1865. When did itoocur? Aid 
our anxious inquiry, for the nation ought to be sure that the great 
change has occurred before it can safely trust its destinies to the dem- 
ocratic party. Did it occur in the first epoch of reconstruction—the 
two years immediately following the war? During that period the 
attempt was made to restore governments in the South on the basis 
of the white vote. Military control was held generally; but the 
white population of the Southern States were invited to elect their 
own legislatures and establish provisional governments. 

In the laws, covering a period of two and a half years, 1865, 1866, 


and a portion of 1867, enacted by those Legislatures, we ought to find | 


proof of the transformation if it had then occurred. 
find? What we should naturally expect: that a people, acenstomed 
to the domination of slavery, re-enacted in almost all of the Southern 
States, and notably in the States of Mississippi and Louisiana, laws 
limiting and restricting the liberty of the colored man; vagrant laws 
and peonage laws, whereby negroes were sold at auction for the pay- 
mentof a paltry tax or fine, and held in aslavery as real as the slavery 
of other days. I believe that this was true of nearly all of the South- 
ern States; so that the experiment of allowing the white popula- 
tion of the South to adjust that very question proved a frightful fail- 
ure; and then it was that the national Congress intervened. 
proposed an act of reconstruction, an act which became a law on the 
2d of March, 1867. 

And what was that act? Gentlemen of the South, you are too 
deeply schooled in philosophy to take any umbrage at what I shall 
now say, for lam dealing only with history. You must know, and 


certainly do know, that the great body of the nation which had carried | 


the war to triumph and success, knew that the eleven States that had 
opposed the Union, had plunged their people into crime; a crime set 
down in the law—a law signed by President Washington—at the very 
top of the catalogue of crimes: the crime of treason and all that fol- 
lows it. 
voluntarily took up arms against the Union could have been tried, 
convicted, and hanged, as a traitor to his country. But I call your at- 
tention to the fact that the conquering nation said, in this great work of 
reconstruction, ‘‘ We will do nothing for revenge, everything for per- 
manent peace ;” and you know there never was a trial for treason in 
this country during the whole of the struggle nor after it; no man 
was executed for treason ; no man was tried. There was no expatri- 
ation, no exile, no confiscation after the war. 


South “You may come back to your full place in the Union when you 
do these things: join with the other States in putting into the Con- 
stitution a provision that the national debt shall never be repudiated ; 
that your rebel war debt shall never be paid; and that all men, with- 
out regard to race or color, shall stand equal before the law; not in 
suffrage, but in civil rights; that these great guarantees of liberty and 
public faith shall be lifted above the reach of political parties, above 
the legislation of States, above the legislation of Congress, and shall be 
set in the serene firmament of the Constitution, to shine as lights for- 
ever and forever. And under that equal sky, under the light of that 
equal sun, all men, of whatever race or color, shall stand equal before 
the law.” 


What do we | 


They | 


You certainly know that, under that law,every man who | 


The only revenge | 
which the conquering nation gratified was this: In saying to the | 


That was the plan of reconstruction offered to those who had been 
in rebellion, offered by nus and brave nation; and I chalk 
the world to show an of equal generosity to a conquered people. 
What answer did it meet? By the advice of Andrew Johnson, a bad 
adviser, backed by the advice of the northern democracy, a still worse 
| adviser, ten of the eleven States lately in rebellion contemptuously 

rejected the plan of reconstruction embraced in the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution. They would have none of it; they had 
been invited by their northern allies to stand out, and were told that 
when the democracy came into power they should be permitted to 
come back to their places without guarantees or conditions. 

This brings us to 1868. Had the transformation occurred then? 
For remember, gentlemen, I am searching for the date of the great 
transformation similar to that which has taken place in the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. We do not find it in 1868. On the con- 
trary, in that year, we find Frank P. Blair, of Missouri, writing these 
words, which a few days after they were written, gave him the nom- 
ination for the Vice-Presidency on the democratic ticket. 
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There is but one way to restore government and the Constitution; and that is 
for the President-elect to declare all these acts— 


And the constitutional amendment with them— 


to declare all these acts null and void, compel the Army to undo its usurpations at 
the South, and disperse the carpet-bag State governments and allow the white peo- 
ple to re-organize their own governments and elect Senators and Representatives. 


Because he wrote that letter he was nominated for Vice-President 
by the democratic party. Therefore, as late as July, 1868, the trans- 
formation had not occurred. 

Had it occurred in 1872? In 1871 and 1872 all the amendments of 
the Constitution had been adopted, against the stubborn resistance 
of the northern and southern democracy. I call you to witness that, 
with the exception of three or four democratic Representatives who 
voted for the abolition of slavery, the three great amendments, the 
thirteenth, the fourteenth, and the fifteenth, met the determined and 
united opposition of the democracy of this country. Each of the 
amendments, now so praised by the gentleman, was adopted against 
the whole weight of your resistance. And two years after the adop- 
tion of the last »mendment, in many of your State platforms, they 
were declared to be null and void. 

In 1871 and 1272 oceurred throughout the South those dreadful 
scenes enacted by the ku-klux organization, of which I will say only 
| this, that a man facile princeps among the democrats of the slave- 
holding States, Reverdy Johnson, who was sent down to defend those 
who were indicted for their crimes, held up his hands in horror at the 
shocking barbarities that had been perpetrated by his clients upon 
negro citizens. L[refer to the evidence of that eminent man, as a suf- 
ficient proof of the character of that great conspiracy against the free- 
|} dom of the colored race. So the transformation had not come in the 
days of ku-klux of 1871 and 1872. 

Had it come in 1873 and the beginning of 1874? 
the State of Mississippi? Had it come in one-quarter of the States 
lately in rebellion? Here is a report from an honorable committee of 
this House, signed by two gentlemen who are still members, Mr. 
COénGER and Mr. HuRLBUT—a report made as late as December, 1874, 
in which there is disclosed, by innumerable witnesses, the proof that 
the white-line organization, an armed military organization formed 
within the democratic party, had leagued themselves together to pre- 
vent the enjoyment of suffrage and equal rights by the colored men 
of the South. Without detaining the House to read them now, I will 
quote two or three paragraphs from that report, dated December 14, 
1874, and printed House Document No. 265. 


Had it come in 


TUE “WHITE LINE.” 


This interior organization has not yet assumed definitely in the State of Missis- 
sippi such precise form and so distinct an existence as in the State of Louisiana, 
but is unquestionably an extension into Mississippi of the “ white league” organi- 
zation, whose headquarters are in New Orleans. in Warren County it is sometimes 
called the “ White Line,” and by that name is familiarly spoken of by the leading 
papers of Vicksburgh, as well as by some of the prominent witnesses before this 
committee. It is also known as “ people's clubs; ’’ but in all instances the forma- 
tion of the clubs or civil organization is accompanied by establishing within the 
clabs themselves a military organization, oflicered, equipped, and armed. 

Thus the clubs and the tax-payers’ league are open associations, apparently di 
rected toward objects in which all citizens might lawfully unite, but controlled 
from within by the military and partisan organizations whose purposes are special 
and unlawful 

The purposes of these clubs or white-line companies are these, as they are openly 
oar tly cherished 

1. They are first to make a census and enrollment of all the white men in the 
| State. 

2. To incorporate into the interior military organizations all the whites who will 
join with them. 

3. To set aside, by whatever means may be necessary, the election of colored men 
to oflice, and to nullify in practice the enabling and enforcement acts of Congress, 
granting and enforcing the right of all citizens, without distinction of color, to hold 
offices, if properly elected to them. 

4. To allow none but white men to be elected to office or to hold office. 











or seci 


And how was it about the same time and even later in other States? 
Here is a report upon Louisiana, the report from which the gentle- 
man quoted, a report that exhibits the same condition of affairs, 
signed by the gentleman who sits in front of me, [Mr. Hoar.] A\l- 
though by a minority of the committee, it is a report of great power 
and of indubitable truth. I quote from page 1s: 


The White. League is an organization which exists in New Orleans, and contains 
at least from twenty-tive hundred to three thousand members, afmed, drilled, and 
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officered as a military orgenization. Organizations bearing the same name extend 
throughout many parts of the State, 
. w * * * ° * 

On the 14th of September, 1874, it arose upon and attacked the police of the city, 
the pretext of the attack being the seizure of arms which it had imported from the 
North ; and having defeated them with considerable slaughter, it took possession 
of the State-house, overthrew the State government, and installed a new governor 


in office, and eae him in power until the United States interfered. This rising 
was planned beforehand. 


The White-League of New Orleans itself was and is a constantmenace to the re- 
publicans of the whole State. 
. . . . . * . 


We cannot doubt that the effect of all these things was to prevent a full, free, and 
fair election, and to intimidate the colored voters and the white republicans. 


So the transformation had not occurred in August, 1874. I come 
down now to 1875, to the late autumn of that year, and ask if the 
transformation had then oecurred. I will not detain the House by 
reading the testimony of the cloud of witnesses which gathers around 
me, but will print a few specimens of the proof, most of them relating 
to the recent State election in Mississippi. While I say, to the honor of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, that in his own State he spoke against 
the organization of the White Line, it is unquestionably true that he 
Was not supported by a like action on the part of the great mass of his 
political associates. With the permission of the House I will quote 
from a number of papers in his State, which say with the utmost 
boldness that though Colonel LaMaR spoke against the White Line, 
and though the State convention ignored it, yet back of the conven- 
tion, and back of the gentleman himself, the White Line was formed 
and carried the election, and intends in the same way to carry the 
next. 

The following quotations need no comment : 


{From the Columbus (Mississippi) Index, August, 1875.] 


Already do we see signs in our State of the good effects of the color line. Prior 
to its organization there was no harmony or unity of action among the whites. The 
negroes had perfected their race in organizations and were able to control the pol 
ities of the Siate. The whites, after having attempted every scheme to secure an 
intelligent government and a co-operation of the negroes in this behalf, wisely gave 
it up and determined to organize themselves as a race and meet the issue that had 
presented itself for ten years 

Now we recognize the fact that the State is most thoroughly aroused, more har- 
monious in its actions, and more determined to succeed in the coming election than 
it bas been since the days of secession. 

* e * . * . * 

So the grand result of the color line has been accomplished in organizing the 
white people of the State and placing them in a position to control the coming 
election. No other policy could have effected the result. 


[From the Shubuta Times. ] 
Call it what you please. Some call it the color line. It looks to as like the white 
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line. It shall be seen who in this emergency can choose to stand with the negroes | 


as against the whites. Mark them. 


{From the Handsborough Democrat. | 
We are in favor of the color line as a principle, a necessity, anda policy. 


{From the Meridian Mercury.) 


Rally on the color line, boys, beyond the platform, every man to his color and col- 
ors, and make these negro pretenders to govern this great country to come down, 


else put ‘em down. What do the young men say to the old men’s battle-cry in this | 


political campaign, “ Step across the platform, bors, and go for ‘em !" 
{From the Forest Register.]} 
The body of the democratic party will carry their colors of the White Line over 
the State. Some of the auxiliaries in a scout or bushwhacking maneuver may use 


a mild conservative face over the flag, but still it will rest on a white journal. To 


the radicals we say just superintend your structure ; we will raise our own flag and 
colors, 


The Vicksburgh Herald, speaking of the State democratic conven- 
tion of August 9, 1875, says: 

The color line was by common consent ignored, It was only mentioned incident- 
ally, and it was not “killed off” either by the speech of Colonel LAMAk or by a vote 
of the convention, The representatives of the people expressed no opiuion on the 
subject, The convention left each county to manage its own affair in its own way, 


Speaking of the State democratic platform of August 9, 1875, the 
Columbus Index says: 


We stand on the color line, because it is tacitly indorsed by the platform, and 


because we believe it to be the only means of 1edeeming this and other countics 
from negro rule. 





Again, from the same paper: 


The necessities of the State of Mississippi recall this injunction and give em- 
phasis to the parallel—put none but democrats in office. 

We have gained a great yietory—Bull Run or Chickamauga. Let us follow it 
up to the securing of results 

The white people must be welded into one compact organization. All differences 
of opinion, all personal aspirations, must be settled within our own organization, 
and from its decision there must be no appeal. Otherwise each recurring election 
produces its disorders. 

{from the Meridian Mercury.] 


Our correspondent at Running Water Mills makes his points well. His positions 
cannot successfully be contradicted. The miserable bunglers who have put the 
negro in the Constitution have certainly written themselves down asses all. When 
we accept “results of the war" we do not accept the notion of statesmen, but the 


blunders of unreasoning malice and stupidity, and of course we continue to accept 
it only so long as we are compelled to. 


{From the Jackson Clarion. } 


Appeal after appeal has been made in vain to the colored people. ¢No more ap- 
peals will be made to them 


{From the Alabama Examiner. ] 


The present contest is rather a revolution than a political campaign ; it is the re- 
bellion, if you see fit to apply that term. 





AvcGust 4, 


(From the Forest Register.) 


In this connection we will state that the white men who ally themselves with 
negroes in this conflict need not expect any better fate than they ; fact is, they wil] 
be the first to suffer, if the Caucasian can find them at all when trouble comes, 


In July, 1875, the Raymond Gazette, whose editor is now a member 
of the Legislature, and which is published only eight miles from 
Clinton, where the bloody riot of last September occurred, made this 
startling demand : 


There are those who think that the leaders of the radical party have carried this 
system of fraud and falsehood just far enough in Hinds County, and that the time 
has come when it should be stopped—peaceably if possible, forcibly if necessary. 
And to this end it is proposed that whenever a radical pow-wow is to be held, the 
nearest anti-radical club appoint a committee of ten discreet, intelligent, and r pu 
table citizens, fully identified with the interests of the neighborhood and wel] 
known as men of veracity, to attend as representatives of the tax-payers of the 
neighborhood and the county, and true friends of the negroes assembled, and that 
whenever the radical speakers proceed to mislead the negroes and open with false. 
hoods and deceptions and misrepresentations, the committee stop them right then 
and there, and compel them to tell trath or quit the stand. 


The Clinton riot was the direct outgrowth of this demand. What 
follows? The same paper, of date July 26, 1876, shows that this 
vicious policy has been renewed in Hinds County, as follows: 

DEMOCRATIC CENSORS. 

The county executive committee of the democrats and conservatives of Hinds 
County held a meeting at Raymond the other day, at which, on motion, it was or. 
dered that each club in the county a a special committee whose business it 
shall be to attend ony and every radical meeting held in its vicinity, and that 
each of said committees shall report to its own club and to this executive commit 
tee the action, attendance, and general tone and temper of said meeting. 

A SYSTEM OF COERCION. 

A very general system of coercion was adopted throughout the South by dem 

ocratic clubs and associations agreeing not to employ negroes who voted the re 


publican ticket, not to lease them lands, nor to furnish them with or allow them to 
obtain for themselves any means of subsistence. 


The proofs of this are overwhelming. I read from the Chickasaw 
Messenger a communication from Buena Vista, Mississippi : 

BUENA VIsTA, Mississippi, January 1, 1876. 

EprTtorn MESSENGER: The following list comprises the freedmen that have been 
reported by the members of the Buena Vista democratic conservative club as the 
one-third that would be refused to recontract for the year 1876. You are requested 
by the club to publish their pumes in the Messenger. 

Respectfully, yours, 
C. A. M. PULLIMAN, 
Secretary Buena Vista Democratic Conservative Club. 

“Fred. Crow, Frank Williams, Dary Holliman, John Doss, Wade Pulliam, Calvin 
Gladney, Joe Moore, Henry Johnson, Anderson Williams, Ed. Bramlett, John Pul- 
liam, Ben Valliant, Gay Brand, Wash Chandler, Jake Walker, Henry Woodard, 
Lawson Pulliam, W. Huddlestone, Martin Pulliam, Ed. Kyle, Calvin Gray, John 
Buchanan, Dan. Pands, Albert Conor, Ed. Nathan, Jim Pulliam, Simon Baskin, 
Bill Pulliam, George Gates, J. Featherston, Shadi Love, Hilliard Fields. 

‘We are not familiar with the names of all the leading darkies in Buena Vista, 
but it occurs to us that many of them do not appear upon the list sent to us. We 
may not understand aright the action of the Buena Vista club, but our impression 
was that one-third of the laborers were to be discharged, and that one-third should 
include such turbulent, vicious rascals as Fred McIntosh, Prince Huddlestone, and 
others who once held high carnival in that section. Let us have no ‘ whipping the 
devil around the stump,’ friends, but let us carry our pledges both in spirit and 
letter.” 

Ilouston, January, 1876. 

Pursuant to a call of the president, the club met at the court-house at eleven 
o'clock a. m., W. 8. Bates presiding. 

On motion of Captain Frank Burkitt, the following resolutions were read : 

1. That we solemnly declare our purpose to stand to and abide by our pledges 


| made during the canvass, and that we will hold in utter detestation any man claim 


ing to be a conservative democrat who by any equivocation shall in the least violate 
the sacred promises made by us previous to the election, cither as a club or as in- 
dividuals. 

2. That at no time and under no circumstances will we eriploy those who are re 
garded as leaders in the radical party. 

3. That we will not employ any laborer who has been discharged by any member 
of our club because of his past political course. 

4. That the members of this club are requested to send into the secretary the 
names of all persons turned off by them under the above resolutions and that the 
executive committee of the county is requested to publish their names. 

5. That every other club in the county is requested to take like action. 

6. That our papers are requested to publish these resolutions and the names of 
persons sent to them by the executive committee. 

7. That colored men are invited to join this club. 

8. That this clab meet the first Saturday in each month. 

; J. B. GLADNEY, Secretary. 
{From the Okolona (Mississippi) States, November 18, 1875.] 


The radical party of Mississippi contend that intimidation won the white-line vic 
tory. It is not the first time, neither will it be the last time in which intimidation 
has been successfully used. The white men have been intimidated in times past, and 
we wonder which has the best of the bargain. We are so situated that we are obliged 
to fight the devil with fire. Let the white men not be afraid to intimidate evil- 
doers. Intimidation is legitimate, perfectly legitimate. 


Ex-Governor Benjamin G. Humpries, of Mississippi, made a speech 
at a reunion of the Thirteenth Mississippi Confederate Infantry, at 
Meridian, on the 22d of November, 1875, in which he said : 


We have surrendered nore of our convictions and still claim the right of vindication. 
In looking back at our past actionsand motives, and the wrongs we have suffered 
and are still suffering, we confess that we have no regrets for the choice we made 
between the “ higher-law” license of majorities in the Union and the sacred seca- 
rity of self-government in the States, between the Federal: and confederate gov- 
ernments. We are not conscious of a solitary dereliction of duty, either as citizens 
or soldiers, and feel that truth, reason, and religion exculpate us from wrong-doing. 
We know we were right, and though crushed to earth we should ever remember, 
and teach our children to remember, our cause was just! We are still proud of the 
cause and glory in the fight we made 


After the election, the Meridian Mcreury of November 20, 1875, says : 


We have to contend with the blunder of the fifteenth amendment while it stands 
as best we can. Ridiculous appeals to the reason and judgment of the negro have 
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been the cause of incaleulable injury in the inflation of his vanity and making him | 


believe he was of real consequence asa governing element in the body-politic. Now 
that the negro in this State is down and his personal self-conceit well knocked out 
of him, itis probably a fit time for the white people to impress upon him that the 
white people will in future control the politics of this State, and that he should 
keep himself in his proper sphere and leave to the intelligent white man the ex 
clusive use of statecraft for the best interest of both races. Impress him continu- 
ally with the idea of his unfitness for the ballot and his proper place on election 
day away from the polls. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move that his time be extended. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that another hour may be given him. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be the effect of an indefinite exten- 
sion, to which the Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I could fill many columns of our REcoRD with 
evidences like those above quoted from the gentleman’s own State. 
In the light of this testimony, is it possible for us to believe that the 
transformation had occurred in the gentleman’s own State in the 
election of that Legislature that made him a Senator? 

If the testimony of the democratic press of Mississippi is to be 
credited, the late election in the State of Mississippi was tainted with 
fraud and managed by intimidation unparalleled by anything in our 
recent political history. Let the gentleman explain this striking fact: 
There are many thousand more colored than white voters in Missis- 
sippi. In the election of 1873 the republican party had 22,976 major- 
ity; in the election last autumn the democratic party had 30,922. 
How came this change of more than 53,000, in the short space of two 
years, if there was a free and uncoerced vote of the electors of that 
State ? 

The President of the United States has sent to the Senate a letter 
addressed by him to Governor Chamberlain, under date of July 26, 
1876, from which I read a few words of high official authority, bear- 
ing upon the point I am now discussing. He says: 

The scene at Hamburgh, as cruel, bloodthirsty, wanton, unprovoked, and as un- 
called for as it was, isonly a repetition of the course that has been pursued in other 
southern States within the last few years, notably in Mississippi and Louisiana. 
Mississippi is governed to-day by officials chosen through fraud and violence such 
as would scarcely be accredited to savages, much less to a civilized and Christian 
people. How long these things are to continue or what is to be the final remedy 
the Great Ruler of the universe only knows; but I have an abiding faith that the 


fully. 


South. Nothing is claimed for one State that is not freely accorded to all others, 


unless it may be the right to kill negroes and republicans without fear of punish- | 


ment and without loss of caste or reputation. 
claimed by a few States. 

But it is aside from my purpose to go into the question of the valid- 
ity of the late election in Mississippi. That subject is being investi- 
gated by a committee of the Senate, and I shall be surprised, if from 
the evidence they have taken, they do not concur in the opinion I 
have expressed. I desire gentlemen to remember that the great 
question I am discussing is, had the great transformation taken place 
among the gentleman’s constituents in the late autumn of 1875? 

The answer of his own people is overwhelmingly in the negative. 

I now ask, had the transformation occurred in the winter and 
spring of the present year? 

IT hold in my hand the report of an address of Rev. Taylor Martin, 
of Charlotte, North Carolina, the town to which Congress lately gave 
a mint building, to be used for school purposes. 
made on Decoration Day, May 5, 1876. I quote: 

The South is to-day ruled over by the miserable thrall of Yankeedom ; but they 


cannot muzzle our chivalry and patriotic devotion to the “lost cause.” We have 
fought for our rights, but in God's dispensation we are vanquished, but not cowed 


The address was 


will ever be bankrupt. They speak of our caus> as the “lost cause.” If so, shall 
it be lost forever? No! anew generation has sprung up, and at a not far distant 
day there will be “stars and bars” floating proudly over our sunny South. In the 


who will build up our interests and hurl the Yankee pickpockets from our midst. 
We are to-day united to the puritanical host by an artificial tie; but we are a dis- 
tinct people, and God angthe right will enable us to show to the world the truth 
and the equity of our clfims. Our statesmen now in Congress are the cream of 


that body, and are the only element that reflects credit on the United States. Is | 


it not better to hang on to the “lost cause” than to stay in a government of cor- 
ruption ¢ 

Mr. YEATES. With the consent of the gentleman from Ohio, I 
want to state that I have seen under the signature of the gentleman 
from whom he has just quoted a statement denying in toto every 
word of what has just been read; and a number of gentlemen who 


heard the speech certify that the quotation is false in every particular. | 


Mr. GARFIELD. If that be the fact I will cheerfully strike the 
extract from my speech. I never before heard its authenticity denied. 
Mr. YEATES. There is no doubt of the correctness of my state- 
ment. 


Mr. GARFIELD. 


Let the extract and the denial stand together. 
But, sir, I will quote a recent utterance of public opinion, the authen- 
ticity of which I am quite sure no gentleman will deny. They will 
neither deny the ability nor the prominence of Robert Toombs of 


Georgia, formerly a Senator and a Secretary of the Treasury. On the 
25th of January, 1376, he addressed the Legislature of Georgia by in- 


vitation; and the following extract from that speech will show how | 


far the transformation has taken place in him and in his followers: 


We got a good many honest fellows into the first Legislature, but I will tell you | 
The newspapers won't tell it | 


I will tell you the truth. 


how we get them there. 
We got them there by carrying the black vote, by intimidation and bribery, 


to you. 


| erly 


| cursed be he! 





| prairie on fire. 
| whit 


This has seemed to bea privilege | 


| the Administration? 
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and I helped to doit! I would have scorned the people if they had not done it! 
And I will buy them as long as they put beasts to go to the ballot-box! No man 
should be given the elective franchise who has not the intelligence to use it prop 
rhe rogue should not have it, for government is made to punish him ; the fool 
should not have it, for government is made to take care of him! Now, these miser 
able wretches—the Yankees— have injected tive millions of savages into the stom- 
ach of our body-politic, and the man who says he accepts negro suffrage, I say, ac 
I will accept everything; I will accept Grant and empire before I 

will accept such a democrat! The poor, ignorant negro—talk of him governing 
you and me! It takes the highest order of intellect to govern the people, and these 
poor wretches talk of governing us! Why, they can’t perpetuate their own negro 
power. In the countries where they were in the majority they did not preserve 
their power and perpetuate their rule. My remedy 7 us to break that up. We 
carried them with us by bribery and intimidation. I advised itand paid my money 
for it! You all know it, but won't say it. But I will say it, for I fear no man, and 
am prepared to render an account to none but the Great Judge, before whom I 
must appear in a few years, for my enemies have thought my services to my coun 
try so great that they have done me the honor to exclude me from again serving 
my people. I contest that honor with our chief, Mr. Davis 
he is, and he is no better than Lam 
I thank them for it! 
thank them for that. 


Lam just as good as 
I demand that they shall place me beside him. 
It is very few things that I have to thank them for, but I do 


In view of the testimony I have offered, we must wait for an an- 
swer te the question, when and where did the transformation occur? 
It occurred long ago in the philosophical and patriotic heart and mind 
of the gentleman from Mississippi; but has it occurred in the ma- 
jority of the eleven millions who joined with him to destroy the 
Union, to perpetuate slavery, to defend the cause that is now “lost?” 

Had it occurred last week in the town of Meridian, in the gentle- 
man’s own State. I quote from the Meridian Mercury of July 29, 
1876: 


We heard LamMar's Scooba speech, and while his truth to his beloved South, per- 
haps, tlamed out a little more than common we remarked nothing inconsistent with 
his other speeches we had heard or read of. The morning of his arrival here the 
Mercury contained a sharp fling at him about the Sumner oration, and that night 
at the court-house he ventured to chastise us sharply for it in the house of our 
friends and was boisterously applauded. We consoled onrself that the applause 
might have been more in comelinent to the excellence of the oratory than in satis 
faction at our castigation. We had our revenge, though, in taking which we in 
augurated the policy of the canvass in spite of him which carried the State like a 
He, and others who wanted to dress up ina nice starched and ironed 
shirt that would shame the bloody shirt, established a laundry at Jackson on 
the 4th of August, and a great many patronized it and came out in snowy white 
fronts to present themselves creditably before the northern public sentiment. In 


| their party pow-wow of that day, disregarding the deep under-current of public 
remedy will come, and come speedily, and I earnestly hope that it will come peace- | 


There has never been a desire on the part of the North to humiliate the | 


opinion, they declared by formal resolation against the white-line policy. 

The Mercury had sounded the depths of that under-current, and we knew it 
would not do. In heart we felt with the platform, but our judgment assured us 
that the canvass must be lost on it, and that to practice it were a fatal error, We 
denounced the platform upon the instant, and took what care we could that La 
MAR'S speeches upon his national reputation should not ruin our canvass. We 
called upon the pm to “step across the platform” which denamed it, and form 
the White Line beyond it. The summons was music to their ears, and the uncon- 
quered and unconquerable Saxon race of Mississippi rallied to the slogan 


* * * * . * * 


We have got the State; we know how we got it; we know how to keepit; and we 
are going to keep it without regard to race numerical majority. 


* 


Mr. Chairman, after the facts I have cited, am I not warranted in 
raising a grave doubt whether the transformation occurred at all 
except in a few patriotic and philosophic ninds? The light gleams 
first on the mountain peaks; but shadows and darkness iinger in the 
vailey. It is in the valley masses of those lately in rebellion that the 
lizht of this beautiful philosophy, which I honor, has not penetrated. 


Is it safer to withhold from them the custody and supreme control of 


the precious treasures of the Republic until the midday sun of liberty, 
justice, and equal laws, shall shine upon them with unclouded ray? 
In view of all the facts, considering the centuries of influence that 


| brought on the great struggle, is it not reasonable to suppose that it 


; ey vena oe Oe | will require yet more time to effect the great transformatiom 
Slavery was a divine institution, and we must have that institution or the South | : 


Did 
not the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GEORGE F. 
Hoar] sum up the case fairly and truthfully when he said of the South, 


+ ' a i, | in his Louisiana report of 1874: 
next political campaign we must, even if in the minority, support a southern man | 


They submitted to the national authority not because they would, but because 
they must. They abandoned the doctrine of State sovereignty, which they had 
claimed made their duty to their States paramount to that due to the nation in 
case of conflict, not because they would, but because they must. They submitted 
to the constitutional amendments which rendered their former slaves their equals 
in all political rights, not because they would, but because they must. The pas- 
sions which led to the war, the passions which the war excited, were left untamed 
and unchecked, except so far as their exhibition was restrained by the arm of power. 


The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] says there is no pos- 
sibility that the South will again control national affairs, if the de- 
mocracy be placed again in power. How is this? We are told that 
the South will vote as a unit for Tilden and Hendricks. Suppose 
those gentlemen also carry New York and Indiana. Does the gentle- 
man believe that a northern minority of the democracy will control 
Impossible! But if they did, would it better 
the case ? 

Let me put the question in another form. Suppose, gentlemen of 
the South, you had won the victory in the war; that you had cap- 
tured Washington, and Gettysburg, and Philadelphia, and New York; 
and we of the North, defeated and conquered, had lain prostrate at your 
feet. Do you believe that by this time you would be ready and will- 
ing to intrustto us—our Garrisons, our Phillipses, ond our Wades, and 
the great array of those who were the leaders of our thought—to 
intrust us the fruits of your victory, the enforcement of your doc- 
trines of State sovereignty and the work of extending the domain of 
slavery? Do youthink so? Andif not, will you not pardon us when 
we tell you that we are not quite ready to trust the precious results 
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of the nation’s victory in your hands? Let it be constantly borne in 
mind that I am not debating a question of equal rights and privi 
leges within the Union, but whether those who so lately sought to 
destroy it ought to be chosen to control its destiny for the next four 
years. 
” [ hope my public life has given proof that I do not cherish a spirit 
of malice or bitterness toward the South. Perhaps they will say I 
have no right to advise them; but at the risk of being considered im- 
pertinent I will express my conviction that the bane of the southern 
people, for the last twenty-five years, has been that they have trusted 
the advice of the democratic party. The very remedy which the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] offers for the ills of his people, 
has been and still is their bane. The democratic party has been the 
evil genius of the South in all these years. They yielded their own 
consciences to you on theslavery question, and led you to believe that 
the North would always yield. They made you believe that we would 
not fight to save the Union. They made you believe that if we ever 
dared to cross she Potomac or the Ohio to put down your rebellion 
we could only do so across the dead bodies of many hundred thonu- 
sands of northern democrats. They made you believe that the war 
would begin in the streets of our northern cities; that we were a com- 
munity of shop-keepers, of sordid money-getters, and would not stand 
against your fiery chivalry. You thought us cold, slow, lethargic ; 
and in some respects we are. There are some differences between us 
that spring from origin and influences of climate—differences not un- 
like the description of the poet, that— 

Bright and fierce and fickle is the South ; 

And dark and true and tender is the North, 
differences that kept us frem a good understanding 

You thought that our coldness, our slowness, indicated a lack of 
spirit and of patriotism, and you were encouraged in that belief by 
most of the northern democracy; but not by all. They warned you 
at Charleston in 1860, 

And when the great hour struck, there were many noble democrats 
in the North, who lifted the flag of the Union far above the flag of 
party; but there was a residuum of democracy, called in the slang of 
the time “copperheads,” who were your evil genius from the begin- 
ning of the war till its close, and ever since. Some of them sat in 
these seats, and never rejoiced when we won a victory, and never 
grieved when we lost one. They were the men who sent their Val- 
landighamse to give counsel and encouragement to your rebellion and 
to buoy you up with false hope, that at last you would conquer by the 
aid of their treachery. I honor you, gentlemen of the South, ten 
thousand times more than I honor such democrats of the North. 

I said they were your evil genius. Why, in 1864, when we were 
almost at the culminating point of the war, their Vallandighams and 
Tildens (and both of these men were on the committee of resolutions) 
uttered the declaration, as the voice of the democracy, that the ex- 
periment of war to preserve the Union was a failure and that hostil- 
ities should cease. They asked us to sound the recall on our bugles, 
to call our conquering armies back from the contest, and trust to 
their machinations to save their party at the expense of a broken and 
ruined country. Brave soldiers of the lost cause, did you not, even in 
that hour of peril, in your heart of hearts loathe them with supremest 
scorn? But for their treachery at Chicago, the war might have ended 
anda hundred thousand precious lives been saved. But yourevil genius 
pursued you, and the war went on. And later, when you would have 
accepted the constitutional amendment and restoration without uni- 
versal suffrage, the same evil genius held you back. In 1568 it still 
deceived you. In 1872 it led you into 





A gulf profound as that Serbonian bog 
Betwixt Damiata and Mount Casius old, 
Where armies whole have sunk. 


Let not the eloquence of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. La- 
MAR] lure you again to its brink. 

Mr. Chairman, it is now time to inquire as to the fitness of this 
democratic party to take control of our great nation and its vast and 
important interests for the next four years. 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] what has the democratic 
party done to merit that great trust? He tried to show in what re- 
spects it would not be dangerous. I ask him to show in what it 
would be safe. I aflirm, and I believe I do not misrepresent the great 
democratic party, that in the last sixteen years they have not advanced 
one great national idea that is not to-day exploded and as dead as 
Julius Cesar. 
national doctrine his party has advanced, within that time, that is 
now alive and believed in, I will yield to hear him. [A pause.] In 
default of an answer, I will attempt to prove my negative. 

What were the great central doctrines of the democratic party in the 
presidential struggle of 1860? The followers of Breckinridge said 
slavery had a right to go wherever the Constitution goes. Do you be- 
lieve that to-day? Is there a man on this continent that holds that 
doctrine to-day? Not one. That doctrine is dead and buried. The 
other wing of the democracy held that slavery might be established 
in the Territories if the people wanted it. Does anybody hold that 
doctrine to-day? Dead, absolutely dead! 

Come down to 1864. Your party, under the lead of Tilden and Val- 
landigham, declared the experiment of war to save the Union was a 
failure. Do you believe that doctrine to-day? That doctrine was 
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four hours with such astate of things as we have here. 
| 


I put the question to | 


And if any democrat here will rise and name a great | 
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shot to death by the guns of Farragut at Mobile, and driven,in a 
| tempest of fire, from the valley of the Shenandoah, by Sheridan Jess 
than a month after its birth at Chicago. 

Come down to 1868. You declared the constitutional amendment 
revolutionary‘and void. Does any man on this floor say so to-day? 
If so, let him rise and declare it. 7 

Do you believe in the doctrine of the Broadhead letter of 1868, that 
the so-called constitutional amendments should be disregarded? No; 
the gentleman from Mississippi accepts the results of the war! The 
democratic doctrine of 1868 is dead! 

I walk across that democratic camping-ground as in a grave-yard. 
Under my feet resound the hollow echoes of the dead. There lies 
slavery, a black marble column at the head of its grave, on which J 
read: Died in the flames of the civil war; loved in its life; lamented 
in its death; followed to its bier by its only mourner, the democratic 
party, but dead! And here is a double grave: Sacred to the memory 
of squatter sovereignty. Died in the campaign of 1860. On the re- 
verse side: Sacred to the memory of Dred Scott and the Breckinridge 
doctrine. Both dead at the hands of Abraham Lincoln! And here a 
monument of brimstone: Sacred to the memory of the rebellion; the 
war against it is a failure; Tilden et Vallandigham fecerunt, A.D. 1864. 
Dead on the field of battle ; shot todeath by the million guns of the 
Republic. The doctrine of secession; of State sovereignty. Dead. 
Expired in the tlames of civil war, amid the blazing rafters of the 
confederacy, except that the modern Aineas, fleeing out of the flames 
of that ruin, bears on his back another Anchises of State sovereignty, 
and brings it here in the person of the honorable gentleman from the 
Appomattox district of Virginia, [Mr. Tuckrer.] [Laughter.] All 
else is dead. 

Now, gentlemen, are you sad, are you sorry for these deaths? Are 
you not glad that secession is dead? that slavery is dead? that 
squatter sovereignty is dead? that the doctrine of the failure of the 
war isdead? Then you are glad that you were outvoted in 1860, in 
1864, in 1868, and in 1872. If you have tears to shed over these losses, 
shed them in the grave-yard, but not in this House of living men. 
I know that many a southern man rejoices that these issues are dead. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LaMar] has clothed his joy 
with eloquence. 

Now, gentlemen, if you yourselves are glad that you have suffered 
defeat during the last sixteen years, will you not be equally glad 
when you suffer defeat next November? [Langhter.] But pardon 
that remark ; I regret it; I would use no bravado. 

Now, gentlemen, come with me for a moment into the camp of the 
republican party and review its career. Our central doctrine in 1su0 
was that slavery should never extend itself over another foot of 
American soil. Is that doctrine dead? It is folded away like a vic- 
torious banner; its truth is alive forevermore on this continent. In 
1264 we declared that we would put down the rebellion and seces- 
sion. And that doctrine lives and will live when the second Centen- 
nial has arrived! Freedom, national, universal, and perpetual—our 
great constitutional amendments, are they alive ordead? Alive, thank 
the God that shields both liberty and Union. And ournational credit, 
saved from the assaults of Pendleton; saved from the assaults of 
| those who struck it later, rising higher and higher at home and 
abroad; and only now in doubt lest its chief, its only enemy, the 
democracy should triumph in November. 

Mr. Chairman, ought the republican party to surrender its trun- 
cheon of command to the democracy? The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi says, if this were England, the ministry would go out in twenty- 
Ah, yes! that 
is an ordinary case of change of administration. But if this were 
England, what would she have done at the endof the war? England 
made one such mistake as the gentleman asks this country to make, 
when she threw away the achievements of the grandest man that 
ever trod her highway of power. Oliver Cromwell had overturned 
the throne of dcspotic power and had lifted his country to a place of 
masterful greatness among the nations of the @rth; and when, after 
his death, his great scepter was transferred to a weak though not un- 
lineal hand, his country, in a moment of reactionary blindness, brought 
back the Stuarts. England did not recover from that folly until, in 
1689, the Prince of Orange drove from her island the last of that weak 
and wicked line. Did she afterward repeat the blunder ? 

For more than fifty years, pretenders were seeking the throne; and 
the wars on her coast, in Scotland and in Ireland, threatened the over- 
| throw of the new dynasty and the disruption of theempire. But the 

solid phlegm, the magnificent pluck, the roundabout common sense 
of Englishmen steadied the throne till the canse of the Stuarts was 
dead. They did not change as soon as the battle was over, and let 
the Stuarts come back to power. 

And how was it in our own country, when our fathers had tri- 
umphed in the war of the Revolution? When the victory was won, 
did they open their arms to the loyalists, as they called themselves, 
or tories, as our fathers called them? Did they invite them back? 
Not one. They confiscated their lands. The States passed decrees 
that no tory should live on our soil. And when they were too poor 
to take themselves away, our fathers, burdened as the young nation 
was with debt, raised the money to transport the tories beyond seas 
or across the Canada border. They went to England, to France, 


| toNova Scotia, to New Brunswick, and especially to Halifax; and that 
| town was such a resort for them, that it became the swear-word 
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of our bovhood. “Go to Halifax” was a substitute for a more im- 
pious, but not more opprobrious expression. The presence of tories 
made it opprobrious. 

Now I do not refer to this as an example which we ought to follow. 
O. no. We live in a milder era, in an age softened by the more ge- 
nial influence of Christian civilization. Witness the sixty-one men | 
who fought against us in the late war, and who are now sitting in | 
this and the other Chamber of Congress. Every one of them is here | 
because a magnanimous nation freely voted that they might come; | 
and they are welcome. Only please do not say that you are just now | 
especially fitted torule the Republic, and to be the apostles of liberty 
and of blessings to the colored race. 

Gentlemen, the North has been asked, these many years, to regard 
the sensibilities of the South. We have been told that you were | 
brave and sensitive men, and that we ought not to throw fire-brands 
among you. Most of our people have treated you with justice and 
magnanimity. In some things we have given you just cause for com- 


ties to be regarded. The ideas which they cherished and for which 
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plaint; but I want to remind you that the North also has sensibili- 
| 

| 


they fought, triumphed in the highest court, the court of last resort, 
the field of battle. Our people intend to abide by that verdict and | 
to enforce the mandate. They rejoice at every evidence of acquies- | 
cence. They look forward to the day when the distinctions of North 
and South shall have melted away in the grander sentiment of nation- 
ality. 
great work in your hands. In the hands of some of you they would 
be safe, perfectly safe; but to the hands of the united South, joined 
with the most reactionary elements of the northern democracy, our 
people will not yet surrender the Government. 

I am aware that there is a general disposition “to let hy-gones be 
by-gones,” and to judge of parties and of men, not by what they have 
been, but by what they are and what they propose. 

That view is partly just and partly erroneous. It is just and wise to 
bury resentments and animosities. It is erroneous in this, that par- 
ties have an organic life and spirit of their own—an individuality and 
character which outlive the men who compose them; and the spirit 
and traditions of a party should be considered in determining their 
fitness for managing the affairs of a nation. For this purpose I have 
reviewed the history of the democratic party. 

I have no disposit‘on nor would it be just to shield the republican 
party from fair and searching criticism. It has been called to meet 
questions novel and most diflicult. It has made many mistakes. It 
has stumbled and blundered; has bad some bad men in it; has suf- 
fered from the corruptions incident to the period following a great 
war; and it has suffered rebuke and partial defeat in consequence. 
But has it been singular and alone in these respects? With all its 
faults, I fearlessly challenge gentlemen to compare it with any party 
known to our politics. Has the gentleman shown that the demo- 
cratic party is its superior either in virtue or intelligence? Gen- 
tlemen, the country has been testing your qualities during the last 
eight months. The people gave you a probatiouary trial by putting 
you in control of this House. When you came here, in December last, 
the same distinguished gentleman to whom I am replying, addressed 
you on the everMng of your first caucus in these words: 


There has been for some time in the public mind a conviction profound and all- 
pervading that the civil service of the country has not been directed from consid- 
erations of public good, but from those of party profit, and for corrupt, selfish, and 
unpatriotic designs. The people demand at our hands a sweeping and thorough re- 
form, which shall be conducted in a spirit that will secure the appointment to 
places of trust and responsibility of the honest, the experienced, and the capable. 

That is sound doctrine; and I have advocated here and elsewhere 
and during the last eight years. I remind him that the pernicious doc- 
trine that * to the victors belong the spoils,” is of democrztic origin; 
that nearly half a century of democratic tradition and practice has 
fastened upon the country. We found it, and have been cursed by it 
ever since; and though some efforts have been made to reform it, the 
good work is hardly begun. When, therefore, the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. LAMAR,] as chairman of the democratic caucus, at 
the opening of the session, announced the doctrine I have quoted, we 
had reason to hope that a new era of civil service had dawned upon 
the Capitol. But what performance has followed his high-sounding 
proclamation? No sooner did this reforming party take possession 
of this House, than it began the most wholesale, sweeping changes of 
officials from the highest to the humblest employés of the House, that 
has been known in our history. Many of these officers had come to 
us from our democratic predecessors; but they were almost all dis- 
missed to give place to hungry partisans. Sixty-seven Union soldiers, 
who were faithfully doing their duties here, were turned ont, and 
among those who filled their places were forty-seven rebel soldiers. 

Mr. WILLIS. May I inquire of the gentleman how many Union 
soldiers were put in office ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not know the precise number. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will institute a comparison he will 


find that it is decidedly favorable to the democratic party so far as | 


patriotism and favoritism to Union soldiers is concerned. 
Mr. GARFIELD. The facts do not bear the gentleman ont in his 


Statement. This is the practice which followed your professions of 
civil-service reform. 


Mr.HOLMAN. Asa matter of justice and fair play the gentleman | 


But they do not think it is yet safe to place the control of this | 
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disabled soldiers who are republicans are still holding offices in this 
House. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the gentleman from Indiana interrupt- 
ing the gentleman from Ohio. Let the gentlemen opposite give our 


| Side an opportunity to be heard for once 


Mr.GARFIELD. Iam almost through and will soon yield the floor. 

In answer to the gentleman from Indiana, I understand that a con- 
siderable number of democratic Union soldiers were appointed; but 
I was discussing civil-service reform and the declaration of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. LaMar] that appointments to office 
should not be used as party rewards, 

I desire to glance for a uoment now at the career of this House and 
at what they have done and omitted todo. Passing by their treat- 
ment of contested-election cases, their appointment of oflicers, em- 
ployés, and committee-clerks who have retlected no eredit upon the 
House, I desire to ask what valuable work of general legislation has 
this House accomplished ? 

We had hardly been here a month, when, among the first things de- 
manded was that, in disregard of the deep feelings of the northern 
people, it was proposed to crown Jefferson Davis with full and free 
amnesty, notwithstanding he had contemptuously declared he never 
would ask for it; and this was to be done, or no amnesty was to be 
granted to any one. And when we objected because he was the author 
of the unutterable atrocities of Libby and Andersonville prisons, the 
debate which followed disclosed the spirit and temper of the domi 
nant party. 

We were hardly in our seats when the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. TUCKER] brought in a bill to repeal a statute of 1866 which no 
democrat had before that proposed to disturb, so far as I know; a 
statute which provided that no man who voluntarily went into the 
rebellion against the Union should ever hold a commission iu our 
Army or Navy. And a democrat from my own State, (Mr. BANNING, ] 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, became the cham- 
pion of that bill; and this House passed it. 

Again, we had passed a law to protect the sanctity and safety of the 
ballot in national elections, so that the horrors of the Ku-Klux and the 
white-linisms should not run riot at the polls, and among the earliest 
acts of this House was aclause added to one of the appropriation bills 
to repeal the election law; and to effect that repeal they kept up the 
struggle lately under the fierce rays of the dog-star. They have been 
compelled by a republican Senate to abandon the attempt. 

Again, what have they neglected? Early in the session, indeed in 
the first days of it, a proposition was made, introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Blaine,] so to amend the Constitution as to 
remove forever from the party polities of the country the vexed and 
dangerous question of church and state by preventing the use of the 
school funds for sectarian purposes. That amendment was sent to 
the Committee on the Judiciary to sleep, perhaps to die ; for it is said 
to have been three times voted down in that committee. 

Again, the Secretary of the Treasury oflicially informed us that his 
power was exhausted further to refund the debt; and that if we would 
give him the requisite anthority he could refund four or five hundred 
millions more at so favorable a rate as to save to the Treasury at least 
1 per cent. per annum of the whole amount. The Senate passed the 
bill more than six months ago, but this House has taken no action 
upon it. 

Our revenues have been threatened with a deficit and our indus- 
tries have been shaken with alarm by bills reported to the House but 
never been brought to a vote; for example, the tariff bill, floating 
lazily upon the stagnant waters of the House, 


As idle as a painted ship 
Upon a painted ocean— 


a promise to free-traders, a threat of danger to manufacturers, but 
with no prospect or purpose of acting upon it. 

And the Government has been crippled by the withholding of nec- 
essary appropriations; withheld, as I do not hesitate to say, for the 
purpose of making political capital at the coming election, in which 
the gentleman from Mississippi desires his party to succeed in the 
name of honesty and reform. His colleague was frank enough to de- 
clare that he wanted to reduce the general appropriations, so as to 
have money enough to Cevote to some scheme for his section, such as 


the cotton claims and the Southern Pacilic Railroad, 
But party necessity has held many waiting schemes and claims in 
leash. They are anchored in the lobbies and committee-rooms of 


this House, till the election is over. There is the bill to refund the 
cotton tax to the amount of $60,000,000, waiting to be launched, when 
the election isover. A subsidy of a hundred millions upstairs (Pacific 
railroad committee-room) is waiting to come down upon us for the 
Southern Pacific Railroad, when the election is over. There are 





$38,000,000 of private claims, southern claims, war claims, waiting 
to burst up from the committee-rooms below stairs, when the election 
is over. 

While these things surround us; while the very earth shakes with 
| the tramp of the advancing army of schemers, who are coming “with 
the Constitution and an appropriation,” the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi thinks that as a measure of reform the democratic party ouglit 
at once to be brought back into power! 

Meanwhile what has been the chief employment of this Hou: 


from Ghio certainly knows and should admit that a larve number of | It has divided itself in a score of police courts, in the hope of tir 
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corruption. 
live and thrive upon the corruption of others. Like that scavenger 
of the air, the carrion bird that buries its beak in the rotton carcass, 
so the democratic party seeks to fatten on the refuse which is here 
and there thrown out of the public service. 

This House has adopted eighty-three resolutions of investigation, 
besides a legion of resolutions of inquiry of the several Departments. 
Twenty-five standing committees and eight select committees, up to 
the 20th of June, in all thirty-three committees, have been raking all 
the slums of the nation, to find, if possible, some savory morsel with 
which to impregnate the air during the coming election. 

And what have they found? Has any one of these committees found 
that asingle dollar has been stolen from the Treasury of the United 
States? If so, let them declare it. Why, sir, the republican party 
for the last three years has been investigating its own Administra- 
tion far more effectually than you have investigated it. It has had 
not only the courage of its opinions, but the courage to punish its 
own rascals, 

But, gentlemen, after all that may be said of corruptions and 
wrovg-doing, do you show, on that ground, any good reason why the 
republican party should surrender the Government to the democracy ? 
Would it be better? It isa matter of official record that the Treasury 
suffered a far greater percentage of loss, by mismanagement and de- 
faleation, under your administration than it has suffered under ours. 

In an official letter to the Senate, under date of June 19, 1876, the 
Secretary of the Treasury copies from his records the aggregate losses 
by defaleations and the loss per $1,000 in each period of four years 
since 1834 in all the Departments and Bureaus of the Government. 
Without quoting the table at length, the grand aggregatestands thus: 

From January 1, 1834, to July 1, 1561, the total disbursements of 
the Government were $1,369,977,502.52; the total defalcations were 
$12,361,722.91; or a loss of $9.02 to the $1,000, 

From July 1, 1261, to July 1, 1875, the total disbursements were 
$12,566,293,569.53; the total defalcations were $9,905,205.37; or a 
loss of twenty-six cents to the $1,000, In the latter period the dis- 
bursements were nearly ten times as great as in the former, and the 
defalcations one-third less. 

Is this country so given over to corruption as the gentleman from 
Mississippi suggests? I will answer by quoting two distinguished 
witnesses. In his able speech on the impeachment trial, one of the 
democratic managers, the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Lorb, } said: 

Senators, I am one of those who believe in progress, I believe that thisage is the 
best age which the sun has ever shone upon; I believe there is more of religion, 


more of humanity, more of love, more of charity in this age than in any age that 
has preceded it 





. * 7 * * . 

‘There is now a higherand healthier sentiment than in any former age. Men are 
held to official responsibilities now, thank God, that they never were before. The 
time has been in the recollection of many of you whena person thought he had the 
right to use his official position for his own advantage; but that time has gone by, 
and a good deal of what we see and hear which leads a great many so mournfully 
to say that the age is going backward and we are receding to barbarism, very much 
which occasions the apparent increase of wrong arises from the higher demands of 
a greater civilization, from the higher plane of an enlightened people. 


Now, I ask the Clerk to read a paragraph which I have marked 
from the centennial address of Rey. Dr. Storrs, a man fit to be the 
teacher of his race. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I scout the thought that we as a people are worse than our fathers. John Adama, 
at the head of the War Department in 1776, wrote bitter laments of the corruption 
which existed in even that infant age of the Republic, and of the spirit of venality, 
rapacious and insatiable, which was then the most alarming enemy of America. 
He declared himaclf_ ashamed of the age in which he lived. In Jefferson's day all 
federalists expected The universal dominion of French infidelity. In Jackson's day 
all whigs thought the country gone to ruin already, as if Mr. Biddle had had the 
entire public hope locked up in the vaults of his terminated bank. In Polk's day 
the excitements of the Mexican war gave life and germination to many seeds of 
rascality. There has never been a time, not here alone, in any country, when the 
tierce light of incessant inquiry blazing on men in public life would not have 
revealed forces of evil like those we have seen or when the condemnation which fol 
lowed the discovery would have been sharper. And it is among my deepest con- 
viotions that, with all which has happened to debase and debauch it, the nation at 
large was never before more mentally vigorous or worally sound. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Now, Mr. Chairman, after all the fearful corrup- 
tion of his time described by John Adams, our fathers never thought 
it necessary to call the tories back to take charge of their newly 
gained liberties, 

I will close by calling your attention again to the great problem 
before us. Over this vast horizon of interests North and South, 
above all party prejudices and personal wrong-doing, above our battle 
hosts and our victorious cause, above all that we hoped for and won, 
or you hoped for and lost, is the grand, onward movement of the Re- 
public to perpetuate its glory, to save liberty alive, to preserve exact 
and equal justice to all, to protect and foster all these priceless prin- 
ciples, until they shall have crystallized into the form of enduring 
law and become inwrought into the life and the habits of our people. 

And, until these great results are accomplished, it is not safe to take 
one step backward. It is still more unsafe to trust interests of such 
measureless value in the hands of an organization whose members 
have never comprehended their epoch, have never been in sympathy 
with its great movements, who have resisted every step of its prog- 
ress, and whose principal function has been 

To lie in eold obstruction 
across the pathway of the nation. 


| 
Like those insects that feed npon sores, it has hoped to | 





It is most unsafe of all to trust that organization, when for the 
first time since the war, it puts forward for the first and second place 


| of honor and command, men who, in our days ef greatest danger, es- 


teemed party above country, and felt not one throb of patriotic ardor 
for the triumph of the imperiled Union, but from the beginning to the 
end hated the war and hated those who carried our eagles to victory, 

No, no, gentlemen; our enlightened and patriotic people will not 
follow such leaders in their rearward march. Their myriad facesare 
turned the other way; and along their serried lines, still rings the 
cheering cry, “ Forward!” till our great work is fully and worthily done, 
[Loud and vontinued applause. ] 

REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I donot propose 
to discuss the two irritating questions that have occupied so much 
of the time of this House for the last two days. There are other 
questions of greater magnitude that we should look to and pass 
upon in the few remaining days of this session. 

It is a bootless question at this time as to what the Judiciary Com- 
mittee has done or may do with Mr. Blaine. The judgment of this 
House in his case has been suspended until next session, and I do not 
now propose to waste time with a consideration of it. And it is also 
now a bootless question as to the terms and conditions upon which 
the war was ended or as to how the people of the South suffered upon 
the close of that war. I sympathized with them as deeply and felt 
for them as keenly and deplored as much as any gentleman on this 
floor the harsh manner in which they were persecuted by the Admin- 
istration and the party in power. But all that is of the past, and I 
think it most wise to let those irritating questions pass into history 
and no longer seek to inflame the passions of the people and to array 
one section against another. Let us hear no more of war or rumors 
of war; let us turn our attention and direct our steps to the paths of 
peace, We all accept the situation, and it is our duty as patriots to 
utilize that situation for the benefit of the people, the whole people, 
in all parts of the country. 

In the few remarks I shall make I propose to diseuss another and 
different question, one that absorbs as much of the public attention, 
if not more, than any other question with which this Congress has 
had to deal: it is the remonetization of silver. 

As the bill offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLanp] 
presents that question more fairly than any one now pending before 
the House, I will ask the Clerk to report the title of the bill and also 
its fourth section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (I. R. No. 3635) to utilize the product of gold and silver mines, and for other 
purposes. 

Sec. 4. That the coin-notes issued under the provisions of this act shall be re- 
ceivable witbout limit for all dues to the United States; and the coin mentioned 
in this act shall be a legal tender for all debts of the United States, public and 
private, not specitied to be paid in gold coin. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. In addition to this bill I wish to 
say that upon the first opportunity I have I will offer the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and they are hereby, 
directed to report a bill to this House providing for the coinage of silver coin of the 
United States as it existed prior to the 12th day of February, 1873, the same to be 
a legal tender for all debts as it was under the laws existing prior to that date. 

If this Congress shall persistently and improperly refuse to repeal 
the specie-resumption clause of the act of 1875 there will remain a re- 
newed necessity to return to a double metallic standard, a necessity 
such as the present generation never knew and, I may add, no past 
generation ever experienced. This necessity is keenly seen and felt 
and feared by the people. The fact is apparent that the great body 
of the people demand its repeal; their future prosperity demands and 
depends upon it. We have recently witnessed the sessions of two 
national conventions, one at Cincinnati and the other at Saint Louis. 
At Cincinnati the delegates did not meet the question fairly and 
deal with it frankly. Nothwithstanding a large preponderance of the 
republican members on this floor and in the Senate and the candi- 
dates of that party are in favor of enforcing that act, and thus driv- 
ing the debtor class to the wall, their delegates at Cincinnati did not 
dare to insert a plank in their platform opposing its repeal, while at 
Saint Louis, one of the largest conventions that ever assembled on 
this continent, composed of delegates from all sections of the country 
and fresh from the people, representing their views, its repeal was 
demanded in unequivocal terms. It remains to be seen whether demo- 
cratic ae in Congress will repudiate the instructions from 
the people as expressed through their delegates in that convention. 
If that act is not to be repealed there will continue to remain, I re- 
peat it, a necessity such as the Anglo-Saxon race never witnessed 

efore for a return to a double metallic standard. 

The debt of the United States is about $2,100,000,000, and it was 
stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] a few days ago 
that private citizens of the United States owe probably $2,500,000,000 
more. Now, sir, take it that the figures I have just quoted are sub- 
stantially correct and contemplate for one moment the situation. It 
will be seen that the relation of debtor and creditor in the United 
States involves about $5,000,000,000. With that vast debt hanging 
over the heads of the American people, a mortgage on their property 
and involving the honor of the country, it is gravely proposed to re- 
sume specie payment on the Ist day of January, 179, and that all 
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this vast debt from and after that date shall be paid in coin; not in 
the coin that the fathers and founders of the Republic made legal 
tender, but in gold coin alone. 

Why, sir, do gentlemen remember that if this resumption act goes 
into operation the $369,000,000 in legal-tender currency is to be paid 
off with gold raised by the sale of interest-bearing Government bonds, 
which will increase the Government interest by various estimates 
from twenty to thirty-five millions of dollars annually? The annual 


interest now amounts to nearly $100,000,000, and where is it and this | 
Gentlemen say it can be easily | 


additional amount to come from? 
paid in gold, but do they forget that the annual interest of this Gov- 
ernment upon bonds now outstanding and bonds to be issued to pay 


off the three hundred and sixty-nine millions of legal-tenders will | 
amount to more money than the whole world’s annual production of | thorizing the issue of some of those bonds only required the interest 
Upon this subject I quote from the | 


gold? Yet such is the fact. 
speech of Hon. Joun P. Jones, delivered in the United States Sen- 
ate April 24, 1876: 

I allude to the interest on the public debt, which debt is very largely held abroad. 


This interest now amounts to nearly $100,000,000 per annum. By selling bonds to 
the extent of $350,000,000, say at 10 per cent.—for it is perhaps hopeless to expect 


to do it at a lesser sacrifice—you will add $35,000,000 a year to your gold-interest | 


debt. and those $35,000,000 to ‘the portion held abroad. Where are these $35,000,- 
000 to come from? Where are the whole $135 000,000 to come from? Your annual 
interest charge will alone amount to more than the whole world’s product of gold. 


ness of this country, public and private, in gold or upon a currency 
floated upon a gold basis? It is simply a physical and financial im- 
possibility. If that is the fixed purpose of this national Legislature, 
the destruction of the hundreds of thousands of the debtor class will 
be complete. The circumlocution of resorting to specie resumption 
might as well be avoided, for the result could be more directly but 
not more effectively reached by a simple statute transferring the lands 
and tenements, goods and chattels, of the debtor class to the bond- 
holder, the broker, the banker, and the money-changer. I repeat, that 


if you would stay the hand of financial destruction and avert the cries | 


of sorrow and woe that would otherwise fall upon our ears, you must 
remouetize silver and postpone the day of resumption. Resumption 
may be possible and within the grasp of the people; it may be accom- 
plished without detriment to any class; but this will require time and 
rigid economy, that economy which has been inaugurated in this House 
at this session, and which will save $40,000,000 annually to the people. 
Resumption must come, when it does come, through prosperity and not 
through contraction, distress, and adversity. Our bonds were bought, 
or a large portion of them were bought, at forty cents on the dollar 
in gold, and since then they have been legislated up to par and even 
beyond par. Theinterest is paidin coin and the bond isexempt from 
taxation. Therefore the bondholder is in a condition to resume, but 
the mass of the people are not. 

Remonetize silver, infuse confidence among the people, and in a 
few years the financial affairs of the country will be in a healthy cou- 
dition. We may thus be able to tide over the threatened trouble. 
But why not remonetize silver? I have heard with pain and regret 
from two members of this Congress, one from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
TOWNSEND] and the other from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, } that they op- 
pose the remonetization of silver for the reason, among others, that 
the great supply of American mines has tended to reduce its market 
value. Why, sir, the British dominions are the largest gold-produe- 
ing sections of the world, and hence the Englishman, true to his in- 
terest, true to his government, and ever ready to add to its strength 
and material wealth and to add to the purchasing power of gold, has 
demonetized silver and reduced its market value; but why an Amer- 
ican should join in the crusade against America’s production, his 
own country’s coin, I cannot understand. 
duty that this Congress owes to the country to provide for the coin- 


age of silver as of its former purity and to make it a legal tender for | 


all debts, public and private. This will go far to enhance its pur- 
chasing power both in Europe and America. 
hold large amounts of our bonds, and will be induced by their inter- 
est to give silver its proper place and standard in value in the coin- 
age of the world. 


It is safe to assume that our fathers, the framers of the Constitu- | 


tion of the United States, were as patriotic and as far-seeing as we 
are. By the eighth section of the first article of that Constitution 
they conferred upon Congress the power “to coin money and to regu- 
late the value thereof ;” and by the tenth section of the same article 
they conferred upon the States respectively the power to make gold 
and silver a legal tender for the payment of all debts. 
power so conferred upon Congress gold and silver were made and 
continued legal tender for three-quarters of a century, during which 
time with silver as a legal tender our area was. more than doubled ; 


our increase in population and wealth and progress in the arts and | 
If Congress | 


sciences stand unrivaled in the history of the world. 
shall deny to the people the relief to which under the Constitution 
they are clearly entitled, and shape legislation for the benefit of the 


favored and wealthy few, it will devolve upon the States, each speak- | 
ing and acting for itself, to resort to the power quoted above and de- | 


clare gold and silver a legal tender for contracts between man aud man 
and for all dues to the State. 

But it is to be hoped that this Congress will not adjourn without 
providing by appropriate legislation for the issue of silver coin and 
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present value of either may be. Give it the weight and fineness to 


| make it equal to gold and it will soon return to the old standard. 


The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GARFIELD] flippantly flaunts the 


| question in the face of this House and.demands to know whether, 


since the passage of the act of 1869 to strengthen the public credit, 
any man dare say we can pay the public debt in silver? I dare to 
say we can, and I further dare to say and feel it my duty to say that 
the act of 1869 was a flagrant outrage and wrong, that its practical 
effect was to swindle, and it did swindle, the people of this Govern- 
ment out of millions of money, and elevate the basis of the payment 
of the bonds referred to to a much higher and more costly standard 
than was contemplated upon the passage of the act authorizing their 
issue. Why, sir, it is known that the very language of the law an- 


to be paid in coin; that the principal was payable in currency. Need 
Iremind the gentleman that the great commoner of Pennsylvania, 
Thaddeus Stevens, here on the floor of this House, as its leader and 
in its presence, so declared? That opinion was then held and has 
since been promulgated by a prominent gentleman of the same State 
who lends dignity to this presence by occupying a seat on this tloor 
as the oldest member of this House, a gentleman whose intlnence, 
learning, and experience, republican though he is, has been upon this 


| currency and silver question steadily, so far as I have observed, in 
ks it not insane to talk or even think of paying the vast indebted- | 


the interest of the people as against ring capitalists. I need not 
remind the House that I refer to Judge KELLEY. His teachings 
upon this money question at least are sound and worthy of enulation. 
Upon the feasibility and practicability of specie payment I beg to 
quote from a letter of Hon. H. C. Carey to Hon. Moses W. Field, dated 
August 18, 1575: 


Forty years since the use of gold as money was almost as rare with us as it now 
is among the Esquimaux. Contracts abounded here and elsewhere providing for 
the payment of interest and ultimately of principal in silver dollars of certain 
weight and fineness; but it may be doubted if ever a single one could have been 
found providing for such payment in the more costly metal 

Just then, however, the gold mines of the South were becoming so productive as 
expenditure for southern mints, but also te have 
produced a determination on tle part of southern men to force their product into 
that home circulation which, until tuen, had been held exclusively by the Mexican 
silver. To that end, while professing an utter abhorrence of governmental inter- 
ference in any matter of trade, they by law raised the price of gold to 16 for L of 
silver, and so intent were they on the accomplishment of their object that T myself 
heard av eminent Senator, of the South Carolina delegation, assert that should it 
prove to be required they would proceed still further, giving to the gold a legal- 
tender value as hich as 17 tol 

Of all American writers whose attention was then given to monetary questions, 
there waa, as I think, none whose opinions in relation thereto were he id in more 
reapect than were those of my friend Mr. Condy Raguet, from whose work, pub- 
lished in ir30, I take the following passage: 

“Prior to the passage of the gold bill above referred to, the metallic currency of 
as above stated, a currency of silver since 
the establishment of the Government, gold very rarely appearing, while that of 
Great Britain was of goid. The consequence was that the currency of each was 
independent of the other, and the contraction or expansion of each did not neces- 
sarily act upon the other. The contraction in England, which preceded the r 
sumption of specio payments, in 1221, after a long suspension of twenty-four years, 
produced no convulsion on this side of the Atlautic ; nor did our contraction, dis 
tressing and durable as it was, after the removal of the public deposits trom tho 
Bank of the United States, on the Ist of October, 1233, which brought down tim 
prices of stocks from 20 to 50 per cent , and led to the importation of $3,795,293 in 
silver from England alone during the year ending on the Wth of September, 1434, 
in that country. Such would have continued to 
16 the case had the mint regulations remained without alteration; bat no sooner 
was gold, by a change in its relative v>lue to silver, rendered the more protitable of 


| the two metals to import than we found the currency of England distarbed toa dk 


gree that rendered necessary an immediate reduction of her paper issues, although 
the amount of gold drawn from her between the passage of the law in June, 1834, 
and the 30th of September, of the same vear, was but $1,922,960. ‘To the importa 
tions of gold in the years 1835 and 1°36, instead of silver, may be ascribe 4 that 
further contraction of the British currency which lod to the crisis of the latter 
year that was so fatal to American credits and American cotton, by which millions 
of dollars were lost to the country. 

“Now, as like causes will produce like effects, it behooves us to examine well 
into this matter, and, if we find that we have committed an error, it is our duty to 
retrace our steps. Thus far very little progress has been made toward introduc- 
ing gold into actual circulation, notwithstanding that a large amount had been 
verance in the law will give usa d currency, but it 
will be most dearly purchased. It will so closely ally our fortunes with those of 


| Great Britain that no convulsion can take place in the currency of that country 


that will not act directly and powerfully upon ours; while, on the other hand, 
none can take place on our side that will not act directly upon hers, and in so do 
ing break down the prices of cotton and tobacco and other American products in 
the markets of Europe, to the great injury of our planting interest.” 

The extreme importance of the view here presented, to wit, the necessity for 
avoiding “entangling alliances’ in reference to a matter so importaut as the mon- 
etary machinery of exchange, was made clearly obvious when in 1266, like a clap 
of thunder in the clearest sky, the great crisis of that year, greater than any by 
which it had been preceded, brought ruin to hundreds of what had been considered 
the strongest British houses, and made demand on all the world for aid if the Bank 
of England itself were to be enabled to avoid suspension. The crash was terrific, 
yet it never affected our domestic operations for even a single hour. Our monetary 
independence had been established. Our machinery of exchange being a non-ex- 
portable one, we had no use for gold, and if it were needed abroad we could say, 
“why let it go!” Accordingly, no less than $30,000,000 were at once dispatched ; 
the bank was saved, and injury was thus avoided to an extent that would scarcely 
be exaggerated were it counted by hundreds of millions of pounds; and thus did 
Britain beneiit by the fact that the currencies of the two countries were different. 

Had we been using gold, where should we then have found ourselves? In the 
midst of a crisis greater than the country had ever known. Every golden dollar 
would have been withdrawn. Banks, after running their customers, would them- 
selves have been drive ispension. Mills and mines would have ceased to 
work, and the power to pay for foreign merchandise would have disappeared, to 
the great loss of Britain, whose market in this country, owing to depression at 
home, became 80 greatly enlarged as to aid materially in the work of recupera- 


. 5° . | tion. 
to restore it and gold to their former relative values, whatever the | 


To the two countries thousands of millions of dollars were saved by the simple 
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fact that our currency was of a character not liable to be affected by the financial 
movements of a neighbor nation that seeks to control the universal monetary move 
ment, and yet is more than any other liable to convalsions by means of which dis- 
turbance is produced throughout the world at large 

The more perfect the independence of individuals, the greater is their power to 
aid each other in case of sudden or unforeseen trouble. So precisely is it with 
nations; and yet, every step that has been, or now is, urged upon us, has tended, and 
is now tending, to make us more and more dependent on foreign money markets ; 
liable at any moment to disturbances like to those by which the year 1866 stands so 
much distinguished 


I also commend to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] an 
extract from a speech made in this House March 16, 1876, by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KeLiry:] 

Mr. Keuiey. It always received the money which it made the people receive. 
It receives its own paper for taxes, for government dues, and thus for the time 
being it demonetizes gold. It was our dishonoring of our own paper that called the 
“gold-room " of New York into existence, that brought thither the vampires of 
the world to fasten and fatten upon the industries of the country. It was the dis- 
honesty of the American Congress and Government in repudiating the money it 
created and forced the people to receive that has cost us the countless millions 
made and lost in the old room " of New York and through its influence. 





I have said, and here repeat, that if this Congress does not afford 
the relief which the people of the country are clamoring for, distress, 
deep and heart-rending distress, must follow. The productions of the 
farmer, manufacturer, and laborer are dropping down to ruinously 
low figures. One instance, sir, from my own State: live stock is being 
sold in the eastern markets to-day for less money than was paid for it 
last fall; the farmer loses the grain that it consumed, loses the interest 
upon the money, which, bythe way, is generally borrowed capital, and 
also loses his own time and the use of his farm, and while thousands of 
idle men are begging for work at fifty cents per day he cannot afford 
to give them employment. Everything but money is upon the de- 
cline; and yet gentlemen are urging a speedy resumption of specie 

mayment. Ihave heard a good deal said upon this floor about the 
injustice of forcing the creditor to accept depreciated silver in pay- 
ment of debts; but there is another view of this question. The exist- 
ing debts of the country were contracted upon a greenback basis and 
should be paid in greenbacks, or in silver, if the debtor prefers it. A 
speedy return toa gold basis will largely increase those debts and 
compel the debtor to pay more than he contracted to pay. That is 
to say, his indebtedness will be increased just in proportion to the 
premium of gold over greenbacks. If the debt is $1,000 and payable 
in greenbacks, $1,000 will pay it; but if specie resumption is forced 
upon the country and gold shall bear a premium of 12 per cent., it 
will require $1,120 in greenbacks to discharge the obligation. As 
there is not gold enough in the country to meet the wants of ex- 
change the debtor must pay in its equivalent. 

Now, it is said that silver is only worth seventy-nine cents on the 
dollar, say, for illustration, eighty centson the dollarin gold. If the 
debtor had nothing other than silver with which to pay he would be 
required to advance $1,200 of that metal to pay his debt, which a few 
months before might have been discharged with $1,000 in greenbacks. 
And this is the just and humane legislation that gentlemen demand 
in this House. 

History is repeating itself. We have only to look to England as far 
back as 1819, when Peel’s currency bill “for the restoration of cash 
payments” was enacted, “ beginning with an issue of gold at £4 1s. 
the ounce in 1820, and ending with the standard unit price of 
£3 178. 103d.” It also, among other things, provided for a gradual 
return to cash payments. This bill passed with a unanimity rarely 
ever witnessed in legislation, and seemed to quiet the fears of nearly 
all classes. There were a few experienced financiers, however, who 
foresaw that it could not meet the necessities of the hour; and it did 
not. Mr. Cobbett was among this number. He had the boldness to 
say that “Before this bill can be carried out a million of persons at 
least must die of hunger.” As to how far the predictions of Mr. Cob- 
bett were verified let the historian speak. 

Distress is the real parent of crime. Keep a people at ease, and their moral 
teachers must be at fault indeed if the mass is not well-conducted and honest. 
Plunge them into misery and desperation, and vice and criminality shall begin to 
stalk through the land. We have already seen that from the increasing pressure 
of the debt and taxes, and from the ease with which it was effected, the time of 
uttering forged bank-notes bad grown until the juries got sick of blood ; and ex- 
*“cutions asa spectacle even ceased to interest the strangely constituted minds 
that find a pleasure in such exhibitions. Well might this be when we learn the 
appalling fact that in the single year of 1220 one hundred and fifty persons were 
tried at the Old Bailey alone for uttering false notes ; and that of these, forty-six 
suffered death, being at the rate nearly of a victim per week through the twelve 


mouths. This, however, was only a part of the mischief of the time. 
. 7 . . * * 7 

They made political libels felonies, punishable by transportation ; and lastly, they 
surrounded the press with so many difliculties, publishers of newspapers being 
compelled to give security beforehand, to answer for any libel which possibly might 
be inserted therein, and to deposit at the stamp-oflice a copy of every paper they 
published, that unless backed by ove of the great political parties that ruled the 
state, to conduct a political journal became a matter of deadly peril; and freedom 
of writing was at an end. Every man who really opposed in writing the existing 
system of tyranny and deception was sure of pecuniary ruin and the loss of lib- 
erty—perhaps of life. The few honest and intelligent public writers at that time 
existing were exiled or silenced; and, upon the whole, the most dismal and dark 
yearof English history was perhaps that of 1819. That famous bill, however, which 
we have just seen the Semnen al Parliament passed so unanimously, soon made 
amends for all. Some of “the six acts" were temporary, and expired. The laws 
concerning the peee however, remain to this hour; but the changes produced by 
the workings of the bill of Peel have enabled the people partly to overgrow them, 
and their sting is all but gone. 

Such were the fruits of the revulsion of the paper money, as far as respect for 
the maxims of constitutional law was concerned; but it produced more novelties 
than these. Amid the doubts, fears, and general want of confidence caused by 
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appalling ruin which flowed from the sadden drawing in of the paper, and by the 
bloody outrages and bitter persecutions which again tlowed from the effects of that 
ruin, it was felt necessary to attempt to draw, if possible, the ties that bound the 
middling classes of the nation to the funding and paper system still closer, and to 
add, if such a thing could be accomplished, to the strength and number of these 
ties. Close observers, and those especially behind the scenes of this strange drama, 
saw that the fabric was now beginning to show signs of dissolution. The people, 
amazed that a state of peace, instead of its usual blessings, had brought a palpa- 
ble increase of difficulty and suffering, showed a marked and alarming impatience 
under their manifold burdens. In proportion as the discontent was strong, had 
the government of a sudden become weak. That strength which is derived from 
the pore of lavishing immense sums of money was gone forever. The eight hun- 
dred millions of debts were borrowed and expended. No increase could he made 
here ; and those who carried on the government were hencefoérward bound by the 
bill of Peel to pay the interest of that debt in convertible money of the value of 
£3 17s. 104d. to the ounce of gold, and to raise all their taxes in money of the same 
value, which was (had they known it) a virtual bar to any future increase in the 
proportionate issues of paper, however desirable the ease obtainable from such 
issues might be.—Doubleday’s Financial History of England, pages 250-253. 

Mr. Chairman, I will, even at the expense of being regarded tedious, 
make one other quotation from the same author: 

The distress, ruin, and bankruptcy which now took place were universal, affect- 
ing both the great interests of land and trade; but among the landlords, whose 
estates were burdened by mortgages, jointures, settlements, legacies, &c., the ef 
fects were most marked and out of the ordinary course. In hundreds of cases, 
from the tremendous reduction in the price of land which now took place, the 
estates barely sold for as much as would pay off the mortgages, and hence the 
owners were stripped of all and made beggars. (Jbid., page 271.) 

I will not recount the scenes of blood and suffering and death that 
followed and flowed from this blunder of the English Parliament, 
but content myself with warning the American Congress against a 
similar mistake. The people of this country are in no frame of mind 
to be driven to the wall and beggared. They will not go into invol- 
untary bankruptcy nor have their property improperly wrung from 
them to pay in coin Government bonds that should and would with- 
out question have been paid in greenbacks except for the fraudu- 
lently procured acts of Congress to strengthen the public credit. As 
to how those bonds should be paid I will take a future opportunity 
to discuss, 

We are told there is a plethora of money in the great monetary 
centers of New York, Philadelphia, and other cities of this Union. 
And yet we see it stated that during the first week in June of this 
year over one thousand properties were knocked down under the 
hammer at forced sale in Philadelphia. Upon this subject I commend 
to the House the following article, taken from the Wilmington Her- 
ald of June 21: 

© THE TIMES! THE TIMES! 

The first Monday of each and every month is the time fixed by act of Assembly 
to sell real estate by the sheriff of Philadelphia. The first Monday of this month 
was the bluest day that city ever saw. Over one thousand properties were sold by 
the sheriff, and in almost every instance the property was bought in by the mort- 
gagee or judgment-creditor. The rich are enriching themselves by obtaining fora 
debt, representing say 40 per cent. of the value of a piece of real estate, a property 
worth more than twice the amount of the debt. This is harrowing. Think of the 
sheriff's hammer falling successively for eight hours, and each stroke the type of 
ruined hopes, the sad ending of a struggle to have a shelter for the declining days 
of one's life. Is it not enough to make strong men shudder? * Next sale,” said the 
sheriff, “ will be still larger.” ‘ Next sale" will be upon the 3d of July. Llow 
many groans of sorrow will be mixed with the popular gratulations of the centen- 
nial eve. 

The most alarming statement in this connection is the fact that in 
almost every instance the property was bought in by the mortgagee 
or judgment-creditor. What good then, I ask, results to the people 
from this plethora of money if property goes for a song and the 
owner and his little ones are turned out houseless and homeless ? 

But, again, I see by the papers yesterday morning that in the great 
monetary center of the country, the city of New York, one thousand 
unemployed workmen held a meeting and called at the office of the 
mayor of that city, peaceably demanding work that they might have 
bread. When such scenes as these are enacted in the very heart of 
the two largest and wealthiest cities in the country, where the money 
of they country is locked up and her bonds held by hundreds of mill- 
ions, do gentlemen yet insist upon inviting us to the resumption feast 
on the Ist day of January, 1879? I commend to this House the 
following brief newspaper extract: 

The Pittsburgh Post (democratic) says: “ Bread or blood. This is an ugly cry 
to be heard in the land, and shows that we are terribly misgoverned.” 


I will not longer trespass upon the time of this House. We are 
about entering upon an eventful chapter in the history of this coun- 
try. The times demand just and humane legislation—that all classes 
in all sections and of all colors shall be protected. Do this, and this 
centennial year will be a year of jubilee. 

[At the conclusion of his speech Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, 
yielded the remainder of his hour to Mr. mn illinoict 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] 
will yield I will move that the committee rise. He will have the 
floor when the House again goes into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the House again go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that in all human probability it will. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to submit some remarks; and unless 
there is a tolerably fair certainty that I shall have au opportunity 
hereafter I prefer to speak now. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as I am concerned I cannot promise any- 
thing as to the future action of the House, but I think it probable 
that the gentleman will have his opportunity hereafter. 
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Mr. HARRISON. With the understanding that I retain the floor 
in Committee of the Whole, I yield for the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. EDEN reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the Union generally, and particularly a bill (H. R. No. 
2592) to transfer the conduct of Indian affairs from the Interior De- 
partment to the War Department, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 





UNSECTARIAN DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC FUNDS. 


Mr. LORD. I hold in my hand a report from the Committee on 
the Judiciary upon House resolution No. 1, which is known as the 
Blaine amendment to the Constitution. I had been directed by the 
committee to make this report, and intended to do so early in the 
day, but was prevented. I now present the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is this a privileged report? 

Mr. LORD. 1 do not understand that there is any objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Lorp] asks unanimous consent to report back from the Committee 
on the Judiciary a resolution which will be read. 

Mr. SAMPSON. [ask the gentleman to yield for the appointment 
of aconference committee before we enter upon the consideration of 
this report. 

Mr. LORD. This will meet with no antagonism; it is the unani- 
mous report of the committee. I will ask the reading of the report. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I apprehended that this might occupy some time. 

Mr. CONGER. I reserve the right to object until I hear the report 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
object continues until the resolution has been read. 
read the report and the resolution. 

Mr. LORD. There is a motion to reconsider pending, which I can 
call up as a matter of high privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If a motion has been entered to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution was referred, then 
the gentleman should ask to take up that motion. 

Mr. LORD. I will put it in that form. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The gentleman from New York calls 
up at this time the motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution which will be read was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the record show that that motion was entered? 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The Chair accepts the statement of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LORD. It was entered by Mr. Blaine in my hearing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will first read the report of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary respectfully report that they have had under 
consideration House resolution No. 1, and have amended the same by adding thereto 
that the article should not vest, enlarge, or diminish legislative power in the Con 
sress. ‘Thus amended the resolution was unanimously adopted. While there may 

c a difference of opinion as to the necessity of such a constitutional amendment, 
S ames that the underlying principles are right and in accordance witn the spirit 
of the age. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 


in Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein,) That the fol- 
lowing be proposed to the several States of the Union as an amendment to the Con- 


stitution, namely : 
ARTICLE XVI. 


No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohib- 
iting the free exercise thereof; and no money raised by taxation in any State for 
the support of public schools, or derived from any public fund therefor, nor any 
public lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious sect ; 
nor shall any money so raised or lands so devoted be divided between religious 
sects or denominations. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 
committee will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, after the word “ sect,” insert the words ‘‘or denomination.” 


At the end of the article add the following: “ This article shall not vest, enlarge, 
or diminish legislative power in the Congress.” 


Mr. KASSON. Is it proposed to act on this now? 

Mr. LORD. I move the previous question. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. There are two amendments in the body of the 
resolution. 

ee I reserve the right to object until the amendments 
are all in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The right to object cannot obtain. 
The only question that can be raised is the question of consideration. 
The gentleman from New York rises to call up the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which this resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, which motion, the Chair is informed, is pending. 
The question of consideration can be raised upon that motion; but 
the right of objection does not lie against it. 


The Chair will hold that the right to 
The Clerk will 


The Clerk will now report the joint 


Mr. CONGER. The Chair will recollect that the proposition as put 
to the House was upon the request to make a report from the com- 
mittee, and not upon calling up a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was subsequently corrected. 

Mr. KASSON. I want to ask the gentleman from New York whether, 
in view of the present condition of the House, which is very thin, he 
will not consent to call this up to-morrow when the House will be 
full? 

Several MEMBERS. O, no. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman let me ask him one question: Is 
this proposed constitutional amendment now in the same form as 
when it was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. LORD. Precisely, except in two particulars. We have in 
serted the words “ or denomination ” after the word “sect,” so as to 
make the language correspond with that in another portion of the 
proposition ; and at the conclusion we have added a provision that 
this article “shall not vest, enlarge, or diminish legislative power in 
Congress.” 

Mr. HALE. 
changed. 

Mr. KASSON. I would inquire whether this provision that it shall 
not enlarge the power of Congress does not defeat the very purpose 
of the proposition? [Cries of ‘ Regular order.” ] 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman from New York allow me a word? 

Mr. WADDELL. I object to any debate. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I asked 
the Speaker a moment ago whether this matter was subject to objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair then supposed that it was 
from the manner in which it was called up; but he has since been 
corrected by the Clerk as to the position of the joint resolution. It 
comes up on a motion to reconsider the vote by which it was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and it is not subject to objection. 
It is only subject to the question of consideration. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Well, sir, I move that the joint resolu- 
tion be laid on the table. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. That motion, I believe, is not debatable. I 
ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr.STEVENSON. I ask that the resolution, as amended, be read. 

The joint resolution, with the proposed amend ment, was again read. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. KASSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of a substitute. 

Mr. LORD. This is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. KASSON. As [ understand, this comes up on a motion to recon- 
sider; and when the original proposition is before the House these 
are proposed as amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ascertain the state of the case. The 
motion, as I understand, is simply to reconsider the vote by which 
this subject was referred tothe Judiciary Committee. The previous 
question being called operates on that. When the subject comes 

before the House, then the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lorp] 
can offer his substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. What .s the decision of the Speaker 
as to how far this motion for the previous question applies? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only to the question of reconsideration. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the motion to reconsider was agreed 


Otherwise, as I understand, the resolution is not 


Then I ask a separate vote on the last amendment. 
I understand that the amendments are in the form 


That is unquestionably the condition 


to. 

Mr. LORD. I now propose the resolution with the amendments as 
read by the Clerk as a substitute for the resolution as originally pro- 
posed; and on that I call the previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. I call attention to this parliamentary point: We 
have now reconsidered simply the reference to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and the motion now pending is, therefore, Shall the resolution 
be referred to that committee ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a correct point; the Chair 
recognizes it as such. The question is, Will the House refer this reso- 
lution to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

The question was decided in the negative. 

Mr. LORD. I now propose my substitute, and call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order that this proposition has 
not been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and they have 
no right to report upon it, and the gentleman from New York has no 
control of the matter to bring it before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The answer to that is very clear. 
has the right to call up the motion to reconsider. The gentleman 
from New York having the floor has called it up. The resolution is 
now before the House; and the gentleman from New York upon his 
own responsibilty offers this substitute. 

Mr. LORD. With the unanimous approval of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to its consideration to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection cannot lie. The mat- 
ter is before the House. 


Any gentleman 
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Mr. CONGER. Then L insist upon the proposition that this House 
has decided that this matter is not in the hands of the Judiciary 
Committee, and therefore cannot be reported from that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. McCRARY. I wishithe gentleman from New York would allow 
me a moment. 

Mr. LORD. I will as soon as the substitute is read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reso'ved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statesaf America 
in Oonaress assembled, (two-thirds of cach Ilouse concurring therein.) That the fol- 


lowing be proposed to the several States of the Union as an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, namely : 


Axticiek XVI. 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religi 
ing the free exercise thercof; and no money raised by taxatior 
support of public schools, or derived from any public fund t! or any public 
lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious sect or de 
nomination; nor shall any money so raised or lands se devoted be day 
religious sects or denominations. ‘This 
legislative power in the Congress. 


Mr. LORD. Before demanding the previous question, T yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Lowa, {| Mr. McCreery, |] who was not 
present at the meeting of the committee this morning, and desires to 
occupy a few moments. 

Mr. McCRARY. Mr. Speaker, the situation of this question before 
the House as I understand it is this: The original proposition to 
amend the Constitution as offered by the late member from Maine, 
Mr. Blaine, is the main proposition pending before the Tlouse. The 
gentleman from New York offers a substitute for that original amend- 
ment, and I suppose the first vote will be on adopting the substitute 
for the original proposition. I desire to say, sir, that 1 am in favor of 
the original resolution, and hope it will be adhered to by the House, 
and Iam opposed to the amendment in the nature of a substitute 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The difference between the two is this: the original is a plain 
proposition to amend the Constitution upon the matter before it. 
The substitute embodies the original proposition and adds to it what 
I can consider in no other light than a nullifying clause. 

Mr. KASSON. That is it. 

Mr. McCRARY. It amends the Constitution and denies to Con- 
gress the power to legislate for enforcing the amendment after you 
have made it. Now, sir, a proposition like that is too plain for dis- 
cussion. If the House, if the people of the country, desire the Con- 
stitution of the United States to be amended in this particular, then it 
follows it ought to be so amended that the legislative body that 
makes laws for the National Government shall have power to enforce 
it by proper legislation. 

It would be an anomaly, it would be a strange proceeding indeed, 
to put a provision in the Constitution of the United States and ac- 
company it with another proposition that the law-making power 
of the United States shall have no power to enforce it. Therefore I 
hope the substitute will not be adopted, but the original proposition 
will be sustained by the House. 

Mr. LORD. I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of amending the Consti- 
tution of the United States. If adopted by Congress and by the State 
Legislatures it will be irrepealable. Ido not think any gentleman 
in the House, on reflection, will insist that such a matter as that 
should be put through without reasonable opportunity for discus- 
sion. 

I am sorry to detain the House, but I have something I desire to 
say on this subject. I am heartily in favor of the substitute reported 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Lorp.] I think it is better 
than the original proposition, It makes no diiference to me in deal- 
ing with an snentanent to the Constitution from what quarter the 
proposition may come. 

Now, sir, the Constitution of the United States was framed with 
two principles running through itsentire frame-work. One was this: 
that where the Constitution asserted certain rights of citizens or pro- 
hibited to the States or Congress certain legislative powers, the 
right to enforce those provisions of the Constitution was left to the 
courts, And the Supreme Court of the United States has repeatedly 
held that a provision like thisin the first article of amendments, and 
various provisions in the Constitution itself relating to State Legis- 
latures were to be enforced solely and were enforced sufficiently by 
the power of the Supreme Court of the United States to declare such 
things null and void, although they vested no legislative power in 
Congress whatever. 

Now, Mr. Spent, that was the purpose of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine in drawing this original amendment, as anybody 
will see by looking at its language. He did not intend, and he could 
not have mtended when he drew that amendment, to imply that Con- 
gress should have the legislative power toenforce it. He did not in- 
tend that or he would have put it in as we put it in the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments, when it was deemed necessary, for rea- 
sons which need not now be repeated. But when the Constitution 
enacts that no State Legislature shall pass a law of a particular char- 
acter, the Supreme Court of the United States will hold such law null 
and void, and that constitutioual principle is perfectly adequate and 
sufficient ; and if Mr. Blaine’s amendment were adopted without the 






m, or prohibit 
State for the 


Avcust 4, 
addition now proposed, it would mean exactly the same thing it 
means with the addition proposed. 

The proposition of the Judiciary Committee does not alter the 
meaning of the amendment of Mr. Blaine in the least. Why, then, do 


| you add to the original proposition when you do not alter its mean- 


ing? The reason is this: This constitutional amendment has got to 
pass the jealous scrutiny, not merely of both branches of Congress, 
but of three-fourths of the States, by the action of their State Lewis- 
latures or conventions, There is great anxiety and jealonsy for fear 
the powers of Congress, if any now exist under any particular cir- 
cuistances to affect the school systems in the various States, may be 
extended, or on the part of those who do not believe they exist, may 
be asserted. It is therefore for the purpose of commending this prop- 
osition to the people of the United States, and that no jealousies, or 


| alarms, unreasonable as they would be, may exist, that we propose to 


ided between | 
article shall not vest, enlarge, or diminish | 





express in terms that this shall be one of the class of amendments, 
like similar provisions in the Constitution, which do not enlarge the 
legislative powers of Congress. Nobody wants Congress shall under- 
take to legislate in regard to the school systems of the States, when 
there is no power except so far as it may be involved in the power to 
secure republican government, 

I suppose, Mr. Speaker, 1 go as far as any man on this floor in 
the desire that if the States refuse altogether to establish schoo! 
systems, Congress, under the power to secure a republican govern- 
ment, should interpose. I do not know there is any other gentleman 
ou this floor who is prepared to goas far as I doin that direction. 
I think they can doit in such a case just as, if a State should refuse 
to establish courts altogether, they could interfere. But it was not 
intended to embarrass this proposition for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution by alarming the fears or exciting the opposition of any 
American citizen in regard to that subject. And therefore I heartily 
concur with this amendment, which I had the honor to suggest in 
substance in the Judiciary Committee, and I trust it will be adopted. 

Mr. LORD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
LAWRENCE. ] 

Mr. KASSON. Before the gentleman from Massachusetts resumes 
his seat I desire to ask him one question. I observe that the lan- 
guage of the proposed constitutional amendment embraces grants of 
land for school purposes, including all those made by the United 
States, which we all know are numerous. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly they are numerous. It covers all grants 
of land or money. Now it struck me as remarkable that when the 
proposition seemed broad enough to cover every grant made by the 
United States, whether of money or lands, you should deny to the 
United States the power of that legislation that would be necessary 
to see to the administration of the funds or lands thus granted ; or, 
rather, not to see to the administration, but to guard against malad- 
ministration. 

Mr. LORD. I rise toa question of order. The gentleman is dis- 
cussing an abstract question, which does not arise under this joint 
resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. By the courtesy of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, I have been pointing out that the last clause had a scope be- 
yond what he suggested. 

Mr. HOAR. If the gentleman will hear the proposed amendment 
read again I think he will see that his objection entirely disappears. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again read the reso- 
lution as proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No State shall make any law respecting the establishment of religion or prohib- 
iting the free exercise thereof ; and no money raised by taxation in any State for 
the support of public schools or derived from any public fund therefor, nor any 
public lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious sect 


or denomination, nor shall any money so raised or lands so devoted be divided 
between religions sects or denominations. 


This article shall not vest, enlarge, or diminish legislative power in the Con- 
gress. 

Mr. KASSON. Now, my point has reference to the clause, “nor 
any public lands.” If the United States finds that a portion of ils 
public lands have been diverted to a religious sect, under this last 
clause it would be deprived of all power of enforcing this constitu- 
tional amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The answer to that is this: The remedy isin the courts. 
It is true, if the State appropriates to this unconstitutional purpose 
land originally granted by the United States, it would be included in 
this prohibition. But it is equally true that the remedy in the courts 
isample. Such an act would be null, waste paper; and the courts so 
declaring it, no title could be given under it. 

Mr. KASSON. But no suit against the State can be brought. 

Mr. LORD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
LAWRENCE. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I shall vote for this resolution to submit to the 
States the proposed amendment to the Constitution, whether the 
House shall put it in the form recommended by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee or shall determine to adopt it in the form in which it was 
originally presented to the House. I am so muchin favor of the pur- 
poses contained in this proposed constitutional amendment that Iam 
ready to take it in either form. I would prefer that it should be 
adopted in the form in which it was originally presented to the 
House, adding only in the body of the proposed amendment after 
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the word “sect” the words “or denomination,” which I suggested in 
the Judiciary Committee this morning, and which I think are neces- 
gary, or at least proper, to perfect and make uniform the language and 
purpose of the original proposition. I assented tothe other addition, 


wing the closing sentence of the substitute as agreed upon in the | 
fact I suggested the final | 


Judiciary Committee this morning; in 
words in which it was adoptedin committee. I did so assent because 
J desired that there should be a unanimous report of the Judiciary 


Committee in favor of the proposition to amend the Constitution ; 


ment. And I believe that in all probability it would not be possible 
to get this amendment adopted unless it was in this form; for 
there is so much jealousy against the exercise of power by Congress 
jn the affairs of a State that I feared this House would not adopt 
this proposition unless this amendment or additional sentence should 
be agreed to. 

Undoubtedly there is some authority for saying that where there 
is an amendment to the Constitution imposing restraints on a State, 
without a provision expressly declaring that Congress shall have 
sower to legislate to enforce it, that Congress cannot so legislate ; 
but 1 would prefer to let it rest upon authority or decisions of courts, 
whatever they are or may be, rather than to add a provision expressly 


excluding the power of Congress to legislate upon the subject. I | guarantee a republican form of government can have no effect if an 


would rather leave it just where all the first amendments were left; 
and in that view, if Congress cannot legislate to enforce the new 
article, this last and added sentence to it would be unnecessary. 

Mr. KASSON. It never has been made before. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. On the authorities as they are now claimed to 


stand this added sentence would not be necessary to exclude the power | 


of Congress to legislate. 

Mr. CONGER. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. The Constitution provides that— 

The Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
woper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers and all other powers vested 
= this Constitutioa in the Government of the United States, or in any Department 
or otticer thereof. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, undoubtedly. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I ask the gentleman if this proposition is not 
a denial to Congress of its power under that article? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I do not think it can exclude any power hereto- 
fore given by the clause of the Constitution which has been read, but 
it is a declaration that this article shall not, per se, vest or enlarge leg- 
islative power in Congress. This would seem to go so far as to say 
that it shall not draw after it any power in Congress to legislate either 
But it can- 


by virtue of the clause which has been read or any other. 
not exclude an existing power to legislate, as the power already ex- 
isting to establish schools under the authority, to guarantee a repub- 


lican form of government. This must be so, because this proposition 
says it shall not “ diminish” existing legislative power. It is because 
the effect will be as I have stated it that I would prefer the original 
proposition—the constitutional amendment as it was originally in- 
troduced in the House—so that if Congress or the courts should ever 
hereafter determine, as they possibly might, that under the original 
proposition there is or could be under proper circumstances legisla- 
tive power in Congress to enforce it, the people would have the ben- 
efit of that power. If the States will not submit to the restraints 
imposed by the national Constitution or carry into effect the rights 
thereby secured there should be a power somewhere to give them vig 
orous effect. Congress should have power in such case to do what 
the States refuse to do. No provision of the Constitution should be 
left a mockery and a sham. 

I may say further that I have repeatedly expressed the opinion in 
this House that under the Constitution as it now stands, under the 
power of Congress to guarantee a republican form of government to 
the States, if a State should fail to provide for common schools, with- 
out which no republican government can exist, Congress would have 
the power to legislate for the establishment of schools in such State. 

I adhere to that opinion now, and this power will exist if the pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution should be adopted either with 
or without the last and added sentence of the pending substitute. 
rhe words of this sentence are, “This article shall not vest, enlarge, 
or diminish legislative power in Congress.” Notice the word diminish. 
This word, or the whole sentence, implies that there is elsewhere in 
the Constitution some power to legislate on the subject of schools. 
In this sentence there is an implied concession that under some other 
provision of the Constitution there is or may be power in Congress 
to legislate upon the subject of schools in the States. 

This is the view I take of this question, and I hope that in some 
form or other this amendment will be agreed to. If we cannot now 
secure it in a form to enable Congress to enforce it by legislation, the 
national courts will at all events have jarisdiction to maintain and 
give it effect and secure rights under it, and, if necessary, Congress can 
hereafter be clothed with power to enforce its provisions by legisla- 
tion. I regret the long delay in reporting this subject to the House 
for its action. No part of the responsibility for the delay rests on me. 

The true theory of our Government. justice, and the enlightened 
public sentiment of the country require action on this subject, and 
in the direction and to secure the purposes contemplated by the pro- 
posed amendment of the Constitution. 
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Mr. BANKS. I desire to make the suggestion to the gentleman 
from Ohio and to my colleagué who has spoken upon it that I wish 
to call attention to the amendment proposed by this joint resolution. 
If the Constitution is amended so as to secure the object embraced 
in the principal part of this proposed amendment it prohibits the 
States from exercising the power they now exercise. Congress at 
present has no power to legislate upon this subject in any way or form. 

If this amendment becomes a part of the Constitution by the con- 


| currence of the States with Congress the amendment declaring that 
and I did so because I desired that the House should pass this amend- | 


the powers of Congvess shall not be enlarged or diminished on the 


| subject then Congress will have no more power to legislate on it than 


it has now. It absolutely excludes and precludes any legislation by 
Congress; therefore this amendment takes out of the body of the 
Constitution that power which was guaranteed to Congress by the 
old Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR here made a remark which was inandible to the reporters. 

Mr. BANKS. What I want to say is that I do not see it in that 
light. If the Constitution itself precludes any legislation by Con- 
gress, and Congress refuses by constitutional amendment to dimin- 
ish or enlarge the powers of Congress, it cannot, after that amend- 
ment is adopted, execute any powers conferred upon it by the old 
Constitution. But the gentleman from Ohio says that the right to 


express amendment to the Constitution prohibits the exercise of that 
power. 

Mr. LORD. I must resume the floor. This question has been be- 
fore the Congress for nearly eight months, and lias been pressed upon 
on attention by the President, by the press, and by the most dis- 
tinguished republican leader in the House. The Committee on the 
Judiciary have unanimously adopted his amendment almost in his 
verbis. I will say that the gentleman who introduced the amend- 
ment—and I know his views upon this question, for he stated them 
to me more than once—never contended that such amendment 
to the Constitution, which was drawn by him, conferred any legis- 
lative power on Congress whatever, and he never intended that it 
should. But inasmuch as this question, as said by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,]is one that has been watched with 
some jealousy and inasmuch as several Congresses in the adoption of 
past amendments have added a clause to each amendment declara- 
tory of the power of Congress, it was deemed wise to add to this arti- 
cle that it should not ‘vest, diminish, or enlarge” legislative power 
in Congress. It was understood by the committee, and I believe that 
on reflection it will without exception be understood by the House, 
that this additional clause does not in any manner change the pre- 
ceding part of the proposed article. It is simply declaratory; more 
than this, if Congress had any power over the question before, it is 
thoroughly and absolutely reserved. The criticism, therefore, of the 
learned gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKs] falls utterly to 
the ground, because the proposed amendment provides that this arti- 
cle shall not “ vest, diminish, or enlarge” the power of the Congress. 
Mark the words, “shall not diminish the power of the Congress.” 
Therefore if the Congress has any power now, under any possible 
view, over the subject-matter of the proposed amendment, such power 
remains in full force and vigor. The words of limitation only apply 
to the proposed article; I repeat, any power the Congress has under 
the Coustitution is expressly affirmed and reserved. Therefore, so far 
from the power of the Congress in the premises being affected, even 
to the thousandth part of a hair, we aflirm that any power thai the 
Constitution has vested in the Congress heretofore will be there when 
this constitutional amendment is adopted by the States. And we 
allege that the proposed article, with the addition made by the com- 
mittee, will be submitted precisely as its author intended it should 
be. Under these circumstances I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary was agreed to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will order the yeas and 
nays to be now called, as this is a proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution, and it requires a two-thirds vote, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 7, not vot- 
ing 98: as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ainsworth, Atkins, Bagby, John TH. Bagley, jr., 
William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bell, Blair, Bland, Boone, Bright, 
John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, 
Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Cannon, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Caulfield, Chittenden, 
John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, Cox, Crounse, 
Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Debbins, Dannell, Durand, Dur 
ham, Eames, Eden, Evans, Felton, Finley, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Frye, 
Garfield, Gause, Goode, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, 
Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Hartridce, Hartzell, Haymond, Hen 
derson, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Hoar, Holman, Hopkins, Hunton, Hurd, Hyman, 
Jenks, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Lamar, Franklin Landers, Lan¢ 
Lapham, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Levy, Lewis, Lord, Lynch, Lynde, Mackey, 
Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, MeDill, McFarland, McMahon, Metcalfe, Miller 
Milliken, Mills, Monroe, Morgan. Morrison, Mutchler, Neal, New, O' Neill, Packer, 
Page, Payne, William A. Phillips, Pierce, Piper, Plaisted, Platt. Poppleton, Potter, 
Powell, Pratt, Rainey, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John 
Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, 
Savage, Scales, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, William E 
Smith, Southard, Springer, Stenger, Stevenson, Stones, Teese, Terry, Thomas, ‘Thomp 
son, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, John 
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Vance, Waddell, CharlesC. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, Warren, been disagreed to. The Senate requests a conference with the House 


Erastus Wells, White, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus 8S. Williams, 
James Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wil- 


son, James Wilson, Woodburn, and Yeates —180 
NA YS—Messrs. Blackburn, Bradford, John H. Caldwell, John B. Clarke of Ken- 
tacky, Forney, Knott, and ©’ Brien—7. 


,OT VOTING—Measrs. Anderson, Ashe,George A. Bagley, John H. Baker, Baas, 
Beebe, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, Buckner, Burleigh, Campbell, Candler, Chapin, 
Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, De Bolt, Denison, Douglas, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, 
Faulkner, Faller, Gibson, Glover, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
Hill, Hege, Hooker, Hoskins, House, Hubbell, Hanter, Hurlbut, Frank Jones, 
Kelley, Kimball, King, George M. Landers, Le Moyne, Luttrell, Magoon, Meade, 
Money, Nash, Norton, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Purman, James B. 
Reilly, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Sheakley, Sparks, 
Spencer, Strait, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thornburgh, Martin IL. Townsend, Tucker, 
Robert B. Vance, Wait, Waldron, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Wall- 


ing, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, 
Charles G. Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando 
Wood, Woodworth, and Young—8. 


So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the joint resolution was 
passed. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were 
made : 

Mr. COCHRANE. My colleague, Mr. Ross, of Pennsylvania, is ab- 
rent by leave of the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. My colleague, Mr. WALLING, is absent by 
leave of the House; if present he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. JOHN REILLY. My colleague, Mr. James B. REILLY, is ab- 
sent on important business by leave of the House. 

Mr. RICE. My colleague, Dr. COWAN, is detained at home on ac- 
count of injuries received by a fall from his carriage; if present he 
would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HARTZELL. 
the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. My colleague, Mr. Buss, is absent by leave of the 
House; if present he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HAKDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. Roperr HAMILTON, is 
detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague, Mr. WALDRON, is absent by leave of 
the House; if present he would vote * ay.” 

Mr. WILLARD. My colleagues, Mr. W. B. WiiuiaMs and Mr. 
BRADLEY, are absent by leave of the House; if present they would 
‘oth vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. CASWELL. My colleagues, Mr. Caarnces G. WILLIAMS and Mr. 
MAGoon, are both absent on leave; if here they would vote “ay.” 

Mr. STEVENSON. My colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, is absent by 
reason of sickness; if present he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague, Mr. FULLER, is absent by leave of 
the House; if present he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HANCOCK. My colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, is absent from 
the House on account of sickness; if present he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. PIERCE. My colleagne, Mr. Crapo, is absent; if present he 
would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My colleague, Mr. ODELL, is absent 
on account of sickness; if present he would vote “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LORD. The gentleman from Maryland, Mr. O'BRIEN, went home 
this afternoon, under the impression that this joint resolution would 
not be voted upon this afternoon. He desired to be heard upon it, so 
he told me, for four or five minutes. I ask unanimous consent that 
he be granted leave to have printed in the Recorp a five-minute 
speech on this subject. 

Mr. RUSK. Twenty-five, if he wants it. 

No objection was made; and Mr. O'BRIEN was accordingly granted 
leave to print in the Recorp remarks on the proposed constitutional 
amendment, 


My colleague, Mr. SPARKS, is absent by leave of 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. DUNNELL. The Speaker did me the honor this morning to 
appoint me one of the managers on the part of the House upon the 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No, 3022) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 
Since then I have received a telegram which makes it necessary for 
me to leave town this evening. IL therefore ask to be excused from 
service on that conference. 

No objection was made, and Mr. DUNNELL was excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. CONGER in place of Mr. 
DUNNELL, 

Mr. WILLARD. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


COUNTERFEIT TRADE-MARKS. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to call up from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (S. No. 846) to punish counterfeiting of trade-mark goods and the 
sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark goods. This bill has been 
returned from the Senate, where the amendments of the House have 


and has appointed managers for that purpose. I move that the House 
insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore subsequently announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. J. H. BaGLEY, Mr. HARTZELL, and Mr. SAMPSON as the 
conferees on the part of the House. 


WILLIAM B. THOMAS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. WILLARD] who has moved that the House adjourn, I 
ask to submit for reference to the Committee of Accounts a resolu- 
tion designed to correct a mistake in the settlement of the accounts 
of one of the employés of the House. 

Mr. HEREFORD. What is the amount? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Fifty-nine dollars. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the C'erk ef the Touse of Representatives is hereby instructed 
and authorized to pay to William B. Thomas 259.34 for services rendered in the 
Doorkeeper’s department from April 1 to April 15, 1876, inclusive. 


There being no objection, the resolution was received and referred 
to the Committee of Accounts. 


CLERK FOR SUBCOMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee of Accounts, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the subcommittee on forcign affairs, having in charge the inves- 
tigation of the Venezuelan mixed commission, be, and they are hereby, allowed to 
employ a clerk from the Itth day of July, 1876, to the close of the present session ; 
and the compensation of said clerk shall be fixed at $4 per day. 


COMMISSION ON RE-ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. Ban- 
NING and Mr. HURLBUT as members on the part of the Honse of the 
commission upon the subject of reform and re-organization of the 
Army, as provided for in the fourth section of the act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 361) to reduce the area of the military reservation 
of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. 


HARO ARCHIPELAGO, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before tne 
House a letter from the Secretary of War,in relation to House bill 
No. 3878 for the relief of settlers on San Juan, Orcas, and other Isi 
ands in the Haro Archipelago, San Juan County, Washington Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted- 

To Mr. BUCKNER indefinitely; 

To Mr. Puiips, of Missouri, indefinitely; 

To Mr. Donsins for six days; 

To Mr. Abport for ten days from August 5; 

To Mr. MILLIKEN indefinitely from Monday next ; 

To Mr. DUNNELL for two weeks; and 

To Mr. Le Moyne for ten days. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WILLARD that the 
House adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
and fifty-tive minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were pre- 
sented at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. GOODIN: The petition of J. H. Rogers, electrician of the 
House of Representatives, for the appointment of a special committee 
to examine and report upon the probable cost and efficiency of his 
plan of taking the vote of the House of sapecenaasvee and for call- 
ing pages thereof, to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of James Burk, for a pension, to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of California, asking that certain lands along the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad reserved by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
from sale or settlement be restored to entry and sale, to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 5 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking for legis- 
lation that will cheapen telegraphic facilities for the State of Cali- 
fornia, to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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IN SENATE, 
SATURDAY, August 5, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, and was interrupted by 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to dispense with the further reading of 
the Journal. There is nobody here, and there is no use reading it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the further reading will be dispensed with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess for one hour. 
I do not believe in two or three people coming here and waiting. 

Mr. HARVEY. I hope not. I[ thinka call of the Senate will be 
better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate take a recess for one hour. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 3, 
noes LI. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum present. 
The Secretary will call the roll of Senators. 

The Secretary called the roll, and sixteen Senators answered to 
their names. 

Mr. HARVEY. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

After some delay, twenty more Senators having entered the Cham- 
ber, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at eleven o’clock and fifteen minutes 
a.m.) announced that there was a quorum present. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MCDONALD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2271) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Hannah W. Sumner, widow of Major-General Edwin V. Sumner, re- 
ported it without amendment, the committee adopting the report of 
the House committee. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a letter of the Secretary of War, communicating the ofter of 
the State of Texas and the International and Great Northern Rail- 
way Company to donate to the United States the land upon which 
Fort Elliott is built, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill. 

The bill (S. No. 1031) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept 
a conveyance of the site of Fort Elliott, Texas, was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. LOGAN. I also, from the same committee, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2653) making appropriations for the improve- 
ment and repair of the military road between Springfield and Fort 
Randall, in the Territory of Dakota, report it without amendment. 
I was instructed by the committee to refer the bill to the Secretary 
of War for information. Having received the informa‘téon, which 
shows the necessity of the bill, | take the responsibility of reporting 
it back, that it may go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

MARY A. ALLEN, 


Mr. LOGAN. I move that the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 
1496) granting a pension to Mary A. Allen was indefinitely postponed. 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Bruce] making the report, be re- 
considered, in order that it may be placed on the Calendar. 
it is a bill that ought to be considered by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the vote indefinitely postponing the bill be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BOUTWELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1032) authorizing the appointment of a 
commission to consider the expediency of issuing a silver dollar and 
making the same a legal tender; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill reported by the Committee on Privileges and Elee- 
tions in regard to counting the electoral votes. I made a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and I thought that 
my motion was still pending. The other day when it was called up 
I was told that the reconsideration had been ordered. I now pro- 
pose that we take up the bill and act upon it without any debate, in 
order that it may go to the House of Representatives to see whether 
an agreement can be arrived at. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 1. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose it will take but a moment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I shall not interpose any objection if my friend 
from Ohio 

Mr. THURMAN. 


I propose that we just. vote upon the bill at 
once. 





I think | 


J 
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Mr. WRIGHT. Then I shall not object. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 1) to provide for and regulate the counting of votes for 
President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions arising 
thereon. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. T!I{URMAN. The yeas and nays were ordered before, and were 
taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we order the yeas and nays it may give rise 
to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It need not give rise to any debate, but I do not 
want the bill to pass without my name appearing voting for or 
against it on the record, as it is a bill of great importance, and other- 
wise might appear as if passed by unanimous consent. I therefore, 
as everybody agreed it ought to be acted upon by yeas and nays be- 
fore, ask for the yeas and nays again; it will not take any time. I 
do not propose to debate it at all. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I ask that the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Is the Clerk reading the bill as amended ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One amendment was made to it. 
The Clerk is reading it as it stands on its passage as amended. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as 
follows: 


The question is on the passage of 


That the Senate and House of Representatives shall assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, at the hour of one o'clock p. m., on the last Wednesday 
in January next succeeding the meeting of the electors of President and Vice- 
President of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be their pre- 
siding officer; two tellers shall be appointed on the part of the Senate and two on 
the part of the louse of Representatives, to whom shall be handed as they are 
opened by the President of the Senate the certiticates of the electoral votes, which 
certificates shall be opened, presented, and acted upon in the alphabetical order of 
the States, beginning with the letter A; and said tellers, having read the same in 
the presence and hearing of the two Houses then assembled, shall make a list of 
the votes as they shall appear from the said certificates; and the votes having 
peen counted, the result of the same shall be delivered to the President of the Sen- 
ate, who shall thereupon announce the state of the vote and the names of the per- 
sons, if any, elected, which announcement shall be deemed a suflicient de. laration 
of the persons elected President and Vice-President of the United States and, to- 
gether with a list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. If 
upon the reading of any such certificate by the tellers any question shall arise in 
regard to counting the votes therein certified, the same having been stated by the 
presiding officer, the Senate shall thereupon withdraw and said question ehall be 
submitted to the body for its decision ; and the Speaker of the Houne of Repre- 
sentatives shall in like manner submit said question to the House of Representa 
tives for its decision; and no electoral vote or votes from any State to the counting 
of which objections have been made shall be rejected except by the affirmative vote 
of the two Houses. When the two Houses have voted, they shall immediately 
re-assemble, and the presiding officer shall then announce the decision of the ques 
tion submitted 

Sec. 2. That if more than one return shall be received by the President of the 
Senate from a State, purporting to be the certificates of electoral votes given at 
the last preceding election for President and Vice-President in such State, all such 
returns shall be opened by him in the presence of the two Houses when assembled 
to count the votes; and that return and that only from snch State shall be counted 
which the two Houses acting separately shall decide to ve the true and valid re 
turn. 

Sec. 3. That when the two Houses separate to decide upon an objection that may 
have been made to the counting of any electoral vote or votes from any State, each 
Senator and Representative may speak to such objection or question ten minut: s, 
and not oftener than once: Provided, That aftersuch debate has lasted two hours 
it shall be the duty of each House to put the main question without further debate, 

Sec. 4. At such joint meeting of the two Houses, seats shall be provided as fol 
lows: For the President of the Senate, the Speaker's chair; for the Speaker, im 
mediately upon his left; the Senators in the body of the Hall upon theright of the 
presiding officer ; for the Representatives, in the body of the Hall not provided for 
the Senators ; for the tellers, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the Honse of 
Representatives, at the Clerk's desk ; for the other officers of the two Houses, in 
front of the Clerk's desk and upon each side of the Speaker's platform. Such joint 
meeting shall not be dissolved until the electoral votes are all counted and the re 
sult declared ; and no recess shall be taken unless a question stall have arisen in 
regard to counting any such votes, in which case it sball be competent for either 
House, acting separately, in the manner hereinbefore provided, to direct a recess 
of such House not beyond the next day at the hour of ten o'clock in the forenoon. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to be heard one moment in order to 
make an inquiry of the Senator from Ohio. I notice that this bill, 
which it is proposed to make an act of Congress, provides for the 
length of the time that any Senator or Representative may speak 
when the Senate is acting separately and the House is acting sep- 
arately. I wish to know if that is not trenching upon the constitu- 
tional power of each House to make its own rules to regulate its own 
proceedings. 

Mr. THURMAN. The joint rule heretcfore adopted prohibited all 
debate, and it seems to have been held good. No question was ever 
made in respect of that rule. If we have the right to legislate upon 
this subject, as I think we have—and this whole bill goes upon that 
foundation—then I think we have a right to regulate the mode of 
procedure so that it shall not be defeated, as it otherwise might be, 
by the consumption of time in speaking. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you might pass a law as to all bills. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let me ask the Senator from Ohio if this is not the 
precise condition of things: The Senate makes its own rule; the 
House make their owu rules; when the two bodies are together it is 
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neither the House nor the Senate, but a convention, and this will be 
a convention agreed upon by both branches. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the bill refers to their action when they are | 
separate. Your answer would be perfeet when they acted together. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 suppose the object of the vote is to have 
this bill referred to a committee of conference. I would suggest to | 
the Senator from Ohio whether it would not be a better plan to re- 
consider the vote upon the third reading and to make the bill here as 
we think it ought to be. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, It seems to me, as I recollect the bill, 
there is an omission in it. There is no provision made in case two 
sets of returns come up from the same State. That is left open. There 
was an amendment to mect that difficulty which I offered myself, | 
which I really think is the best one, not because I offered it, but after | 
hearing the whole discussion. I had offered another which 1 with- 
drew and presented this one, which was to provide that in that event | 
the question shall be determined by the President of the Senate, the | 
Speaker of the House, and the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of | 
the United States. I am perfectly satisfied in my own mind that we | 
cannot meet this exigency better than by adopting that amendment. 
There is, I think, reported to the Senate a constitutional amendment | 
covering this case; but that of course does not apply to the present 
year. Iam not the manager of the bill and do not propose to make 
any motion, except merely to suggest that we should reconsider the 
third reading and adopt some amendment providing for that omission | 
in the present bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not the least objection to that course; but 
I suggested that we take the vote on the bill in deference to the opin- | 
ion of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morron,]the chairman of the 
committee, who reported the bill, and who theught it had better go | 
to the House and let the Honse amend it, and then the Senate could 
agree or disagree to their amendment, and in case of disagreement 
have a committee of conference; but for my own part I am perfectly 
indifferent which course may be taken. I think something ought to 
be done, and as time is so short, I am in favor of that course which 
is most likely to effect the passage of an act on this subject. I con- 
fess that 1am a little apprehensive of the result if we merely pass 
this bill as it is, with the objection which prevails on all this side of 
the Chamber, and which is very weighty with me, which I had great 
diflieulty in overcoming so far as to vote for the bill, that there is no | 
provision made in case of two returns from a State, which was the | 

| 
| 


fatal point in the bill, and which was the cause of nearly every vote | 
on this side of the Chamber being cast against it. Should the bill 
go in that way to the House of Representat:v>s, 1 am very apprehen- 
sive that nothing will be done, and I would be perfectly willing 
that the vote should be taken on any one of the propositions that 
have been made to amend the bill to supply the deficiency of the bill 
in that respect. 1 will go further and say that if I can get nothing 
else I will vote for the amendment, if I understand it correctly, pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey, There may be some doubtas 
to whether that is strictly within the spirit of the Constitution; but 
I am inclined to think that if we have the power to legislate upon 
the subject at all we have the power to adopt that amendment, and 
that is the better impression, although I confess that Iam not as 
clear on it as I should like to be. But rather than let matters stand 
as they are I would vote for that amendment in the hope that the 
House might propose even something better, or if they did not, that 
it might result in a conference committee that would agree upon some- 
thing better. If the Senator from New Jersey sees fit to move to re- 
consider the third reading of the bill I shall make no objection. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., I will test the view of the Senate by mak- 
ing that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now open to amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wouldsuggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that the bill be passed over for the present, and taken up after I can 
prepare the amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope it will be with the general understanding 
that when the amendment is prepared the bill shall be taken up. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That general understanding must take its chances 
with everything else. 

Mr. HOWE. It is to be taken up at some time when nothing else 
is pending, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asked unauimous comsent that it be taken up as soon as the amend- 
meut was prepared. The Chair heard no objection to that suggestion, 
and so stated, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object, not that I shall make the slightest op- 
position, but in the present stage of the session we cannot foresee 
what at any particular moment may be the pending urgency. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then let the bill be laid aside informally, subject 
to be called up at any tjme. 

Mr. MORTON. Is that the understanding of the Senate ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the suggestion 
now made by the Senator from Rhode Island?) The Chair hears none. 
Mr. MORTON. If that is the understanding, then I ask the Senate 


| to take up the resolution I offered several days ago in regard to print- 


ing the President’s message and accompanying documents and which 
I gave notice yesterday I should ask the Senate to consider this morn- 
ing. I move now to proceed to the consideration of that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is morning business. The 
Senator from Iowa is on the floor. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I rise to call attention to a little bill before the 
Senator proceeds with his resolution. 

Mr. MORTON. If the resolution is taken up I will give way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All of us have a little bill apiece, and it will take 
all the time. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend from Vermont suggests that we all have 
a little bill. I have one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have one about those poor sailors in that mon- 
itor that are going to have their bones blown in the midst of the sea 
that I want to have the Senate act upon speedily. 

Mr. MORTON, I hope my friend from Iowa will allow me to havo 
the resolution taken up. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have no wish to yield, but if there is no objection 
to taking it up I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN, I wish to say to the Senator from Indiana that I 
fee] bound to oppose taking this matter up. It will be debated. 

Mr. MORTON. I propose to submit it to a vote of the Senate. 

THE HAMBURGH RIOTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa has yielded 
to the Senator from Indianaand the Senator from Indiana moves the 
present consideration of the resolution referred to by him. 

Mr. THURMAN. Of course I cannot discuss the merits of this 


| resolution upon the proposition to take it up, but I hope the Senate 


will not take it up, because it will give rise to a very useless debate, 
in my judgment, a debate occupying time which might be better 
occupied with the business that is before the Senate and that ought 
to be attended to in the few days of this session that are left. I think 
that there is some more important business pending before the Sen- 
ate and to come before it than printing papers as mere electioneering 
documents. The Senate has before it now the usual number of cop- 
ies of this message; it has all before it that is necessary for the in- 
formation of the Senate or to enable it to inaugurate any legislation 
that may be proper. There can then be no object whatever in order- 


| ing ten thousand copies of this message to be printed at the public 


expense but to circulate it. That is the whole of it—not for purposes 
of legislation; for no purpose in the world but 

Mr. EDMUZDS. That is debating the merits. 

Mr. THURMAN. I say there is much more important business than: 
this before the Senate, and I hope the Senate will not proceed to con- 
sider this resolution and waste time upon it. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us get up'the resolution first. 

Mr. MORTON. If I can get a vote on it, I will yield. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the resolution is taken up I wish to say 
as a member of the Committee on Printing that I did not join in rec- 
ommending the adoption of the resolution. I feel it my duty to my- 
self as a member of the committee to say that it does not come here 
with the unanimous consent of the Committee on Printing before this 
body. If the matter is taken up and becomes a subject of discussion 
here, I shall have something to say on the merits of the resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator was not in, I believe, when the re- 
port was made which was made by me, and I stated that it was not 
unanimous and that I would not call it upin the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware who was opposed to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana to take up the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MERRIMON, (after having first voted in the negative.) I am 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLAYTON] upon politi- 
cal questions. I believe my friend from Indiana [Mr. Morton] re- 
gards this as a political question and I must observe my pair on this 
vote. I therefore desire to withdraw my vote and to state that if 
the Senator from Arkansas were here he would vote “yea” and I 
should vote “nay.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
drawn if there be no ae. The Chair hears none. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 30, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Conover, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton, Hamlin, Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Logan, McMillan, 


Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, West, Windom, 
and Wright—30. 


NA YS—Messrs. Cockrell, Cooper, Dennis, Eaton, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, 
Key, McCreery, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, and Withers— 
15. 





The Senator’s vote will be with- 


ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Bruce, Burnside, Clayton, 
Conkling Davis, Dawes, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, 
McDonald, Maxey, Merrimon, Oglesby, Paddock, Randolph, Robertson, Sharon, 
Sherman, Stevenson, and Whyte—26. 


So the motion was agreed to. 





PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have a little bill that I do not think will take 
long. It is a House bill, and it is important that the amendment 

wnld be agreed to and sent back to the House. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask leave to make a report. 

Mr. MORTON. There are but a few minutes of the morning hour 
left and I see a number of Senators rising. I must ask for the dispo- 
sition of this resolution. Ishould like to accommodate my friends 
as a matter of course, but I want this resolution disposed of. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not understand the request of the Senator 
from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. I would say to my friend from Iowa that while I 
should like to accommodate him and the Senator from Minnesota 
and others who have business, there are but a few minutes left and 
I] hope we shall have this resolution disposed of in the morning hour. 
If I vield to one I must yield to all. 

Mr. WRIGHT. My friend cannot object to me. I had the floor 
and y ielded to him. 

Mr. MORTON. Lhad the floor when the Senator from Iowa rose. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The President pro tempore decided I had the tlooi 
and I yielded to the Senator. 

Mr. MORTON, If my friend’s business does not give rise to any 
debate, [ will not object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Lam very sure it will not elicit any debate. I ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 3168. I 
send to the desk the substitute recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Phere being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to par- 
tition of real estate in the District of Columbia was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

rhe Committee on the Judiciary reported the bill with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That in all cases of partition in the District of Columbia, the court, in decreeing 
the partition of any lands and tenements, or any richt or interest therein, legal or 
equitable, may, if it satisfactorily appears that said lands and tenements, or any 
estate or interest therein, cannot be divided without loss or injury to the parties 
interested, deeree a sale thereof and a division of the money arising from such 
sale, among the parties, according to their respective rights and interests. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Scnate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

rhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

Che bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE HAMBURGH RIOTS. 

Mr. MORTON. I now ask for a vote on the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution which will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President's message and accompanying docn- 
ments in regard to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to postpone that order and take up the 
bill reported by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate to provide for 
the creation of a sinking fund for the payment of the debts of the 
Pacitie railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio, 

Mr. MORTON. I do not think that this resolution onght to be an- 
tagonized by the Pacific Railroad bill or by any other matter. My 
friend from Ohio suggested a few moments ago that there could be 
but one object in asking to print 10,000 copies of this message and 
the accompanying documents, and that that object was to circulate 
them. I agree with my friend, that is the object; it is to circulate 
documents and convey the information to the people. It refers to a 
very important, a very significant transaction, one which the people 
of this country ought to understand. I regret to observe this morn- 
ing in reading the letters of Mr. Tilden and Mr. Hendricks that they 
did not see fit to take notice of this transaction or transactions of a 
kindred character. They had much to say about the currency, about 
corruption in office, about civil-service reform, but they had no time 
and they had no place to say anything in regard to this massacre and 
this slaughter that has shocked the nation. 

There are circumstances attending this slaughter which the coun- 
try ought to understand, which are of a most significant, of a political, 
and I may say of a dangerous character. I think that this message 
ought to be printed with the accompanying documents and put into 
the hands of the people, and that it is quite as important at this time 
to attend to this as any other matter that can be brought before 
the Senate. There has been a great deal of time in the last few 
months in which to attend to the Pacific Railroad matter, and there 
will be time hereafter. But now this matter is before the Senz.te, 
and I hope it will not be shoved off by any bill to provide for a sink- 
ing fund for the Pacific Railroad or for any other purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the purpose of this resolution is 
admitted. It is merely to print at the public expense an account of 
a very deplorable transaction that took place in Sonth Carolina—a 
transaction which, if it has been correctly stated, (and how that is I 
do not know, for I have seen no authentic account of it,) is one that 
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every good man in the country deplores. There is no nocessity of 
bringing it to the attention of the people of this country in any ex 
traordinary manner in order tosecure their condemnation of any such 
transaction, if, as I say, the transaciion is what it has been reported 
to be, about which I know nothing, as I have already said, having 
seen no authentic account of that transaction. : 

But, Mr. Presic ent, here is a most extraordinary state of thins. 
Whenever any violence takes place in one section of this Union there 
are Senators on this floor always ready to print large numbers of 
copies of accounts of that transaction at the public expense just be- 
fore an election, while murders may go on again, again, and again, 
until the very neighborhood is red with blood in other sections of the 
Union, and not one word is said abont them or any prop»sition made 
to print any account of them. The reason of this is very apparent 
indeed. Youcan have murdersin Pennsylvania; youcan have Molly 
Maguires in Pennsylvania slanghtering people; you can have vio- 
lence in Indiana; you can have people hung up by the neck there 
withont judge or jury; the same thing can take place in Ohio, as it 
has, and it excites no indignation whatever in the breast of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will allow me to say one word in regard to Pennsylvania. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. He has referred to murders in 


| Pennsylvania. There have been most horrid murders there, and a 


great many of them, but the anthorities of the State have gone to 
work as honest officials should do, and have arrested the murderers 
and have already condemned five or six of them to be hanged, and be- 
fore they get through with them more than thirty will be hanged 
until they are dead in the counties of Schuylkill and Carbon alone. 
Whenever the people of the South will take the same rapid and legal 
measures to punish those who have committed murders in South Car- 
olina, then I shall be glad to say they have done well; but I see no 
effort at all in that direction, except that the governor of the State 
has had a coroner’s jury convened and that jury has said that the 
most foul and atrocious murders have been committed at Hambureh 
on a number of harmless and unotlending negroes, and it is believed 
on all hands that it will be impossible to find any jury in the State 
that will convict them, for they were negroes and the murderers are 
whites who feared the equality that the musket and the drill will 
make between the races under the protection of law. In the State 
of Pennsylvania every man, of whatever politics he may be, has been 
Vigilant in endeavoring to punish the guilty wretches, and they will 
all be punished by the most severe punishment that the laws of this 
country can inflict upon anybody. They will be hanged by the neck 
until they are dead, dead; all good men will feel that they are safe. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? I want 
to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if the murders by the Molly 
Maguires are considered political murders in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. No, they are not political mur- 
ders. The murders were always committed by democrats upon men 
who are not democrats. [Laughter.] But democrats and republi- 
cans with equal zeal are striving to convict them. 

Mr. THURMAN. That may pass for what it is worth. But now 
the Senator says that they are punished in Pennsylvania. What 
right has he to say that they will not be punished in South Carolina; 
and if they are not punished in South Carolina, whose fault is it? 
The governor is a republican; the Legislature is republican ; every 
judge on the bench I am told is a republican ; the attorney-general is 
a republican ; and so far as I have been informed, and I believe it is 
true, every commonwealth’s attorney in South Carolina is also a re- 
publican. If, then, the laws are not enforced there, whose fault is it? 

Mr. GORDON. Will my friend from Ohio allow me to make this 
suggestion also, that I believe it is true (and the Senator from South 
Carolina will know whether it is or not) that every militia company, 
perhaps not every one but nearly every company in that State that 
belongs to the State militia is a black company and armed at the pub- 
lic expense. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
him a question? Under the militia law of South Carolina is it not 
competent for the white people of the State to organize as well as 
the blacks? 

Mr. GORDON. Altogether so; but unfortunately the white com- 
panies have not been allowed arms. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In reply to the Senator from Georgia I will 
state that the militia companies in South Carolina are all colored, 
but we have military organizations in South Carolina that are white, 
that are’ not responsible to the State government at all. They call 
themselves rifle clubs. 

Mr. MORTON. Are there many of them? 

Mr. PATTERSON. A great many of them in the State, and they 
hold no allegiance to the State authority. 

Mr. GORDON. I believe they arm themselves at their own ex- 
yense. 

Mr. PATTERSON. They arin and uniform themselves at their own 
expense. 

Mr. THURMAN. How can that take place without the sanction 
of law? If that is an illegal organization —— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state to the Senator that they were or- 
ganized under the incorporation law and call their captains presidents, 
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Mr. THURMAN. Very well; then let your republican Legislature 
repeal the law. That is all yon have to do if these white companies 
are illegal. If they are formed for any unlawful or treasonable pur- 
pose, if they do not— 

Mr. PATTERSON. If we did that we should repeal all the incor- 
poration acts of the State and have no corporations. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then upon my word I should very likely think 
that was about the caliber of the Legislature of South Carolina, that 
it cannot prohibit an illegal armed organization without repealing all 
the incorporation acts of the State. That is just about the caliber of 
the South Carolina Legislature of late years. 

Mr. GORDON. I should like to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina at that point, with the permission of the Senator from Ohio, 
whether the law to which he refers does not make it a penitentiary 
offense for any companies to organize except in accordance with law ; 
and if that be true, if these gentlemen are organized in violation of 
law, why is it that the courts of that State have not put them all in 
the penitentiary long ago? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not think there is any such law as that. I} 


never heard of it. 

Mr. GORDON. I think the Senator is not informed 

Mr. PATTERSON. The question has been discussed in the papers. 
They claim the right to organize under the jncorporation act. 

Mr. THURMAN. The organizations to which the Senator from 
South Carolina refers are lawful organizations or they are unlawful. 
If they are unlawful they are subject to punishment. If they are 
lawful who can object to them ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not say they were unlawful. I say they 
exist. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly; and would the Senator disarm all the 
white men in South Carolina? I am sure he would not. But we are 
getting away from the point. I want to know who is authorized to 
say that South Carolina will not enforce her laws just as much as 
Pennsylvania will enforce hers? The Senator from South Carolina 
says they have indicted these men. 

Mr, PATTERSON. If the Senator will allow me I will correct him 
there. The authorities of South Carolina are going ahead and trying 
to enforce the law. The coroner has had an inquest, and there has 
been.a return made. The State authorities are going to try to punish 
these parties. I do not know whether they will succeed or not. 
They have never succeeded in punishing anybody for killing negroes 
down there yet. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, Mr. President, we have the acknowledg- 
ment that the authorities of South Carolina are proceeding to punish 
these men, or trying to do it. What can any authorities do except 
to try to do it until they actually get aconviction? But here is a fact 
that I call your attention to, that the executive, the Legislature, the 
courts, the attorney-general, the prosecuting attorneys, the sheriffs, 
in South Carolina are all republican, and if they do not execute the 
law in that State it is their own fault. But what are you to do 
about it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish the Senator from Ohio to go a little 
further and just say that the juries are not all republicans. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir; and when any man says to me that be- 
cause a juror is not a republican he will not render an honest verdict, 
I say he libels his State. I say there is not a State in this Union upon 
which any such libel ought to be cast. If that is the state of society 
in South Carolina, that men will not render judgments because of 
their political differences, there is anarchy there. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, 
I will say in answer to that, that men have been tried in South 
Carolina for political murders, and they have not been convicted in 
any case. Never has aman in Sonth Carolina been convicted for a 
political murder, because of the failure of the juries to agree. 

Mr. THURMAN. The presumption might be that there was no case 
for conviction. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, plenty of them. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the Senator’s theory against the oaths of 
the jurors who tried the cases, I prefer to take the oaths of the jurors. 
But, sir, suppose there are prejudices that prevent convictions, is that 
the only State, is that the only section in the Union in which verdicts 
have been rendered acquitting persons accused of crime that rather 
surprise and astonish a man of alegal tarnof mind? Have there been 
no other places, I should like to know, in which it has been found 
difficult to convict? If not, what is the meaning of the law in every 
State that allows a change of venue? What is the meaning of your 
own law, enacted by Congress in your enforcement acts and the like, 
in which you have put it in the power of the United States marshal 
to select a jury to convict ieateel of a jury to try? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. THURMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope we shall be allowed to go on and dispose of 
this resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. I insist on the call of the regular order. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend has spoken the time out, and now calls 
for the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to lay the regular order on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will announce the regu- 
lar order, which is the post-route bill, on which the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] has the floor on his amendment. The Senator 





from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] now moves to postpone all prior or- 
ders for the purpose of considering the consideration of the resoly- 
tion presented by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morton. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought the motion was to lay on the table, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My motion is to lay the regular order on the 
table, so that we can take it up again presently. A postponement 
would be until to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I take it that this vote involves political con- 
siderations; and therefore I shall observe my pair with the Senator 
from Arkansas, [Mr.CLayTon.] If he were here he would vote “ yea,” 
and I should vote “ nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 32, nays 
18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsy).- 
vania, Cameron of Wiscorsin, Christiancy, Conover, Cragin, Dawes, Edmunds, 
Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton, Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Logan, MeMil- 
lan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton. Paddock, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, 
West, Windom, and Wright—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Cockrell, Cooper, Dennis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Flor- 
ida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Thurman, 
Wallace, and Withers—1s. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bogy, Burnside, Clayton, Conkling, Davis, 
Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, 
Oglesby, Randolph, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, and Whyte—21. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to take up the resolution of my friend 
from Indiana. 

Mr. THURMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the motion by substituting the 
bill reported by the Committee on the Judiciary relating to the Pa- 
cific Railroad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not in order. 
The motion is to take up a specific resolution. When it is up the 
Senator can move to substitute another bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Some two weeks ago I was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, [Mr. GoLDTHWAITE,] and the fact slipped my 
mind on the last vote. I desire to make that statement now. If he 
were here I should vote “ yea,” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MERRIMON. On this vote I shall observe my pair with the 
Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. CLayTon.] If he were here he would 
vote “ yea,” and I should vote “ nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 32, nays 
18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Bruce, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Conover, Cragin, Dawes, Edmuuds 
Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton, Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Logan, Mc- 
Millan, Morrill, Morton, Paddock, Patterson, Sargent, Sherman, Spencer, Wad- 
leigh, West, Windom, and Wright—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Cockrell, Cooper, Dennis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Flori 
da, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Thur 
man, Wallace, and Withers—18. 

ABSENT~— Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bogy, Burnside, Clayton, Conkling, Davis, 
Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, 
Mitchell, Oglesby, Randolph, Robertson, Sharon, Stevenson, and Whyte—21. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me to make 
a report from a committee of conference. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 


OSAGE CEDED LANDS, 

Mr. INGALLS suhinitted the following report: 

The committee of conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of the Osage ceded lands in Kansas 
to actual settlers having met, after a full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend, and do recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from their disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate number 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11; and agree to the same. 

The Senate recede from its amendment to the bill number 12. 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 
FRANCIS KERNAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN R. GOODIN, 
LAFAYETTE LANE, 
JAMES W. McDILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator explain that? 

Mr. INGALLS. The effect of the report of the committee of con- 
ference is to agree to the amendment of the Senate striking out sec- 
tion 8, which provided for an imposition of fifteen cents per acre on 
the land for the purpose of paying the expenses of the litigation of 
the suit; and also to strike out the additional section proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpDMUNDs,] to the effect that the 
assent of the Indians should first be obtained to the provisions of the 
bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Kansas what was done 
with the provision relating to sections 16 and 36? 

Mr. INGALLS. The action of the Senate in striking out the pro- 
vision was agreed to by the committee of conference. 
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Mr. THURMAN. There is no provision, then, made for the attor- 
neys? 
~ Mr. INGALLS. None. 

Mr. THURMAN. And the land sells for $1.25 per acre ? 

Mr. INGALLS. One dollar and twenty-five cents. 

Mr. MORRILL. Whatisthe twelfth amendment? Let it be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is the last amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment referred to will be 
read. 
The Curer CLERK. The twelfth amendment was to add the fol- 
lowing section to the bill: 


Sec. —. This act shall not take effect until said tribes of Indians shall file their 
assent thereto with the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. HOWE. I wish that might lie on the table and have the bill 
printed as it will read if the report of the conference committee be 
agreed to. Is there any objection to that? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is objection to that. 

Mr. HOWE. What is the objection, if I may be so bold as to 


ask ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Because it procrastinates action on the bill, which 
at this stage of the session is objectionable in my mind. 

Mr. HOWE. That is a slight objection; but the question must be 
taken on the report of the conference committee, and I think the 
Senator ought to allow us to read the bill before we vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should be very glad to explain to the Senator 
the effect of the report of the committee of conference if it is in any 
way a matter of doubt in his mind. I should be very much gratified 
if the report could be acted on this morning and the announcement 
made to the House, from which the bill emanated. 

Mr. HOWE. Ido not see the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
in his place. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Vermont is immediately behind 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
object to the present consideration of the report ? 

Mr. HOWE. I will object to the present consideration of the re- 
port, I think. I should really like to have the report printed with 
the bill as amended. I ask to have the report lie over for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin objects 
to the present consideration of the report. It will lie over one day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let it be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the calet 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Before the vote is taken I wish 
to ask the Senator from Kansas a question. He said something about 
fifteen cents an acre on land for legal fees. How is that disposed of? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is stricken out entirely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I feel a little interest in that. 
One of my geod friends, I understand, is to get $40,000 to $50,000 out 
of that, my friend Judge Black. 

Mr. HOWE. What will be the price of the land if the bill passes 
as agreed to by the committee? 

Mr. INGALLS. One dollar and twenty-five cents an acre. 

= HOWE. And there is no provision for the payment of coun- 
sel 

Mr. INGALLS. None whatever. 

Mr. HOWE. No provision for taking the opinion of the Indians? 

Mr. INGALLS. None. 

Mr. HOWE. And the bill still allows parties not on the lands to 
settle upon them hereafter and purchase at the same price ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The land is entirely occupied. There is not a 
quarter section of land that has not either an occupant or a claimant. 

Mr. HOWE. As the bill was before the Senate, there was a pro- 
vision in it which allows entries to be made hereafter at $1.25 an 
acre. Is that provision still in it? 

Mr. INGALLS. The provision that the Senator refers to, I think, 
was in reference to entries hereafter made or to be made. There was 
a provision for the purpose of declaring the time within which such 
entries should be made. I will state to the Senator that that is en- 
tirely ineffectual, from the fact that there are claimants already upon 
every quarter section of the land. 

Mr. HOWE. I will withdraw my objection to the present consid- 
eration of the report. I think I know all about it that I should know 
after the report was printed and the bill was printed. I will only 
ask the yeas and nays on agreeing to the report of the committee, 
and will say just two words as an explanation of my vote. 

The objections that I have to voting for this report are that I un- 
derstand the effect of it will be first to sell to a given number of in- 
dividuals lands at $1.25 an acre which in fact are worth from $10 to 
>20 an acre. The other objection I have is that I understand tt to be 
in direct contravention of a treaty of the United States which obliges 
you, if you can be obliged by treaty—upon which point I express no 
opinion—to sell these lands in a fair market at a fair cash price. 
There is another provision in it that is less objectionable, and that is 
that you propose to sell on time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
we a better have the bill, as amended by the conference report, 
printed. 


Mr. HOWE. I wanted that done, but the Senator from Kansas 


objected. He has made statements which enable me, I think, to nn- 
derstand all the provisions of the bill which are seriously objection- 
able to me. I object to selling $10 lands for $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to ask a question for my own information. 
Do I understand the Senator that the treaty requires that these lands 
shall be sold as other public lands are, which would require them to 
be first offered at public sale? 

Mr. HOWE. I believe that expression is not used, “as other public 
lands are.” 

Mr. INGALLS. That expression is used. 

Mr. THURMAN. It struck me the other day when the treaty was 
read that that expression was used, and I should like to understand 
whether that does or does not bind us to offer the land at public sale, 
for other public lands are offered at publicsale. If the treaty requires 
these lands to be sold as other public lands are sold, it would seem to 
require that they should first be offered at public sale. I have not 
looked into the treaty and do not know. 

Mr. HOWE. Itissome time since I saw the language of the treaty; 
but, from the language of the treaty when I read it, I came to the 
conclusion that the United States assumed the obligation of dispos- 
ing of these lands at a fair price, in a fair market, and turning them 
into money, and dedicated that money to a specific use ; and now this 
bill, as I understand, in utter disregard of that provision, proposes 
to sell the lands at an even sum of $1.25 an acre, and to do that on 
time. I thoughtit was a very remarkable thing that this Senate ob- 


jected so strenuously to allowing these settlers, all hands of them, to 


pay $1.40 and allow the fifteen cents to be disposed of in another way ; 
but when the Senate refused to allow them to pay $1.40 because the 
fifteen cents was to go to somebody else, they struck ont the $1.40 and 
put in $1.25, declaring that we were absolutely unreconciled to tak- 
ing from the settlers any more than $1.25 an acre unless we could have 
the privilege of putting fifteen cents an acre into the hands of some 
attorneys. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the provision making the assess- 
ment of fifteen cents an acre has been stricken from the bill, as the 
Senate struck it out. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the case. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire whether any other provision on 
that subject has been included ? - 

Mr. INGALLS. None. 

Mr. CONKLING. Nothing equivalent to that, and nothing which 
makes an assessment ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Nothing equivalent; nothing which makes any 
assessment whatever upon the land. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has the Senator the language of the treaty be- 
fore him? 

Mr. INGALLS. I am familiar with it. 

Mr. KERNAN. If mycolleague will yield to me I will read the lan- 
guage of the treaty, and as I united in this report I desire to say one 
word. The language of the treaty is as to this land in the first article: 

Said lands shall be surveyed and sold, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, on the most advantageous terms, for cash, as public lands are surveyed 
and sold under existing laws. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the date of that treaty ? 

Mr. KERNAN. September 79, 1265. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was proclaimed in 1867. 

Mr. KERNAN. Very likely; I take the date from the heading. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iask whether the treaty makes provis- 
ion as to what shall be done with the money. 

Mr. KERNAN. It does; I will read it: 

But no pre-emption claim or homestead settlement shall be recognized ; and after 
re-imbursing the United States the cost of said survey and sale, and the said sum 
of $300,000 placed to the credit of said Indians, the remaining proceedsof sales shall 
be placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the “ civilization 
fund,” to be used under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for the edu- 
ucation and civilization of Indian tribes residing within the limits of the United 
States. 

It will be borne in mind by the Senate that first the United States 
issued a patent for these lands to arailroadcompany. Subsequently 
and in 1569 there was a joint resolution passed by Congress anthor- 
izing entries by settlers on these lands; and it has been decided that 
the title remained in the United States, and that that patent was 
not valid conveying them to the railroad company. Large numbers 
of settlers acting under this resolution of Congress on the one side, 
and acting under this patent of the lands to the railroad company ou 
the other, had in good faith entered on these lands, contracted or 
paid for them, and made improvements. Now it is said we should 
not confirm their title without having also the assent of the Indian 
tribe, for the reason that we are bound to sell these lands forthe best 
price we could, as other public lands have been sold. Therefore it 
will be observed that if we do not confirm these titles we ought cer- 
tainly make some compensation to these settlers, as it seems to me. 
We cannot say to them “Although you have gone onand bought from 
us and bought from our grantee, in form at least, we will now turn 
you out and the land shall not be sold unless the Indians consent or 
unless we sell them at public auction for cash as an ordinary trustee 
would.” In my judgment the Indians have never undérstood that 
these lands were to be disposed of differently from other lands. The 
seeps has uniformly been, I believe, $1.25 an acre. The Government 

1as been allowing these lands to be entered at $1.25 an acre. We in- 
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quired from those living in Kansas who know all about it whether ture of a privileged report. The Senator from Ohio yielded to 


this Indian tribe had ever made the slightest objection to the mode 
in which the Government has been disposing of these lands for years 
or allowing entries to be made for years. We were informed by a 
gentleman who is familiar with it, who has been a judge in that 
State, that there has never been a suggestion made that the Govern- 
ment was not dealing with the Indians fairly in regard to these lands. 
Therefore I assented to the report that we should not now refuse to 
contirm these titles or relieve these settlers unless the Indian tribe 
file an assent, because I could readily see that persons from any mo- 
tive might now say to them “Do not you assent; although you have 
sat by and seen the Government doing this and have been entirely 
conten® apparently, do not assent now; let all these settlers be in 
great distress and you may exact something more from the Govern- 
ment.” Therefore Ido not think the law unjust to the Indians. I 
think the treaty has been carried out, as they understood it, by sell- 
ing the lands in the ordinary wavy, at the ordinary Government price. 

ir. CONKLING. Will my colleague allow me 

Mr. KERNAN, Allow me to sayone other thing first, and then I will 
yield. Moreover, it seems to me under existing circumstances, after 
what the Government has done, having allowed men to enter upon 
these lands, buy them, and become grantees under patents from the 
Government on one side, ard allowed others to go there and enter 
upon them and contract and purchase and pay for them under the 
joint resolution of Congress on the other, that if we have wronged 
the Indians we must protect the settlers who make improvements 
and let the Indians make their claims, and then we can deal justly 
with them. Now I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. CONKLING. My colleague has made a very clear statement, 
very clear to me except that he passed over the resolution of 186¥ 
without stating with any fullness what that was. I ask the Senator 
to state that, and to state it in this view: How did that resolution 
coincide or contlict with the treaty? 

Mr. KERNAN. Lam sorry to say I cannot state it. It was dis- 
cussed and talked about for the purpose of authorizing them to 
enter, but the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] doubtless can 
give the information. Therefore the bill comes back to the Senate 
precisely as the Senate passed it, 1 believe, with the exception of 
striking out the section requiring this assent. We have struck out 
all about authorizing the payment of counsel fees and left that be- 
tween those who employed them and themselves. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Kansas in explanation of a remark he made a moment ago. In re- 
ply to the Senator from Wisconsin the Senator from Kansas said 
that there was not a quarter section of this land which had not an 
occupant or claimant. What does the Senator mean by “ claimant?” 

Mr. INGALLS. I mean, of course, that there are a great many per- 
sons who purchased from the railroad companies when they, under 
the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, held patents for the 
lands, and that in some cases where persons purchased from the rail- 
road companies they may be actual occupants. 

Mr. DAWES. But I ask in reference to the word “claimant.” 
Does it apply to those who claim title to large tracts of land under 
the railroads, which title is to be confirmed at a dollar and a quarter 
an acre? 

Mr. INGALLS. Those parties are limited to one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. No person is authorized under the terms of the bill to 
secure more than one hundred and sixty acres of this land. 

Mr. DAWES. How many of the one-hundred-and-sixty-acre tracts 
are there to which the Senator applies the word “claimant” in con- 
tradistinction from “ occupant.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not know. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator any estimate ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No estimate at all. 

Mr. DAWES. For aught the Senator knows, half of this land may 
be held under the term “ claimant” as contradistinguished from “ oc- 
cupant.” 

Mr. INGALLS. The word “claimant” is not mentioned in the 
bill. 

Mr. DAWES. That was the remark the Senator made. He distin- 
guished between one class of people, beneficiaries under fhis bill, and 
another by terming one “ occupants” and the other “ claimants.” 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill limits the amount of land that may be 
secured by any person to one hundred and sixty acres, and requires 
actual occupancy as a condition-precedent to the purchase. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long an occupancy f 

Mr. INGALLS. Occupancy at the time when the entry is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But not afterward. 

Mr. MORTON, I supposed that this report would take but a mo- 
ment or two when it was called up, yet I see the beginning of a long 
debate. If there is to be any further debate I must call for the regu- 
lar order, being the resolution in relation to printing extra copies of 
the President’s message. 

Mr. INGALLS. I believe I have been ocenpying the floor with the 
consent of the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. THURMAN, ] who was entitled 
to the floor and by unanimous consent yielded to me. 

Mr. MORTON. He cannot farm out the floor, I take it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not understand that he is farming the floor 
out. He took the tloor and I asked permission to make a report from 
a committee of conference which, [ understand, is always in the na- 





for that purpose, and by unanimous consent the report was received, 
It certainly would be a very strange proceeding at this time, after 
the debate has gone on, for an objection to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moved to 
postpone the resolution for some purpose, and that question was pend- 
ing, at which time he yielded to the Senator from Kansas for the pur- 
pose of making the report. The Senator from Kansas took the tlooy 
by the Senator from Ohio yielding on the motion to postpone, and 
therefore is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the Chair is mistaken. My recollection js 
that the regular order was postponed, being the post-route bill, and 
thereafter by a vote of yeas and nays the resolution of the Senator 
from Indiana was taken up, upon which the Senator from Ohio had 
the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moved to 
postpone for the purpose of taking up another measure. The Chair 
ruled he could not move to substitute until the resolution was post- 
poned. Then the motion was to postpone, on which he yielded to the 
Senator from Kansas, and the Senator from Kansas holds the floor at 
the instance of the Senator from Ohio, and is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. THURMAN. I think we ought to get through with this Osave 
bill; and in order to afford an opportunity to do that I move to lay 
the resolution of the Senator from Indiana on the table. 

Mr. MERRIMON. It is not up yet. 

Mr. THURMAN, Yes, the resolution of the Senator from Indiana 
was taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was taken up, and then the Senator 
from Ohio yielded to the Senator from Kansas for the purpose of 
making a report. 

Mr. THURMAN. For the purpose of continuing the Osage busi- 
ness, I move to lay the resolution of the Senator from Indiana on thie 
table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio yielded to 
the Senator from Kansas to make his report. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did, and in order that we may get through 
with it I move to lay the resolution of the Senator from Indiana on 
the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the report? What is the 
pending question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio having 
yielded to the Senator from Kansas, the report is before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. The report of the committee of conference is be- 
fore the Senate by unanimons consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate by consent 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MORTON. And must either be adopted, or rejected, or laid on 
the table ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair rules. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to inquire whether the Senator from Ohio 
having the floor on a motion can yield it to another Senator upon an 
entirely different matter and a general debate go on upon the other 
subject in entire displacement of the matter before the Senate?) That 
is practically what is undertaken here. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Indiana is entirely mistaken. 
I did not bring up the conference report. The Senate by unanimous 
consent agreed to take it up. 

Mr. MORTON. I understand; but the Senator from Ohio had the 
floor—so the Chair decides—and yielded it to the Senator from Kan- 
sas to make this report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And by unanimous consent the 
Senate proceeded to consider the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was the report taken up subject to a call for the 
regular order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No one objected. If the Senator 
from Indiana or any other Senator had objected the Senator from 
Ohio could not have yielded for that purpose; but as no Senator ob- 
jected, by unanimons consent the report was before the Senate; and 
the Chair could not rule otherwise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee of 
conference is before the Senate for concurrence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the resolution of the Senator from Indiana 
now subject to a call as the regular order, into which this report is 
interpolated ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was pending, and by unanimous 
consent was laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If laid aside temporarily, then the Senator from 
Indiana according tothe usage has a right to call for it; but if it was 
laid aside altogether then it has gone back on the Calendar, and we 
have to take it up again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been the practice of the 
Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. This is exactly the state of the case: The res- 
olution of the Senator from Indiana having been taken up and I be- 
ing entitled to the floor rose to speak. The Senator from Kansas 
asked me if I would yield to him to make a conference report. I 
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said I would do so. He then asked the unanimous consent of the 


Senate to take up the confereiice report, and that unanimous consent | ing. 


was given without anything being said about the resolution of the 
Senator from Indiana being laid aside temporarily, or provisionally, 
or anything of thesort. The Senate was asked to give unanimous con- 
sent to take up the conference report, and that unanimous consent 
was given, and that is now the matter before the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not hear anything about unanimous consent. 
The Senator from Ohio gave way, as I understood, for a matter that 
would take but a moment; but my friend from Ohio thinks he has 
successfully swapped my resolution off for this Osage business. I 
think he would swap it off for any other subject before the Senate. I 
hope that the regular order will not be put out of sight in this way. 
If this report can be disposed of without further debate, I have no 
objection to its going en, but if it is to take all afternoon and to dis- 

jlace the other matter, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not want to debate this report. The Senate 
are fully in possession of the facts in connection with it. The bill it- 
self has been the subject of elaborate and protracted debate, and Iam 
entirely willing that the vote upon the report of the conference com- 
mittee shall be taken at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question at this present mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it in order to call for the resolution of the 
Senator from Indiana ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the Senate 
took up the report of the conference committee, and it is before the 
Senate. Two matters cannot be before the Senate at once. The Chair 


understands that whenever the Senate by unanimous consent has de- | 


termined to take up an intervening question it has not been the prac- 
tice to lay it aside, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So I understand the Chair to hold that the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Indiana is not subject to call at this mo- 
ment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
take up the report. The report is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I do notsce but that the resolution of the 
Senator from Indiana is gone for the present time, and we must pro- 
ceed to consider what we have before us. 

I did not concur in the report of this conference committee and did 
not sign the report, because I believed that to pass such a law, with- 
out this tribe of Indians assenting to the new arrangement proposed 
in the bill, would be a plain and palpable violation of their rights of 
property secured under the treaty of 1905. I say nothing of the other 
topics in the bill but merely speak of thisone. I donot mean to say 
that 1 assent to the bill in other respects as it now is, but on this par- 
ticular topic I wish to occupy a moment of the time of the Senate. 

In 1825 the Indians were in possession of this country and a great 
deal more, and we made a treaty with them then by which this par- 
ticular reservation was secured to them forever. In 1865 they dis- 
posed of that reservation to us on the trust stated in the treaty just 
read by the Senator from New York, and that was that these lands 
should be “surveyed and sold, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, on the most advantageous terms, for cash.” The bill 
says that they shall be sold to particular persons named in eject in 
the bill, because it is to those persons who have filed claims, leaving 
no discretion in the Secretary of the Interior at all. Second, it pro- 
vides that they shall be sold on time, and not for cash. In the third 
place, the treaty provides that these lands shall be sold “as public 
lands are surveyed and sold under existing laws, but no pre-emption 
claim or homestead settlement shall be recognized.” 

The whole of the substance of this bill is that pre-emption and 
homestead claims shall be recognized instead of not being recognized. 
Therefore, if you wanted to reverse the reading of this treaty,it would 
only be necessary to enact this law; and yet we are asked by this 
conference report to say that this shall be done without the assent of 
the Indians, to whom we have plighted whatever of faith there is in 
the solemn treaty of the Government, to deal with this property in a 
particular way. My honorable friend from New York [ Mr. KERNAN] 
says that he regards this price of a dollar and a quarter an acre as 
within the treaty on account of the words that they shall be surveyed 
and sold as other public lands are, and as they are sold for a dollar 
and a quarter these must be; but when it is stated that they shall 
be sold for cash and on the most advantageous terms, you must strike 
out those terms, or else you cannot agree to what the Senator from 
New York says. The idea of saying that they shall be sold for cash 
ov the most advantageous terms for a dollar and a quarter an acre 
would be nonsense. There are no terms about it except those which 
refer to price. No time is to be given, no security needs to be taken, 
or anything to be done except to take the money for the land on the 
most advantageous terms that can be obtained. Whatis meant, then, 
by “other public lands?” The existing laws as to public lands in re- 
spect of sale in all the statutes, as distinguished from pre-emption, is 
that they are to be sold at auction to the best bidder. That is the 
existing law, and was at the time of the passage of this treaty. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
for information—— 

Mr.EDMUNDS. If the Senator will wait one moment until I finish 
this particular topic. 


Not after unanimous consent to 





Mr. THURMAN. It is right in the line of what the Senator is say- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say one or two words more in exactly 
this connection in respect of this clause in the treaty, and then I will 
hear my friend with pleasure, for I wish to condense as much as pos- 
sible in order to save time. 

The next clause in the treaty is, as if to remove any possibility of 
doing what this bill provides: 

But no pre-emption claim or homestead settlement shall be recognized. 


There is a positive prohibition against any pre-emption or auy 
homestead. Here is a positive enactment that with or without and 
in spite of any assent of this tribe of Indians to this new arrangement 
there shall be pre-emption and there shall be homestead at a price 
fixed by Congress, and not at auction. I do not know but that there 
is ingenuity enough in this body and in my friend from New York 
[Mr. KERNAN] to show that it does not mean any such thing, but that 
it really means that Congress in its discretion may sell these lands for 
a dollar and a quarter an acre to pre-emptors or may give them all 
away to homestead settlers. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then came the act of 1569. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then came, as my friend from New York sug- 
gests, what I was just coming to, the act of 1869, which said that for 
two years from the passage of the act all bona fide settlers on those 
lands should be entitled within that space of two years to pre-empt 
these lands at the price of a dollar and a quarter an acre, subject to 
all existing outstanding legal rights. The matter was then drawn 
into controversy and was under discussion; and therefore, in order 
to cover these squatters who had gone on by right or by wrong and 
wished to get some status, this joint resolution proposed to give them 
some status, but Congress was careful then to say, “ You must take 
your chanses; we do not propose by this act of 1869 to create any 
rights in invasion of rights that already exist outside of our powers ;” 
but that act was only to continue for two years. That time expired 
onthe 10th of April, 1571, five years ago, since which time many of 
these thousands, if there are thousands, of pre-emptors have walked 
on to the land, proved up as an actual oceupant at the moment of 
entry, so made their claim, and then gone back to their farms in dif- 
ferent parts of Kansas and elsewhere. 

Mr. CONKLING. They were not actually on the land, then? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly not. I never heard it claimed or sug- 
gested that on the 10th of April, 1871, any such number of people or 
squatters as is there now or anything like it, probably not a quarter 
ot them, were on the land. In that state of the case we are asked to 
pass this law. It did appear to me, desiring heartily to relieve the 
difticulty that exists there, that the only plain and honest way to do 
it was to try to get the assent of the Indians to this arrangement. 
That being given intelligently, of course nobody would complain, As 
it stands now, in my opinion, we shall have plainly violated this 
treaty and invaded the rights of the Indians, and they with the other 
Indians of the country will havea just right to believe that we do not 
care anything about a treaty at all, and will violate it when we like. 
I am very sorry indeed to hear that such legislation ought to adopted. 
Now I will hear wy friend from Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want, in the first place, to be informed whether 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, requiring the 
assent of the Indians, was stricken out? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was stricken out, and on that ground I de- 
clined to sign the conference report. 

Mr. THURMAN. The next thing I wish to know is whether my in- 
formation is correct that these Osages retain their tribal relations 
and are competent to make a treaty ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They certainly do. They had their tribal rela- 
tions then, as the Supreme Court decided that the treaty was valid. 
That was the ground on which, the representatives of the State of 
Kansas having transferred the land to the railroad, the Supreme 
Court defeated it, on the ground that this treaty gave it to the In- 
dians; and these Indians are still existing as a tribe in the Indian 
country to which they are removed. 

Mr. THURMAN. And therefore competent to give their assent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And therefore competent to give their assent. 
When I offered the amendment my friend from Kansas had no objec- 
tion, because I think he saw the justice of it, and practically, cer- 
tainly we had no division on the subject, as I am quite sure. 

Mr. INGALLS. I trust the Senator does not quote me as not hav- 
ing any objection because I did not openly express it. The Senator 
is aware that the bill had consumed a great deal of time and that 
I expressed a willingness to have the vote taken without further de- 
lay, but I gave no assent whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. I certainly did not mean to put the 
Senator in a position he did not wish to oceupy. I misunderstood 
what his attitude was; that is all; and I certainly makethe correc- 
tion with a great deal of pleasure. 

That is about all I desired to say about this thing; that it did ap- 
pear to me that it was so plain, obvious, and adverse a violation of 
this fair contract which we made with these Indians, who in pursu- 
ance of it and on the faith of it left their homes on that reservation 
and moved off into the Indian country; it was so grossly unjust for 
the sake of anybody or any cause that we should violate their rights 
in that way, without even asking them whether it was agreeable or 
not, that I could not possibly assent to it. 
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One word in respect to the apparent claim of an implied assent 
from the fact that these Indians have not objected. I think that was 
very well answered. I do not know that they have not objected. 
The settlers say they have not. That is all we have got about it. We 
have not asked the Department of the Interior. We have no recom- 
mendation that Lever heard of from the Secretary of the Interior to pass 
this bill. Ido not know whether they object in the Interior Depart- 
mentor not; but that was perfectly answered, as it struck me, by the 
Senator from New York on another branch of the case about some of 
the settlers who held under the railroad and the State, that we might 
fairly imagine at least that the Indians might rest upon their rights 
in the belief that the Congress of the United States and the President 
of the United States would not flagrantly violate their rights with- 
out saying something to them about it. They had a right to repose 
upon the good faith of this nation and do not lose anything by not 
making a perpetual clamor about it. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I did not suppose that I should be 
drawn into a discussion of this conference report, but the resolution 
before this Senate was switched off so handsomely that I feel it to be 
my duty to say something in regard to it. The subject involved, as 
shown by the Senator from Vermont, is very interesting; but the 
remarks which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN ] had made just 
before this report came up will now receive my attention for a few 
minutes. 

The Senator said that when murders were committed in the South- 
ern States we would publish documents at public expense, bat when 
they were committed in the Northern States nothing was said about 
it. I can only say that there are murders committed in all the North- 
ern States. We have bad men in the North, and murders are com- 
mitted, sometimes in passion, sometimes in drunkenness, sometimes 
for gain, sometimes for revenge; but this class of murders is always 
committed in the Southern States, and it is not the thing to which 
the reference is made at, all. This refers to a kind of murder distin- 
guished from the murders by Molly Maguires or ordinary killings. It 
refers to political murders, murders that are brought about for the pur- 
pose of controlling the politics of States, murders not committed by 
common cut-throats and by felons, but murders committed under the 
direction of men who write for the newspapers, who are intelligent 
gentlemen, men who have occupied public positions, murders that have 
for their purpose political consequences, far-reaching consequences. 
That is the class of murders referred to by the President’s message 
and to which my resolution refers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Murders that represent opinions, 

Mr. MORTON. Murders that represent opinions. 

I called the attention of the Senate this morning to the letter of 
Mr. Tilden. He ought to have reflected when he wrote that letter 
that life is short and that everybody could not read it; but I did get 
through with it. And there is Mr. Hendricks’s letter also. While 
they talk about everything else, they forgot to say one word con- 
demning this massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, or one word in 
regard to these numerous slaughters that are political in their char- 
acter and that have political results for their purpose. I make this 
statement, I make it deliberately, and I make it emphatically, that 
Mr. Tilden and Mr. Hendricks dare not denounce the men who com- 
mitted the murders at Hamburgh, South Carolina. They dare not 
denounce the men who committed the murders in Mississippi, at Cou- 
shatta, and at Colfax, and at other places that might be named, be- 
cause their prospect of carrying four or tive republican States in the 
South depends entirely upon the support, the influence, and the oper- 
ations of that class of men who committed these murders at Ham- 
burgh. Therefore they are silent, and they dare not denounce them, 
because they rely upon thei and their operations for their success in 
carrying four or five southern States. My friend from Ohio did not 
know anything about the Hamburgh matter; had not seen anything 
authentic about it at all; had no opinion about it; it might beso and 
it might not be so. How much evidence will it take to satisfy that 
Senator that foul murder has been committed? The whole country, 
I think, understands something about it. We tried to get some deti- 
nite information, and we did get some. We got the letter of the gov- 
ernor of South Carolina; we got the letter of the attorney-general ; 
we got the evidence taken before the coroner's jury; and this fur- 
nishes authentic information. The Senator says he has it not. Well, 
we want to furnish it to him. That is the point; and we want to 
furnish it to his constituents. We propose to furnish this message 
and send it over the land, so that he will not be able on the stump 
in the campaign to say, “I do not know anything about it; I have 
not had anything authentic in regard to these murders.” We pro- 
=~ to furnish him something authentic. As my friend is here, and 

want him to have some information on the subject, and for the pur- 
pose of enlightening the Senate on this conference report, I will ask 
the Secretary to read Governor Chamberlain’s letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the letter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

State oF Sourn Caroma, Executive Camper, 
Columbia, July 2, 1876. 

Sin: The recent massacre at Hamburgh, in this State, is a matter so closely con- 
nected with the public peace of this State that I desire to call your attention to it 
for the purpose of laying before you my views of its effect and the measures which 
it may become necessary to adopt to prevent the recurrence of similar events. 

It is, in the first place, manifestly impossible to determine with absolute cer 
tainty the motives of those who were engaged in perpetrating the massacre at 














Hamburgh. The demand which was made by the mob upon the militia company 
for the surrender of their arms, taken in connection with the fact that the militia 
are not shown to have committed or threatened any injury to any persons in that 
community, would seem to indicate a purpose to deprive the militia of their rights 
on account of their raceor political opinions. It seems impossible to find a rational 
or adequate cause for such a denen, except in the fact that the militia company 
was composed of negroes, or in the additional fact that they were, besides bein y 
negroes, members of the republican party. Those who made the demand wer. 
on the other hand, white men, and members of the democratic party. The lines of 
race and political party were the lines which marked the respective parties to the 
affair at Reshanb 1 mention this as a fact, and as apparently the most trust. 
waed index of the motives and aims which inspired those who brought on this 
contlict. 

As affecting the public peace, however, the effect of this massacre is more im 
portant than the motives which prompted it. Upon this point I can speak with 
more confidence. Itis not to be Cabted that the effect of this massacre has been 
tocause wide-spread terror and apprehension among the colored race and the repul 
licans of this State. There is as little doubt, on the other hand, that a feeling of 
triumph and political elation has been caused by this massacre in the minds of 
many of the white people and democrats. The fears of the one side correspond 
with the hopes of the other side. 

I do not intend to overstate any matters connected with this affair, nor to omit 
any statement which seems to me essential to & full understanding of its signiti 
cance. It is certainly true that most, though not all, of those who have spoken 
through the newspapers or otherwise here, on the white or democratic side, woon 
this matter, have condemned the massacre. Their opposition to such conduct has 
not, however, sufliced to prevent this massacre, nor a I see any greater reason for 
believing that it will do so in the future. That class which now engage in this 
cruel work certainly disregard the expressed sentiments of those who assume to 
speak, for the most part, for their communities, and go forward without fear of 
publhe opinion or punishment. 

It is sometimes asked, Why do not the colored race return this violence with 
violence? Why do they suffer themselves to be thus terrorized, when their num 
bers greatly exceed those of their enemics in the localities where many of these 
outrages occur? The answer is not dificult. The long habit of command and 
self-assertion on the part of the whites of these Southern States, their superior 
intelligence as compared with the colored race, the fact that at least four-fifths of 
the property of these States is in their hands, are causes which contribute to give 
them an easy physical superiority thus far over the recently-emancipated race 
which still exhibit the effects of their long slavery in their habit of yielding to the 
more imperious and resolute will and the superior intelligence and material re 
sources of the white men. 

Add to this that in almost every southern community there may be found a con 
siderable number of daring, lawless, reckless white men, accustomed to arms and 
deeds of vio'ence, over whom the restraints of the sentiments of the better and 
more conservative classes of society have little, if any, power, who are inspired by 
an intense and brutal hatred of the necro as a free man, and more particularly as 
a voter and a republican, and you havethe elements which would naturally give rise 
to, and in point of fact do give rise to, near.y all the scenes of bloody violence which 
occur iv the Southern States. Besides all this, another fact must be noted here, a 
fact which, in my jadgment, marks and explains the world-wide difference between 
the effects of such occurrences as this at Hamburgh upon the mass of the white peo- 
ple here and the effects of deeds of blood and violence upon the people of other sex 
tions of the country, namely: that such eceurrences as this at Hamburgh have 
generally resulted in what is thought to be political advantage to the democratic 
party here. From this fact it results that the white people here are induced, toa 
considerable extent, to overlook the naked brutality of the occurrence and seck to 
find some excuse or explanation of conduct which ought to receive only unqualiticd 
abhorrence and condemnation, followed by speedy and adequate punishment. In 
this way it often happens that a few reckless men are permitted or encouraged to 
terrorize a whole community and destroy all freedom of action on the part of those 
who differ from them in political opinions. The more respectable portion of the 
white people here content themselves with verbal perfunctory denunciations, and 
never adopt such measures or arouse such a public sentiment as would here, as 
well as elsewhere, put a stop to such occurrences. 

In respect to the Hamburgh massacre, as I have said, the fact is unquestionable 
that it has resulted in great immediate alarm among the colored soup and all re- 
publicans in that section of the State. Judging trom past experience, they see in 
this occurrence a new evidence of a purpose to subject the majority of the voters 
of that vicinity to such a degree of fear as to keep them from the polls on election 
day, and thus reverse or stifle the true political voice of the majority of the people 

But the Hamburgh massacre has produced another effect. It has as a matter of 
fact caused a firm belief on the part of most republicans here that this affair at 
Hamburgh is only the beginning of a series of similar race and party collisions in 
our State, the deliberate aim of which is beheved by them to be the political sub 
jugation and control of this State. They see, therefore, in this event what fore- 
shadows a campaign of blood and violence, such a campaign as is popularly known 
as a campaign conducted on the “ Mississippi plan.” 

From what I have now said it will not be ditlicult to understand the feeling of a 
majority of the citizens in a considerable part of this State. It is one of intense 
solicitude for their lives and liberties. It is one of fear that, in the passion aud 
excitement of the current political campaign, physical violence is to be used to 
overcome the political will of the people. I confine myself here to a statement of 
what I believe to be the facts of the present situation in this State as connected 
with the public peace and order, without any expression of my individual feelings 
and opinions. My first duty is to seek to restore and preserve public peace and 
order, to the end that every man in South Carolina may freely and safely enjoy all 
his civil rights and privileges, including the right to vote. It is to this end that I 
now call your attention to these matters. I shall go forward to do allin my power 
as governor to accomplish the ends above indicated, but 1 deem it impo tant to 
advise you of the facts now stated, and to solicit from you some indication of your 
views upon the questions presented. To be more specitic, Will the Geueral Gov- 
ernment exert itself vigorously to repress violence in this State during the present 
political campaign on the part of persons belonging to cither political party, when- 
ever that silent shall be beyond the control of the State authorities? Will the 
General Government take such precautions as may be suitable, in view of the 
feeling of alarm already referred to, torestore confidence to the poor people of both 
races and political parties in this State, by such adistribution of the military forces 
now here as will render the intervention of the General Government prompt and 
effective, if it shall become necessary, in restoring peace and order? 

It scems proper to add that Lam moved to make this communication to you by 
no motive or feeling save such as should animate me as the chief executive of this 
State, bound to do justice to all and to oppress none. I venture to say that I have 
given suflicient evidence by my whole conduct in this ollice, that, as governor, [ 
am guided by my oath of office and my duty to all the people. I challenge any 
»roof or indication, from any word or act of mine as governor, that I am capable of 
Some injustice or denying justice to any citizen of this State. But Ido deem it 
my solemn duty to do my utmost to secure a fair and free election in this State; 
to protect every man in the free enjoyment of his poamens rights, and to see to it 
that no man or combination of men, of any political party, shall overawe or put in 
fear or danger any citizen of South Carolina in the exercise of his civil rights. In 
accomplishing these results, I now recognize, with deep regret, that there are many 
inv: ‘cations that it will be necessary for me to invoke the aid which, under the Cea- 
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stitution and laws, the authorities of the General Government may extend under 
certain circumstances. ae 

And I trust you will permit me to add that I know no official duty more binding, 
in my judgment, on the Chief Executive of the United States than that of exercis- 
ing the powers with which he is invested for the protection of the States against 
domestic violence, and for the protection of the individual citizen in the exercise of 
his political rights, whenever a proper call is made upon him. I understand that 
an American citizen has a right to vote as he pleases ; to vote one ticket as freely 
and safely as another; to vote wrong as freely and safely as te vote right; and I 
know that whenever, upon whatsoever pretext, large bodies of citizens can be co- 
erced by force or feat into absenting themselves from the polls, or voting in a way 
contrary to their judgment or inclination, the foundation of every man’s civil free- 
dom is deeply, if not fatally, shaken. : } 

I inclose, for your information respecting the Hamburgh massacre, the following 
documents: the report of Hon, William Stone, attorney-general of th.s State ; the 
report of General H. W. Purvis, adjutant and inspector general ; a copy of all the 
evidence taken before the coroner's jury ; a copy of the printed statement of Gen- 
eral M. C. Butler; a copy of a letter addressed by me to Hon. T. J. Robertson ; an 
address to the American people by the colored people of Charleston, and a similar 
address by a committee appointed at a convention of leading representatives of the 
colored people of this State, in Columbia, on the 20th instant. 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
D. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Governor of South Carolina. 





The PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, for the purpose of furnishing to the 
Senator from Ohio and others some more authentic information in re- 
gard tothis Hamburgh massacre which would authorize them to form 
an opinion, and to show the importance of printing this document, 
and to let the people of the whole nation kuow the true character of 
this transaction, I will now ask the Secretary to read the letter of the 
attorney-general of South Carolina to the governor, which is one of 
thedocuments that we are asking to print. 

The Secretary read as follows : 


OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Columbia, Sowh Carolina, July 12, 1876. 


Sir: According to your request of Monday last, I have visited Hamburgh for 
the purpose of ascertaining the facts connected with the killing of several men 
there on the night of the 8th of July. 

My information has been derived chiefly from Trial Jastice Rivers and from the 
testimony of persons who have been examined before the coroner's jury now in 
session, and from those who received wounds from the armed body of white men 
who had taken them prisoners. From this information the following facts seem 
to be clearly established : 

During the administration of Governor Scott, a company ef State militia was or- 
ranized at Hamburgh, of which Prince Rivers was captain. This company was 

nown as Company A, Ninth Regiment National Guard of the State of South Car- 
olina. Arms were at that time furnished to it and some ammunition. 

This company, previous to May, 1876, had for some time but few names on its 
rolls, drilled rarely, and scarcely kept alive its organization. But in May of this 
year the number of members increased to about eighty, and one Doc Adams was 
chosen captain. 

On the 4th of July the company drilled on one of the public streets in the town 
of Hamburgh. The street on which they drilled was between one hundred and one 
hundred and fifty feet wide ; but it was little used, and was overgrown with grass 
except in that portion which was used as a carriage-road. While the company was 
thus drilling Thomas Butler and Henry Getzen, his brother-in-law, came along in 
a carriage and demanded that the company should make way for them. Adams 
halted the company, remonstrated with Butler and Getzen for thus seeking to in- 
terfere with the company, and called their attention to the fact that there was 
plenty of room on each side of the company to pass. 

Finding them unwilling to turn out of their course, Adams finally opened ranks 
and allowed them to drive through. 

This incident seems to have angered Butler and Getzen, who made complaint be- 
fore Trial Justice Rivers against the militia company for obatrueting the highway. 
The trial justice on the following day issued a warrant against Adams, as he was 
the captain of the company, and had him brought before him for trial. During the 
progress of the trial Adams was arrested by the trial justice for contempt of court, 
_ subsequently the case was continued until four o'clock Saturday afternoon, 

uly 8. 

At that time Butler and Getzen, with General M. C. Butler, who had been em- 
ployed by Robert I. Butler, father of the former, as their attorney, repaired to the 
otlice of the trial justice, but Adams did not appear. 

Geuxeral Butler inquired as to the nature of the charges against Adams, and asked 
if the trial justice was to hear the case as trial justice or in his official capacity of 
major-general of militia. To this the trial justice replied that he was to hear the 
case as a trial justice, but if the facts showed thata military offense had been com- 
mitted, Adams would have to be tricd by a court-martial. General Butler then 
stated that he thought the case might be arranged, and, at his suggestion, time was 
given him to see the parties. After this the trial justice did not see General Butler 
at his office, but learned that he had gone over to Augusta. Inthe mean time the 
trial justice had been informed that some two or three hundred armed white men 
were in Hamburgh, and that a demand had been made by them that the militia 
should surrender their arms. After a consultation with Messrs. Jefferson and 
Spencer, Rivers sent for General Builer. He rode up to the back gate of Rivers's 
house; the two had a conversation, in which General Butler said that he had given 
orders to have the guns given up in half an hour, and the time was nearly up. 
Rivers asked if some other arrangement could not be made, to which General Bat- 
ler replied jn the negative. 

Rivers tien asked if he would not consent to have him receive the arms, box them 
up, and send them to the governor, to which General Butler replied that he would 
box them up and send them to the governor, and if he (the governor) should return 
them to the company it would be at hisown risk. Rivers then asked if they would 

ve a bond for the arms, to which General Butler said that he would stand the 

bond, and, turning to another person—I think R. J. Batler—asked if he wouldn't 
g° on a bond also, to which he replied that he would. Rivers then asked for time 

»efore fire should be opened on the militia, so that he might have a conference with 
the militia officers. This was acceded to, and Rivers then went to the building 
known as the Sibley building, in the second story of which the company had its 
armory and drill-room, anid where it was then assembled, and told Captain Adams 
what might be expected if he should refuse to give up the arms. To this Adams 
replied that General Butler bad no right to the guns; that the company held them, 
= he proposed to hold them unless General Butler showed some authority to take 

em. 

After this interview Rivers returned to General Butler, with whom was Robert 
J. Butler. He told them the decision to which the company had come. Then Robert 
J. Butler said that General Butler was his attorney ; that he had come to settle the 
matter. If the company would apologize for the insult to his son and son-in-law 
Le would do nothing more, but the whole matter was in General Butler's hands. 
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General Butler said that, as the men would not meet him, he would have no more 
to do with them. General Butler was asked by Rivers if he would guarantee the 
safety of the town should the militia surrender their arms. He said that would 
depend on how the men behaved themselves afterward. This statement is con- 
firmed by S. P. Pixley. 

While these negotiations were going on, the armed body of white men inthe tewn 
were concentrated on the bank of the river near the Sibley building. Soon after 
they were broken off firing began. Men who were in the building say that it was 
commenced by the whites tiring upon the building. Adams gave his orders not to 
shoot until he directed them to. The company had very little ammunition, and all 
they had was a portion of that issued to the company when it was first organized, 

After the firing had begun it was returned by the militia, and one of the attack- 
ing party, MeKee Merriwether, was shot through the head and instantly killed. 
After this a piece of artillery, said to belong to the Washington Artillery, of Au- 
gusta, was brought overfrom Angusta, and four charges of canister were fired from 
it upon the armory, but without injuring any one. The persons in the armory es- 
caped from the rear by means of ladders, and hid under the floors of adjacent build- 
ings or wherever else they could find shelter, 

The first man killed by the whites was James Cook, town marshal. He had been 
in the armory, but was not a member of the company. He had gone into the street 
from the rear of the Sibley building, and was at once fired on and fell dead instantly, 
pierced by five or six bullets. Afterward the whites began their search for the 
members of the company. They succeeded in getting about twenty-five colored 
men as prisoners, some of whom were never members of the company. As fast as 
they were captured they were taken to a place near the South Carolina Railroad, 
where a large party of armed men stood guard over them. Noneof those thus cap- 
tured had arms in their bands. 

Subsequently, and at about two o'clock a. m., six men took A. T. Attaway out 
of the “ring.” He and his mother begged for his life, but invain. He was told to 
turn round, and was then shot to death by the crowd. David Phillips was next 
taken out and was similarly killed. Pompey Currey was next called out. He rec- 
ognized among the by-standers Henry Getzen and Dr. Pierce Butler, and called on 
them to keep the other men from killing him. He ran, and was shot at as he ran, 
one bullet striking him in the right leg below the knee. 

Afterward, Albert Myniart, Moses Parks, and Hampton Stephens were killed. 
Stephens did not belong to the company. Nelder John Parker, who has been com- 
monly referred to in the newspaper reports as John Thomas, was corporal in the 
company. When he was arrested and taken to the spot where the other prisoners 
were, he recognized among the party two gentlemen of Augusta, ase Twiggs 
and Chatfee. Le appealed to them for protection. They said be should not be 
hurt. He states that General M. C. Butlerasked if he was one of (he d—d rascals. 
The reply was in the affirmative. He was then shot in the back. Messrs. Twiggs 
and Chaffee then said if he was shot again they would shoot the ones who did it. 
They took him offand had him taken to Augusta. He was shot before Attaway was 
killed. He may recover from his wounds. 

One Butler Edwards was taken as a prisoner. He says he was taken before 
General Butler, who at the time was in the street near the Sibley building. This 
was about twelve o'clock. 

Threats were made to shoot him. General Butler directed that he be taken to the 
others. He recognized among the crowd one Captain Carnile and — Dunbar, 
of Augusta; said he had a long talk with the former. He was among the prison- 
ers who were let loose and told to run; as they ran they were fired at and he was 
shot in the head. He was not a member of the company. 

Willis Davis, one of the members of the company, was taken to the place where 
were the other prisoners The men stated that John Swaringen, of Edgeticld 
County, had charge of the prisoners. He states that he saw General Butler before 
the men were killed, who asked him what he wes doing and told him he would 
have enough of it before he got through. He was shot in the arm near the elbow 
when about twenty paces distant from the crowd, The ball is still in his arm and 
he suffers much pain. He also states that some of the young men from Georgia 
remonstratel against shooting the prisoners, but in vain. 

Besides the killing and wounding of the men herein named, the party broke open 
several stores and houses, and in some instances robbed the inmates. They took 
from Mr. Charles Roll, the postmaster, and a very respectable white citizen, a gun 
which he had in his store and his private property. From an old colored man, 
named Jacob Samnels, in his employ, they took a watch and set fire to his house, 
They broke open the house of Trial Justice Rivers and did much damage, as well 
as robbed him of clothing. They obtained kerosene oil and attempted to set fire 
to a house, but were prevented by Colonel A. P. Butler from doing so. ‘The ropes 
of the public wells were cut and some fences were torn down. 

So far as I can learn the primary object of the whites was to take away from 
the militia their arms. 

The man Parker, who was wounded, states that on Friday, the 7th instant, he 
had a long talk with one Harrison Butler (white) on Broad street, Augusta. Butler 
told him that if Rivers did not give ordersfor the militia to give up their arms they 
would take them anyway on the next day. 

On Saturday rumors were abroad in Hambargh that there were armed parties 
coming in to take the guns, but little credit was attached to them. 

One of the white citizens of Hamburgh heard a conversation between David 
Phillips and General Butler in the afternoon. Phillips talked very “ big.” as the 
rentieman said, and General Butler told him that they wanted those guns and were 
Sound to have them. 

In the atternoou Colonel A. P. Butler went to the various stores in town and 
told the proprictors that they must not sell any liquor to his men. In spite of this, 
however, some of the men compelled one of the store-keepers to furnish them 
liquor. From the same person they obtained kerosene oil to use in setting fire to 
a house, 

The whites were armed with guns and small arms of various kinds, and many of 
them had axes and hatchets 

It is proper to state that the intendant of Hamburgh, Mr. Gardner, was informed 
by Gen a Butler, in an interview with him, that the arms of the company must 
be given up. 

Trial Justice Rivers is now holding an inquest and taking the testimony of wit- 
nesses. Until their verdict is rendered, it will be impossible to tell who were en- 
gaged in the attack on the militia, and the subsequent killing and wounding of the 
colored men. 

It may be possible that a careful judicial investigation may show some slight 
errors in some of the minor details stated in this report. But, making due allow- 
ance for such errors, the facts show the demand on the militia to give up their arms 
was made by persons without lawful authority to enforce such demand or to re- 
ceive the arms had they been surrendered ; that the attack on the militia to com- 
pel a compliance with this demand was without lawful excuse or justification ; and 
that after there had been some twenty or twenty-five prisoners captured and com- 
pletely in the power of their captors, and without means of making farther resist- 
ance, five of them were deliberately shot to death and three more severely wounded. 
It further appears that, not content with thus satisfying their vengeance, many of 
the crowd ded to their guilt the crime of robbery of defenseless people, and 
were only prevented from arson by the efforts of their own leaders. 

Yours, very respectfully, 





WILLIAM STONE, 
Attorney-General South Carolina. 





Tion. D. H. CHAMBERLATN, 
Governor. 
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Mr. MORTON. 


true character before the American people. The Senator from Ohio 
asks why will not the State anthorities of South Carolina punish 
these men? He says the officers of the courts, the judges, the gov- 
ernor, are all republicans. Does not the Senator from Ohio under- 
stand that there is now a terrorism in the State of Sonth Carolina, 
and in almost every other State in the South, that prevents the 
punishment of any man for killing a negro; and I now challenge 
Senators on the other side of this Chamber to point to a case—I am 
alvised by the Senator from South Carolina and other Senators on 
this floor that I may do it—to point to a case where a white man has 
been punished for killing a negro. 

Mr. MERRIMON. It has been repeatedly done in my State. 

Mr. WITHERS. And in mine. 

Mr. MERRIMON. There is one in the penitentiary now and one 
has been hanged. 

Mr. MORTON. It is possible that where a white republican kills 
a negro he would be punished for it. [“O.”] My friends say “0.” 
I point you to the State of South Carolina; I point you to the State 
of Mississippi; I point you to the State of Louisiana; I point you to 
any of these States where these great outrages have been committed, 
and I ask the question when and where has a white man been pun- 
ished for killing a negro, and I might extend the question further, 
and inquire when and where a man has been punished for killing a 
republican? Sir, there is a terrorism that goes into the jury-box, 
which goes into the witness-box, it goes even with the republican 
officers and prevents the administration of justice, and with a mixed 
jury, made up of whites and blacks, made up of all political parties, 
the punishment of men down there for the commission of these crimes 
is highly improbable. With all that Governor Chamberlain can do, 
I express the opinion here to-day, and see if time does not verify it, 
that all the State prosecutions for these foul murders will come to 
nothing. 


Mr. THURMAN. 
to do about it? 

Mr. MORTON. Ah, what do I propose to do about it? I propose 
to let the country know about it, and I propose to furnish authentic 
information to the Senator himself on the subject. He says he does 
not know anything about it, has not heard anything that amounts to 
anything, nothing definite on the subject. The Senator will never 
be satisfied, 1 am afraid. I propose to let the country know in regard 
to these things. 

Mr. President, I can but repeat what I said a while ago. I believe 
that Mr. Tilden and Mr. Hendricks did not dare in their letters of ac- 
ceptance to condemn these outrages at Hamburgh and at other places 
in the South because, as I said before, that State isa republican State 
by 35,000, Mississippi by more than 30,000, Alabama by more than 
10,000, North Carolina by more than 8,000, Louisiana by more than 
15,000; and those gentlemen cannot carry those States without these 
republican majorities being overcome, and they can only be overcome 
by violence. Therefore these things are to be slurred over, they are 
to be passed by, and the perpetrators are to go unwhipped by public 
opinion. If such men as Tilden and Hendricks were to denonnce 
these crimes, if they were boldly denounced on the floor of this Sen- 
ate and not apologized for and not denied and Senators who say “I 
do not know, I have got no information ;”—if the leading men of the 
democratic party everywhere would come out and denounce these 
things and demand that the perpetrators be brought to justice, then 
these things will stop; but they never will be stopped so long as men 
ignore them or so long as they are justified or excused. 

Mr. President, there is no use in talking about these things being 
non-political. My friend might just as well attempt to conceal Mount 
Vesuvius by spreading his pocket-handkerchief over the crater as to 
deny that these murders were political. This is one of a series of 
atrocities. It is one just like many others that have occurred, all in- 
flicted for the same purpose, and all to be covered up, justified, or 

“excused by the same infamous falsehoods. 

Mr. President, I believe I have had the Clerk read all that I desire 
to have read on this report of the committee of conference. When 
we get up the resolution, which is the main thing, I shall perhaps 
have something to say about it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana was so 
anxious to make his little campaign speech that he could not wait 
for his resolution to be taken up again, but on an Indian bill he saw 
fit to make his stump-speech that has just been delivered; and 
there was another singular thing about it, and not usual in this Sen- 
ate, that his speech, as he announced it, was to be a reply to a speech 
that he said I had delivered but which was in an unfinished state. 
Without waiting for me to conclude what I had to say, he injects his 
speech right in the midst of mine. 

Mr. MORTON. I think I ought to state in this connection as a 
justification of my course that my friend from Ohio first spoke out 
the morning hour and then called for the regular order, and after 
that had been laid on the table and my resolution was got up in regard 
to printing the President’s message, my friend adroitly swapped it off 
for this conference report, after having spoken on it for about twenty 
minutes, and then shifted the argument on to something else. If my 


Then may I ask the Senator what he proposes 


Mr. President, it seems to me the statement of the 
governor of South Carolina and of the attorney-general furnishes 
very authentic evidence in a general way of the character of this 
transaction, and shows sufficiently the importance of spreading its 









friend thinks that is all right, he is certainly not in any condition to 
find fault with me. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think that is rather a lame excuse. 

Mr. MORTON. Perhaps it is. 

Mr. THURMAN. I had the floor. The Senator from Kansas asked 
me to give way to the report of a committee of conference, a thine 
that I never knew refused since I have held a seat in the Senate, and 
certainly not at as late a day in the session as this. I could not give 
him the authority to bring that up. I was only one out of sixty-odd 
Senators present, and the Senator had to ask the unanimous consext 
of the Senate to take up his conference report, and that unanimous 
consent was given, the Senator from Indiana making no objection, 
and that is the way that bill came before the Senate; and yet on that 
bill, and without waiting for it to be disposed of and me to resume 
the remarks that I was making on his resolution, the Senator could 
not wait—so eager was he to get at this favorite subject of his that 
he could not wait for me to conclude my “ few feeble remarks,” but 
he had to jump into the lists with his armor on, and that same old 
lance and saber that have so often flourished in this same kind of en- 
counter once more to stir up the northern heart and make them hate 
the people of the South, once more to preach hatred and vengeance 
toward the people of the South, be they guiltless or be they guilty. 
Well, Mr. President, I do not envy that feeling. I suppose, though, 
the Senator cannot help it; it is the force of habit. It has becomea 
chronic disease of the Senator, and nothing in the world seems to 
afford him so much delight on the eve of an election as to find that 
some few black people down South have lost their lives in an affray, 
I do not say that he wished it ; certainly I am far from believing he 
did; but if the thing does happen in the dispensations of Providéfce, 


-he thanks the Almighty for the aid that He has furnished to the repub- 


lican party; and so ithappensnow. The Senator knows as well as he 
sits in his seat that of all the men in this country those who most de- 
plore these acts of violence are the democratic party, and especially 
the democratic party of the North. 

Mr. MORTON. Your candidates should say so in their letters, then. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whysay so? I do not wish to be offensive, but 
I declare I could hardly help blushing for the Senator from Indiana 
when he was guilty of the small criticism that Tilden and Hendricks 
did not notice this particular Hamburgh matter in their letters of 
acceptance, as if they were to go out of their way in a paper like that, 
and without having heard the evidence on either side, with nothing 
but newspaper reports, without having had even the benefit of these 
documents which the Senator now asks to have printed and which 
were presented here on the Ist day of this very month and not seen 
by Tilden or by Hendricks, notice this occurrence that happened 
down in South Carolina. Why, sir, they would have made themsleves 
the laughing-stock of the community if they had done any such 
thing. 

But let me ask my friend, if he makes such a criticism as that, how 
comes it that Mr. WHEELER, your candidate for Vice-President, took 
no notice of this thing? His letter was written on the 15th day of 
July, and these murders took place on the &th day of July, and the 
telegraph had scattered the information all over the country before 
WHEELER wrote his letter. How comes it that he took no notice of 
it at all, and how small a criticism it would be for me if I were to 
say that Mr. WHEELER dare not condemn that massacre! No, Mr. 
President, that will not do. Why did he not take notice of Coushatta 
and the like; in other words, why did he not take notice of all the 
speeches the Senator from Indiana has been accustomed to make on 
southern outrages in the last four or five years? I might answer, 
why did not Governor Hayes take notice of them? Why did not 
Governor Hayes put into his letter of acceptance liberal extracts 
from the speeches of the Senator from Indiana? Why did he not 
make a campaign document by finding chosen excerpts of the horri- 
ble pictures drawn by the fertile imagination of the Senator from In- 
diana for the last three or four years? Why, on the contrary, did 
Governor Hayes hold out his hands, and use mild language like the 
rmoild-mannered man he is, although he has proven himself to be a 
brave soldier, (for I have generally found that the men who were the 
bravest soldiers have the mildest tongues?) Why is it, instead of 
hoisting the bloody flag and preaching vengeance and hatred in his 
letter of acceptance, that Governor Hayes speaks in language of mild- 
ness and of kindness to all the South? Not a word about Coushatta 
and not a werd about Hamburgh, although for aught I know he had 
heard of it, though it was hardly possible, for his letter is dated on 
the very day this transaction took place at Hamburgh. He says not 
one word about these various occurrences which the Senator from 
Indiana has been accustomed to bring to the attention of the Senate 
so often, and so foreibly, and so earnestly. 

But, sir, there is in Governor Tilden’s letter of acceptance, which I 
have not had time to read in full because I only saw it this morning, 
a passage that I commend to my friend from Indiana and it embraces 
everything that a man writing such a letter could be required to say. 
It is a pledge which if delivered in his inaugural address or a mes- 
sage to Congress would satisfy the whole country that the man who 
delivered it had a sound head and a right heart. What does he say? 


The nobler motives of humanity concur with the material interests of all in re- 
quiring that every obstacle be removed to a complete and durable reconciliation 
between kindred populations once unnaturally estranged on the basis recoguized 
by the Saint Louis platform of the Constitution of the United States, with its 
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engendered civil war ; but in aid of a result so beneficent, the moral influence of 
every good citizen as well as every governmental authority ought to be exerted not 
alone to maintain their just equality before the law, but likewise to establish a 
cordial fraternity and good-will among citizens, whatever their race or color, who 
are now united in the one destiny of a common self-government. _1f the duty shall 
be assigned to me, I should not fail to exercise the powers with which the laws and 
the Constitution of our country clothes its Chief Magistrate to protect all its citi- 
zens whatever their former condition in every political and personal right. 


What more can be asked than that? What more with any pro- 
propriety or dignity could Governor Tilden have said than that? 
Was it for him to-go peddling around and mousing around upon 
newspaper reports, and without hearing the other side to go into the 
particulars of some outrage in the Southern States? Was that his 
duty? Does not every man see how miserable is the criticism of the 
Senator from Indiana? 

But, Mr. President, let us get to something larger than that. Now 
I have heard the letter of the attorney-general of South Carolina. 
I had not seen it before, as I said in my opening remarks this morn- 


ing, and although I have learned, by more than forty years’ practice | 
at the bar and some little experience upon the bench, always to hesi- 
tate to give judgment upon the testimony on one side alone, although 


I have thought the maxim Audi alteram partem, ‘‘ Hear the other side 
before you determine,” to be one of the sonndest dictates of justice 
and jurisprudence, yet I am bound to say that if this statement made 


by the attorney-general of South Carolina be true—and I am sorry | 


to say that it is most probably substantially so—then the transaction 
at Hamburgh was so atrocious that there are no words iu our lan- 
guage sufficiently strong to condemn it. That is what I say of it. 
It igadding to brutality cowardice, the meanest and basest cowardice. 
In all ages and in all countries, since at least prisoners were entitled 


to life when they surrendered, and in all modern times, according to | 
the laws of modern warfare, the shooting of unarmed prisoners is a 


crime too great to be described by words; and that is precisely this 
case if the statement made by the attorney-general of South Caro- 


linaistrue. Sir,no man can abhor that crime more thanIdo. Years 


ago I said in the debate on the enforcement bill, and said it asstrongly | 
as I could put it to those misguided men down South, that they were | 


the very worst enemies that the southern people had. I have re- 
peated it again and again. Every act of violence they commit is 
seized hold of by demagogues at the North to inflame the North 
against the South and without any regard to the guilt or innocence 
of the mass of the southern people. What man in his senses believes 
that the mass of the white people in any State in the South desires 
a state of anarchy? They have the property; they have their wives 
and children there who require safety and protection. What man 
believes in his senses to-day that they want a state of civil war, of 
servile war, or a war of races; that they want insecurity for their 
wives and children, insecurity of property, a state of anarchy instead 
of a state of prosperity? No man in his senses believes it. But 
there are bad men there, as there are bad men elsewhere, and under 
the peculiar circumstances, the changed condition of that country, 
who can wonder that there are outbreaks? It is no justification of 
them, but who can wouder at the fact that there are outbreaks? 
Take this very State of South Carolina; I am assured that the entire 
organized militia of that State are colored men, that there is not one 
single militia company that is composed of white men. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Ohio is right in that state- 
ment; but it is not the fault of the colored people and it is not the 
fault of the State government, but the fault of the white people. 
The white democrats will not go into the State military organiza- 
tions. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think I have heard some other account of that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is true. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think we had some evidence before that when 
that militia law was passed the whites did go into it, and why should 
they not? They wanted arms, but their arms were taken from them 
and their companies disbanded. That is the evidence we had here 
some two or three years ago. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator state when that happened? 

Mr. THURMAN. I recollect—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. When were arms ever taken by the State gov- 
ernment from a white military company ? 

Mr. THURMAN. My impression is that it was about two years 
ago, and I am speaking simply from recollection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I live there, and I never heard of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. There are a great many things perhaps that the 
Senator never heard of that nevertheless happened. How comes it 
that all the arms are given to colored people? Are the white people 
of South Carolina so rich that they are unwilling to take the arms 
that belong to the State, or that they go and purchase their own 
arms? Is that the state of the case down there? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am sorry to interrupt the Senator by saying 
that that is the truth. The white people in South Carolina prefer to 


buy théir own arms and equip themselves, and are unwilling to go in | 


under the State organization and be subjeet to the military law. 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot undertake to argue a question of the 
state of affuirs in South Carolina with the Senator from that State; 
but one thing I do know: that, if that is the case there, the white 
population of South Carolina are totally abnormal and do not belong 
toourrace. But there is the fact: fifteen regiments of colored troops 
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there are armed and supplied with ammunition by the State, and 
there is not one white militia company in the State. Do you wonder 
that, with such a state of affairs as that, and with the negroes in the 
majority, and with this sudden change which has taken the late servile 
race and put it on top of the race to which Calhoun and McDufiie and 
Lowndes and men of that stamp beionged, there is dissatisfaction ? 
Do you wonder that there is bad feeling? Do you wonder that men 
may be excited to acts of violence that our sober judgment cannot 
for one single moment approve and every sentiment of justice and 
| humanity requires as to condemn? But, sir, when these things do 
occur, are the whole southern people to be indicted and the whole 
northern people to be excited against the South as if the whole south- 
ern people were a set of monsters and not human beings? Why, sir, we 
were told a long time ago by one high in station, “ Let us have peace.” 
Bat,so far from having peace, there seems to have been no end of this 
crusade of vengeance and hate which is to be preached on the eve of 
every presidential election, and not only of every presidential elec- 
tion but of every important election. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator allude to this crusade at Ham- 
burgh? Is that the one he is speaking of ? 
Mr. THURMAN. The Senator understands well enough what I 


| allude to, and his question therefore was as mal @ propos as it could 
possibly be. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, which does the Senator mean ? 

Mr. THURMAN, The Senator understands me perfectly well, and 
I have no doubt perhaps before we get through he will give some 
little proof of it. 

Now, Mr. President, when in this world are we to have peace and 
| fraternity in this country? If these things are to go on, bow long 

will it take before we are once more a united people? Sir, we came 
into this centennial year with great blowing of trumpets and beating 
| of drums, to welcome the one hundreth anniversary of the nation’s 

independence and a reunited Republic from one end of the land to 
| the other. We celebrated it by acts of fraternity. ‘Troops went from 

South Carolina to join with Massachusetts, under the shadow of 
Bunker Hill, to celebrate that great victory and the first blows for 
the independence of the country. They were received in Boston in 
a manner that spoke in the highest conceivable language of the civil- 
ization of that city and of her fraternal and patriotic feelings. Troops 
went from Maryland to Philadelphia, to New York, and Boston, and 
were received in the same way. We invited the nations of the earth 
to come here to witness—what? Simply our material progress, simply 
our growth inthe material arts and sciences? No,sir; but to witness 
a great, a prosperous, a united, and a patriotic people. We invited 
all the crowned heads of the world to attest by their own presence 
or that of their embassadors their friendship for the great Republic 
of the world, and to be witnesses of its prosperity, its union, and its 
glory. And some of them came, crowned heads; but what do they 
witness? Instead of a united and happy and contented people, they 
are told here from the Senate Hall of this Capitol ‘that one-third of 
this people are a set of monsters in human form; that they have no 
love for this Union, and not only no love for the Union, but that the 
most common instincts of humanity and justice are blotted out of 
their hearts. That is the exhibition that you exhibit in your centen- 
nial year. Ah, Mr. President, if that is true, then I advise you to 
hide all yourevidences of progress that are exhibited at Philadelphia, 
for no growth in the material! arts. no mighty works of industry, 
nothing that you can show there will for one moment be more than 
dust in the balance against a country so infamous as that which Sen- 
ators describe us to be. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, one word. The Senator asks this 
question, ‘ When shall we have peace and fraternity in the North and 
in this country?” I want to answer that: when murder shall cease 
because of race, when men shall cease to be killed because of their 
political opinions, when they stop the slanghters at Hamburgh, at 
Coushatta, at Colfax, at Vicksburgh, at Clinton, at Mechanics’ Insti- 
tute. So long as these things are continued there can be no peace 
and fraternity. But the crime is in talking about them, that is all— 
not the killing but it is the talking about it. Becanse we remon- 
strate, because we raise our voices against these crimes and urge se= 
curily to the lives of all, it is said that we are keeping up sectional 
differences! God forbid. When they stop these killings, we shall stop 
our talk; but for us to stop our remonstrances before these crimes 
| shall cease would be criminal on our part. 

Mr. President, the Senator says that Mr. Hayes did not say any- 
thing about this. I want to read what Mr. Hayes said. I want to 
vindicate him from the assault upon him. Mr. Hayes in his letter of 
acceptance says: 





There can be no enduring peace if the constitutional rights of any portion of the 
people are habitually disregarded. A division of political parties, resting merely 
upon distinctions of race, or upon sectional lines, is always unfortunate and may be 
disastrous. The welfare of the South, alike with that of every other part of the 
country, depends upon the attractions it can offer to labor, to immigration, and to 
capital; but laborers will not go, and capital will not venture, where the Constitu- 
tion and the laws are set at detiance and distraction, apprehension, and alarm take 
the place of peace-loving and law-abiding social life. 


He puts it very strongly; and how did Mr. Hendricks put it yes- 


terday? The Senator has read what Mr. Tilden said. Why, he says, 
could Mr. Tilden and Mr. Hendricks stop to notice the Hamburgh 
massacre, that particular thing, the massacre at Colfax, at Coushatta 
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at Vicksburgh, or at Clinton, or the general massacre in Mississippi? 
He says no. O,that would be beneath the dignity of those two men! 
These massacres have shocked the whole world; the whole country 
is talking about them and has been for months and for years; but 
they amount to so small a matter that these distinguished gentlemen 
could not afford to mention them! Ah, if the Senator himself would ex- 
pend one-half the force in condemning these crimes that he does in 
condemning us for talking about them, he would have helped to stop 
them and would have materially contributed to that result. But in- 
stead of that we find apologies and excuses, and we find those who 
condemn the crimes are arraigned as the criminals while the criminals 
are let go, left unpunished, and left uncondemned. 

The Senator says if the facts stated by the attorney-general of 
South Carolina are true, then these men did commit a great crime 
because they killed unarmed prisoners. Ay, there comes the rub. 
When will the Senator ever believe the facts as stated? How much 
evidence will convince him that the attorney-general has told the 
truth? There is where the trouble comes in. The Senator stated 
this morning that he knew nothing about it, had nothing authentic 
on the subject, and when the evidence is read he says if these things 
are so, then this was a very bad affair indeed! 

In regard toMr. WHEELER’s statements I find on referring to his let- 
ter that for his opinion in regard to the condition of the South he re- 
fers to his report. I shall have that report in a few minutes and it 
will show that he is equally explicit, I have no doubt. 

Mr. THURMAN. I guess he does not say anything about Ham- 
burgh in that report. 

Mr. MORTON. No; Hamburgh had not happened when he made 
his report. My friend from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] had handed me the 
report. Mr. WHEELER in his letter refers to his report and says his 
opinions have not changed. I read now from his report: 

First. That there has been, and is, on the part of the party calling themselves 
the white men's party, in Louisiana, a purpose to take possession by force and fraud 
of the State government, without regard to the question of who may have the nu- 
merical majority at a fair election, 

That is a very important statement, and he re-affirms it, 

Second. That, in the execution of this purpose, they have refrained, and will re- 
frain, from the use of no instruments which they think designed to accomplish it, 
w aston those instruments be murder, fraud, civil war, or coercion of laborers by 
employers. 

And he expressly re-affirms that statement, and yet my friend from 
Ohio says Mr. WHEELER says nothing on the subject. 

Third, While there are many men in their party of more moderate views, who do 
not themselves use or approve these unlawful means, such men desire the accom- 
plishment of the same end, and are powerless to restrain their more violent asso- 
clates. 

And now I wish to say right here that there are millions of good 
people in the South. I want to believe that, and I do believe it; but 
the trouble is that they have not got the power, they have not got 
the courage to put down this violent element; they are controlled by 
it. I believe the violent element in the South is in the minority to- 
day; I have no doubt of it; but it has power to silence the majority; 
it has power to brave and control their politics; and such is its power, 
such is its terrorism that it is felt right here on the floor of the Sen- 
ate and there are men here who dare not express the sentiments of 
their hearts because of this power and of their dread of this violent 
element in the States from which they come. This I have po doubt 
of at all, and this terrorism goes to Indianapolis and it goes to Al- 
bany, New York, and it prevents candidates for the highest offices in 
the aa from expressing their condemnation of these crimes. As I 
said, they dare not condemn the authors of these crimes because their 
hopes of success in four or five republican States in the South depend 
on these very men and those of like character. 

Mr. WETHERS. Will the Senator read a yassage from Mr. Hen- 
dricks’s letter in connection with the subject he is commenting on? 

Mr. MORTON, I thank my friend for calling attention to it. I 
was coming to it. 

Mr. WITHERS. I would be glad if the Senator would do it. 

Mr. MORTON. Iask the Secretary to read it. I believe I will mark 
all that pertains to the subject. It is toward the close of the letter, 
is it not? 

Mr. WITHERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. I will mark the part and ask the Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

All the people must be made to feel and to know once more that there is estab- 
lished a purpose and policy under which all citizens, of every condition, race, and 
color will be secure in the enjoyment of whatever rights the Constitution and laws 
declare or recognize, and that in controversies that may arise the Government is 


not a partisan, but within its constitutional authority the just and powerful guard- 
ian of the rights and safety of all. 

The strife between the sections and between races will cease as soon as the power 
for evil is taken away from a party that makes political gain out of scenes of vio- 
lence and bloodshed, and the constitutional authority is placed in the hands of men 
whose political welfare requires that peace and good order shall be preserved every- 


where. 

Mr. MORTON. He does refer to scenes of violence and bloodshed, 
but how? Condemning the bloodshed? No, but condemning the 
party that he says tries to make capital out of it, condemning those 
who talk abvut it, those who repudiate it, but for the bloodshed itself 
he has no word of condemnation ; and his remedy is to turn over this 
Government into the hands of the very men in part who have perpe- 
trated these crimes. This bloodshed was in hismind. Mr. Hendricks 


did not forget Hamburgh; he did not forget the one hundred other 
slaughters in the South in the last two or three years. But all he has 
to say about them is to condemn the men or the party that want to 
make political capital out of them! That is, he condemns the men 
who denounce it, condemns the men who make a noise about it, con- 
demns the men who bring it to the attention of the country. That is 
all the condemnation he has about it. It would have been easy for 
him to say in referring to Hamburgh or if he did not even mention 
the name in referring to these general slaughters in the South where 
these things have occurred—to say “I condemn them ; they have been 
committed by bad men who ought to be punished, and it will be my 
yurpose to bring these men to punishment if I should get the power.” 
3ut no word of that kind escapes his lips; and so with regard to Mr, 
Tilden. He talks in a general way about enforcing the laws and says 
he will use all his constitutional power,to enforce the laws. But what 
constitutional powers has he got according to his construction? Aj] 
that Grant has done has been denied to be constitutional; all that 
the republican party has done in suppressing these disorders has been 
said to be unconstitutional. Every step we have taken has been con- 
demned. 

I sympathize with my friend from Ohio in one respect. I sympa- 
thize with the sad necessity that compels him to defend these things, 
that compels him to excuse them, to apologize for them in a round- 
about way ; and whenever a word is said about them to be under the 
necessity of getting up and making a counter attack, attacking the 
republican party, and talking about “the bloody shirt.” These mur- 
ders and crimes are committed, and then they are to be shouted out 
of sight by the cries of “ carpet-bagger,” “scalawag,” “ bloody shirt,” 
and all the slang-whangery of vulgar blackguardism. We are toor- 
get these infamous crimes and lose sight of them under the cry of 
slang that is brought against us whenever we mention them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference on the Osage land bill, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken; and resulted—yeas 27, nays 18; as 
follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Barnum, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Den- 
nis, Eaton, Ferry, Gordon, Harvey, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Kelly, Kernan, Key, Me- 
Creery, McDonald, Maxey, Morton, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Robertson, 
Sherman, Wallace, Withers, and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Boutwell, Conkling, Cooper, Dawes, Edmunds, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamilton, Hamlin, Howe, McMillan, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, 
Norwood, Saulsbury, and Wadleigh—18. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Bogy, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Christiancy, Clayton, Conover, Cragin, Davis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Johnston, 
Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Logan, Oglesby, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Thurman, West, Whyte, and Windom—26. 


So the report was concurred in. 


PETITION, 


Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of W. F. Carrington, of Vir- 
ginia, praying the removal of his political disabilities; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Joseph N. Lewis, praying to be re-imbursed for 
certain moneys expended by him in and about the seizure of the 
American bark Amelia at Port an Prince, Hayti, while he was acting 
as United States commercial agent at that point in 1855, submitted a 
report thereon, accompanied by a bill (8. No. 1033) for the relief of 
Joseph N. Lewis. 

The bill was read, and passed to the second reading, and the re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the resolution of the Legislature of Texas, in favor of the 
better protection of the frontier of that State and its re-imbursement 
of certain moneys expended for the protection of her citizens and 
their property from incursions from the adjacent Mexican territory, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the memorial of the common council of Freder- 
icksburgh, Virginia, in favor of the erection of a monument at York- 
town, Virginia, commemorative of the closing battle of the war of the 
Revolution, submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and thecommittee was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its amendments, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate to the bill (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeit- 
ing of trade-mark goods and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade- 
mark goods, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
JouN H. BaGLey, jr., of New York, Mr. WiLLtaM HartzeL of Illinois, 
and Mr. E. 8. Sampson of Iowa, managers at the conference on its 

art. 
" The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
Omar D. Concer, of Michigan, a wenn at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3022) mak- 
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ing appropriations for the construction, repair, preservation, and com- 
pletion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, in place of Mr. Mark H. DUNNELL, of Minnesota, excused. 


The message further announced that the House had passed a joint | 


resolution (H. R. No. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 361) to reduce the area of the mil- 
itary reservation of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


PAPERS RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Jackson Tibbetts and others, employés 
of L. J. and J. D. and T. W. Call, late contractors of the Fox River improvement, 
praying that the amount forfeited to the United States by the contractors by the 
annulment of their contracts be applied to the payment of wages due them, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Claims. 


THE HAMBURGH RIOTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is now on the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] to print 
extra copies of the President’s message in relation to the Hamburgh 
massacre. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Printing, to whom the resolution of the Senator from Indiana was 
referred, I objected to this publication by Congress of the message and 


accompanying papers not because I had any disposition whatever | 


to cover up anything that had been done, any outrages that had been 
committed at Hamburgh, in South Carolina. I objected to it because 


designed for political purposes, at the public expense, and to be paid for 
out of the public Treasury. I have not the least objection that the 
message of the President of the United States, with all the docu- 
ments accompanying that message, shall be published by the thou- 
sand and the hundreds of thousands by any political party that may 
desire to publish them at their own expense; but when an attempt is 
made to publish for partisan purposes this message of the President 
of the United States, with the accompanying papers, I feel it my 
duty as a member of the committee to object to it; because it is tak- 
ing from the public Treasury money that ought not to be used for 
such a purpose, 


What is the character of the paper that it is proposed to publish ? 


It is a message of the President of the United States sent here in | 


obedience to a resolution of this body calling for the information in 


his possession in reference to a massacre said to have taken place at | 


Hamburgh, in South Carolina, transmitting ex parte statements in 
reference to the affair. The usual number of that message, with the 
accompanying papers, has already been published. So far, therefore, 
as the Senate of the United States or Congress is concerned, and so 


may be necessary and proper to remedy any wrongs that exist there, 
that purpose has been complied with. But now, after the usual num- 
ber of copies has been published, after the papers are upon our 


desks, the proposition is made by the Senator from Indiana to pub- 
lish an unusual number in addition, 10,000 copies of the papers, to be | 
Ido not hesitate to say that | : : ; 
i | Magistrate of the whole country; and it does not, in my judgment, 
pers which it is supposed will be of some advantage in the presi- | 
What are the papers accom- | 


paid for out of the public Treasury. 
the design is to manufacture and circulate at the public expense pa- 


dential canvass to the republican party. 
panying the President’s message? The President says he sends: 
No. 1. Letter of the 22d of July, 1876, from Governor D. H. Chamberlain, of South 
Carolina, to me. 
No. 2. My reply thereto. 
No. 3. Report of Hon. William Stone, attorney-general of South Carolina. 
o —e Report of General H. W. Purvis, adjutant and inspector general of South 
arolina. 
_ No 5. Copy of evidence taken before a coroner's jury investigating facts relat- 
ing to the Hambargh massacre. 
No. 6. Printed copy of statement by M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 


No. 7. Printed letter from the same to the editors of the Journal of Commerce. | 


No. 8. Copy of letter from Governor Chamberlain to Hon. T. J. Robertson. 


_ No. 9. An address to the American people by the colored citizens of Charleston, 
South Carolina. és 


No. 10. An address by a committee appointed at a convention of leading repre- 
sentatives of Columbia, South Carolina. 


No. 11. Copy of letter of July 15, 1876, from the district attorney of Mississippi to 
the Attorney-General of the United States. 
No. 12. Letter from same to same. 


No. 13. Copy of report of a grand jury lately in session in Oxford, Mississippi. 


papers accompanying the President’s message which relate to the 
unfortunate Hamburgh imbroglio are but mere partisan ex parte 
statements, It may be that they are true; I do not say whether they 
are true or not; I have not the evidence before me; | am not sufti- 
ciently familiar with the facts to say whether these statements are 
true or not true; but I have this to say, that I have no doubt there 
are many exaggerations of the affair contained in these statements. 
I have no doubt that a full investigation of them will prove, as is 


| cratic party ? 
I believed it to be an attempt to print a political partisan document, | 


| people, 


| sippi, in Louisiana, and in other southern States. 
far as the paper may be useful in order to aid in any legislation which | 


proved on all such occasions, that much exaggeration exists in refer- 
ence to this affair. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 


minute? Will the Senator believe the account if I give it to him in 
| a democratic newspaper ? 

I will furnish myself with all the reading I 
I have got pretty nearly old enough to select my own read- 


Mr. SAULSBURY. 
want. 
ing. 

Now, I say if there was any violation of law at Hamburgh, and I 
have no question there was; if there was any cruelty, and I have no 
question there was; if there was any inhumanity, and I have no 
doubt there was, that inhumanity ought to be ferreted out and pun- 
ished to the full extentof the law. Iam not here to defend any vio- 
lation of the law either in South Carolina or any other State. The 
whole tenor of my life has been against it. The democratic party of 
my State and of every State of this Union, so far as I know, have set 
their faces against all violations of law, and they have complained 
justly and most bitterly against the numerous violations of law that 
have taken place under republican rule. They are the last men, 
therefore, who would encourage any violations of law. That there 
may be individual democrats that are guilty of crime I do not deny, 
just as there are individual republicans that have been sent to the 


| penitentiary for their crimes. 


The character of these papers are mere ex parte statements, which 
cannot convey to the country a true idea of the condition of affairs 
at Hamburgh and the true circumstances that led to that unfortunate 
massacre of the colored people at that point. And yet it is proposed 
to take these ex parte statements and to publish them at the public 
expense, and strew them broadcast over this country as a partisan 
political document to be used in the approaching campaign. Is that 
fair? Do democrats come here and ask that documents may be 
printed at the public expense to advance the interests of the demo- 
It may not cost a very large sum of money, but it is 
one of the items that helps to swell the public expenditures, which 
the people in these days of inquiry will recognize and condemn. 

I wish to call attention to the character of one of these documents, 
and I refer to the letter of the President of the United States to 
Governor Chamberlain, which accompanies his message. I want to 
direct attention to this document and to ask my republican friends if 
in their judgment, if in their honest opinion, it is a document which 


| ought to be published and sent out to the country, and if they will 


not place their President in an improper light before the American 
In reply to the letter of Governor Chamberlain the Presi- 
dent of the United States says: 

The scene at Hamburgh, as cruel, bloodthirsty, wanton, unprovoked, and as un- 
called for as it was, is only a repetition of the course that has been pursued in 
other southern States within the last few years, notably in Mississippi and Lou- 
islana. 

You will observe that the President of the United States in an- 
swering a letter specifically directed to him in reference to a partic- 
ular transaction takes occasion in reply to that letter to hold up be- 
fore the American people that there isa spirit of lawlessness in Missis- 
Does it com- 
port, I ask, with the dignity and character of the Executive of this 
natian to become the persecutor, I will not say a partisan accuser, but 
an accuser of the people over whom he presides? He is the Presi- 
dent not of a party. He is the President of this whole Republic, as 
much the President of the democrats of this country as of the repub- 
licans. It is true he was not elected by their votes, but he is charged 
with the duties appertaining to the executive office, and is the Chief 


comport with the high character of the President of the United 
States to become the accuser of the people of any State, especially 
when there was no case before him calling for the voluntary state- 
ment made in referenct to these States. He goes on: 


Mississippi is governed to-day by officials chosen through fraud and violence, 
such as would scarcely be accredited to savages, much less to a civilized and Chris- 
tian people. 

Does the President possess the evidence of that ? 
dence? There has been none laid before the Senate of the United 
States. There have been ex parte statements. There have been news- 
paper accounts of an election in Mississippi. There have been dis- 
patches, I have no question, sent from private individuals, but that 
is not evidence that ought to govern the action of any person and 
that ought to govern thegaction especially of an Executive of this 
country. The President assumes, upon the ex parte statements that 
have been made in reference to that election, that they are true with- 
out proof. He assumes it upon the mere declaration of political par- 


Where is the evi- 


tisans and demagogues, and not upon any evidence furnished to the 


: we | Executive or the Senate of the United States. 
It will be seen by an examination that these papers are mere 


ex parte statements in reference to the Hamburgh affair; that all the Great Ruler of the Universe only 


| remedy will come and come speedily, and earnestly hepe that it will come peace- 


He goes on: 


How long these things are to continue or what is to be the final remedy, the 
knows, But I have an abiding faith that the 


fully. 


There has never been a desire on the part of the North to humiliate the 
South. 


I will not speak on that point. There are gentlemen in the coun- 
try who believe the contrary, who at least believe that the republi- 
can party in some of the Northern States have had a disposition to 
oppress the people of the Southern States because they differed with 
them politically. But this question I shall not raise in this discus- 
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sion, because I wish to notice another thing which is said in this 
letter. 
Nothing is claimed for one State— 


Says the President— 


that is not freely accorded to all the others, unless it may be the right to kill ne 
groes and republicans without fear of punishment, and without loss of caste or 
reputation. This has seemed to be a privilege claimed by a few States. 


Notice that declaration. The President emphatically says that it 
has been a privilege claimed by a few States of this Union “to kill 
negroes and republicans without fear of punishment, and without 
loss of caste or reputation.” 
dent against individuals. 
States of this Union. What State, I ask, has manifested any such 
spirit? It isthe first time that I have ever heard the charge preferred 
against any State of this Union as desiring to kill negroes and repub- 
licans. ‘The honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] this 
morning said he had no doubt there were hundreds and thousands of 
good men in all the Southern States. That, I confess, was a great 
concession to be made by the Senator from Indiana; but the Presi- 
dent of the United States in his letter to Governor Chamberlain 
openly proclaimed to the world that there are a few States of this 
Union over which he presides as the Chief Magistrate where the privi- 


ishment, and without loss of caste orreputation.” Is that a document 
that ought to go out to be published at public expense and spread 
broadcast through this land? What will be the estimate of the 
American people of their President when that document is spread be- 
fore them? If the republican party can afford to publish that docu- 
ment, which will hurt their President alone, the democrats cannot 
and will not object, but let them publish it at theirown expense. Do 
not let them come and ask for appropriations out of the public Treas- 
ury to publish a document of that character which is designed to have 
a political bearing, and for no other purpose that I can see. 

So far then as the contents of these papers are concerned, in my 
opinion, they are not worthy of publication. These papers misrepre- 
seni the public sentimentin theSouth, Southern gentlemen I know on 
this floor have felt some hesitation in entering into discussions npon 
these questions. All they say is misunderstood and misconstrued be- 
cause they come from the southern section of the country; and yet we 
are all familiar enough with the history of the South to deny that there 
is any such inhumanity, any such wantof civilization, any such barbar- 
ism, any such atrocity as is sought to be imputed to them in these papers. 
What has been the effect of this constant misrepresentation of the peo- 
ple of the South? What has been its effect upon the prosperity of the 
South, upon the happiness of the people of the South? You have by 
this very policy of misrepresentation stirred up to some extent ani- 
mosity between the races. You have disturbed at times the public 
peace in the Southern States by constant, invariable denunciation of 
southern white men when there is an election to come on and by rep- 
resenting the southern white men as hostile to the negro. There has 
been, I have no donbt, a disturbance of the friendly relations which 
ought to exist between the races and which would have existed be- 
tween the races if this policy had not been pursued by our republican 
friends in the management of their campaign interests. But it is not 
alone the friendly relations of the people of the South that have been 
disturbed. You have affected the material prosperity of the Southern 
States. You have to a certain extent by this course of procedure dis- 
organized the labor system of the Southern States, and you have by 
that means impaired the prosperity to a certain extent of that section 
of the cotntry. But it is not only the Southern States that have been 
affected. Just in proportion as you affect the material interests of 
one section of the country you affect the material interests of every 
portion of the country. When the productive industries of the South 
are disorganized by your policy, when the labor system of the South 
is disorganized and the products of that section of the country re- 
dneed, the material prosperity of the people of the northern section 
have to some extent also been impaired. Hence you see to-day in all 
the Northern States the industries of the country are languishing; 
and I assert here as my firm conviction that much of the languishing 
condition of northern industry is owing to the policy that the repub- 
lican party has pursued toward the southern people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is that? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I say you disturb the friendly relations of the 
races, disorganize their labor, destroy their prosperity. They are un- 
able to become purchasers in northern markets, and therefore the 
northern people begin to feel the reactionary influence of that policy. 
You may read to-day in the downfall and bankruptcies of your mer- 
chants in the North, in the closed manufactories and workshops, and 
in the distress of starving families and the demand of hundreds and 
thousands of people in the North, some of the results in part of the 
policy which you have pursued toward the South—a policy of de- 
nunciation and oppression, at variance with the true interests of the 
whole country, and which will in its reactionary influence prove as 
ruinous to the North as to the South, and the first fruits of which is 
already beginning to be realized. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? So far as the relations between the 
colored people of the South and the white people are concerned, with 
reference to their relations as employers and laborers, the relation is 


| ter.] 
That is not a charge made by the Presi- | 
It is a charge made against southern | 
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| satisfactory. So faras I have been able to ascertain no complaint 


whatever is made in that regard; but it is said by the southern 


| people that outside of politics the relations are harmonious. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Minnesota cannot inform me 
of anything about the condition of labor or anything else in States 
that have a colored population. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it, “ or anything else.” 

Mr. LOGAN. Could he inform you on any subject ? 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I suppose he could inform me on some subjects; 
bat I am not so certain that the Senator from Illinois could. [ Laugh- 
I say the Senator from Minnesota cannot give me any infor- 
mation that I do not possess in reference to the relations existing be- 
tween the races in States where there is a large colored population. 
I do not live in such a State; yet I live in a State where there is a 
Very considerable colored population. About one-fifth of the entire 
population of my State is colored, and I say that I know that even 
in that small State there have been men who have instructed some 
of the negroes not to work for the white people. In my own town 
I have heard of the declarations of colored people that they would 
not work for the white trash. Fortunately a large portion of the 
colored people have too much sense to be governed by any such per- 
sons as would give them that kind of instruction. But there are in 


| every community of colored people some who are not sufficiently in- 
lege is claimed “ to kill negroes and republicans without fear of pun- | 


telligent not to be influenced by such advice and instructions. In 
the Southern States while the relations between the races are per- 
haps as harmonious as could be expected, under the circumstances, 
when men have gone down through those States for political pur- 
poses seeking to array them in hostility aginst the whites, trying to 
indoctrinate them into every idea of prejudice against the whites, | 
am pretty sure that there is a large class of the laboring population 
that are governed by the advice of men who are their very worst ene- 
mies. 

I said, however, before I was interrupted that the effect of this con- 
stant agitation, of this constant declaration that the southern white 
people were hostile to the colored people, that the sonthern white 
people are ernel to the colored people, that the southern white 
men are inimical to the colored people among them, has had its 
effect upon the industries of the country both Norit and South. 
There are hundreds of thousands of people to-day out of employment, 


| and my firm opinion is that the policy which has been pursued in- 
| jurious to one section of the country has had its reactionary influence 
| and is now being felt in the northern sections of the country. 


It is 
time that this state of feeling sbonld be put aside. It is time that 
cordiality and good-will should exist between the people of every 
section of this country. I am sorry tosee that on all occasions, when- 
ever an opportunity is afforded in this Chamber, declarations unjust 
and hostile to the South are made. I regretted exceedingly yester- 
day when I picked up the letter of the President of the United States 
to Governor Chamberlain to find that he had indulged in language 
which is, in my opinion, caleulated not to promote the harmony of 
this country, not to promote the peace and good order of society, but 


| calculated to represent the President himself as a partisan of the 


worst kind when, in my judgment, thongh elected by one party he 
ought to regard himself as the Executive of the whole people. 

Mr. President, are we never to see the end? Is this thing to go on 
continually, and are even the letters of the candidates for President 
and Vice-President to be criticised and misrepresented because they 
did not condescend in their letters to notice a localcrime? The Sena- 
tor from Indiana in his criticism this morning has tried to make the 
impression on the country that the candidates of the democratic 
party were afraid to denounce the affair at Hamburgh, and yet there 
is denunciation of violations of law both in the letter of Governor 
Tilden and of Mr. Hendricks. I say tothe Senator from Indiana they 
are engaged in a great work. They could not come down to deal with 
the individual commission of crimes. They have called the attention 
of the country to the condition of your civil service ; they have called 
the attention of the country to the wasteful extravagance that has 
been practiced under republican rule; and they have pointed out the 
remedy. They have called the attention of the country to your finan- 
cial condition, and they have suggested the necessity for its improve- 
ment. They are in earnest for reform and retrenchment. ‘They are 
dealing with the interests of a great people, and they have not con- 
cealed their sentiments upon any of the absorbing topics that will 
enter into the coming campaign. They have spoken out with a mauly 
frankness and boldness that defies a single criticism, except that 
which was uttered by the honorable Senator from Indiana that they 
did not come down and express their opinion about the ailair at 
Hamburgh. That was the highest compliment the Senator from In- 
diana could have paid the letters of the candidates for President ail 
Vice-President on the democratic side. The only fault he could tind 
with those letters was that Tilden and Hendricks did not disgrace 
themselves and disgust their party by expressing their abhorrence of 
the commissio: of an individual offense. All else in their letters 1s 


| conceded impliedly at least to be right, that being the only eriticisin 


volunteered in reference to anything coutained in the letters. 

In reference to the candidates of the republican party I have not 
one word to say. I scorn that partisanship which seeks to deal with 
individual character. If I can find nothing in the republican party 
to condemn dnring the coming campaign UE shall certainly make ne 
assanit either upon Mr. Hayes or Mr. WHEELER. I have no qnestion 
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that they are gentlemen of character and reputation, and I should 
be a blackguard myself if I would attempt in any respect to detract 
from the character which they possess. I hope that in this campaign 
individual character will be left alone. 


Public duty demands it. 


ities, the corruption, the extravagance, the maladministration that 


have existed in this country for the last eight years and have broughtit | 


almost to the verge of ruin. We shall go out before the people and 
hold up to them, backed up by proofs irrefutable, not by newspaper 
statements, but by proofs irrefutable, the fact that there has been a 
maladministration of affairs such as never disgraced the country from 
its foundation to the present administration. 

Now, Mr. President, I shall leave this question ; but in conclusion 
I protest against the publication of political documents, partisan 
documents, designed for partisan use and partisan purposes only, at 
the public expense. If this resolution passes among the complaints 
which the democrats will have of the republican Senate will be that 
they voted, deliberately voted, to take money from the public Treas- 
ury in order to publish a partisan political document to circulate in 
the approaching canvass. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before the Senator takes his seat will he answer 
just one question in reference to the point he mentions now? Does 
he base his objection to the publication of this document on the 
ground that it is an unnecessary expense or on the ground thet he 
disbelieves the statements in the document ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
so far as the facts disclosed are concerned I had no means of knowing 
whether they were true or false ; that these are ex parte statements. 
I expressed the belief that there was a great deal of truth mixed up 
with much of error, but that they were ex parte statements and should 
not be published by the Senate as the true facts in the case. 
ply to the Senator I will say that I have no objection to the publica- 


tion of these papers if the Senator from Illinois and his party chooses | 


to publish them at their own expense. I am not only willing that 


they shall publish 10,000, but a hundred thousand or a million copies | 


if they see proper. What I object to is that it is proposed to be done 
at Government expense. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
want of truthfulness of the statement which the Senator objects to 
or whether it is the expense of publishing it? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object to both. I read statements of the 
President of the United States in which he charged upon a few of the 
States of this Union that they claimed the privilege of killing negroes 
and republicans without fear of punishment. That is not a charge 
against individuals, because if the President had said there were in 
the Southern States individuals who have such an impression his 
message would not have been subject to that criticism, but he pre- 
fers the charge against several States as claiming the privilege, if the 
Senator will mar 
licans “without fear of punishment.” I say that is not a statement 
that ought to go out to the country from the Senate of the United 
States. 
a statement as that ought not to be published to the country as ema- 
nating from the White Honse. The White House ought to be con- 
tent that the bloody shirt can float from this Capitol. Ido not want 
to see the Presidential Mansion made the point from which the bloody 
shirt shall wave. Rather let the ensign of our freedom, the Stars and 


Stripes, float from the Presidential Mansion; but tell me not that the | 
home which Washington filled, which Jefferson filled, which Jackson | 


filled, which Polk filled, which a long line of illustrious Presidents 


has filled, has become the center wheel from which is to flaunt the | 
bloody shirt that has waved from this Capitol for the last several | 


years. 

Mr. LOGAN. Dol understand the Senator now to say that he ob- 
jects to the President’s message because it is not truthful? Is that 
the point ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
mation ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I say then one of the points of objection made by the 
oe is that the President’s message is not a truthful message. Is 
that it 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator may put what construction he 
pleases upon it. I have made all the comments I desire to make. I 
have no disposition to occupy the floor any longer. If the Senator 
from Illinois desires to discuss this question he can proceed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no desire to make any remarks at all. I 
merely desire to know the position the Senator occupies; that is all. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I had no intention whatever to take 
any part in this debate and would not have done so had it not been 
for a remark which the honorable Senator from Indiana {Mr. Mor- 
TON ] saw proper to make, that is to say, that there were Senators on this 
floor who dared not denounce crimes committed in the South. ‘To 
that point and that only I care to address myself. Since I have 
been a member of the Senate I have never uttered a word calculated 
in the slightest degree to estrange the sections of this Union, nor 
have I done so anywhere. I have never in all the course of my life 


Do I understand that the Senator wants infor- 
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There is enough, I will say | 
to our republican friends, in the administration of affairs by the re- | 
publican party to engage all the talent of the democratic party. | 
They will find enough there to condemn, and will be sure to do it. | 
: The duty which they owe to tke country | 
demands that they shall expose the peculation, the fraud, the venal- | 


If the Senator had listened to me I said that | 


In re- | 


That is not the point. The point is whether it is the | 


the distinction, of murdering negroes and repub- | 


The Senator from Illinois believes as much as I dothat such | 
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tolerated crime, either directly or indirectly. I will say to the Sen- 
ate, as every man acquainted with history knows, that at the sub- 
sidence of a great civil war bad elements and bad men are spewed 
out upon society. Thisis true everywhere. It was true at the North 
at the close of the war; it was true at the South at the close of the 
war. In 1855, when the last of the confederate army surrendered, of 
which I was a member, I had a conference with the commanding 
otticer at Shreveport, General Veitch, who was a citizen of the same 
State with the Senator from Indiana, in which he understood from 
me what my feelings were in regard to the preservation of law and 
order, and I said to him that I would go to my home and aid all in 
my power to protect the people against lawlessness and to defend 
law and order. I went home, and at my own instance I went to 
Union men, as they were then called, men who had been opposed to 
me during the war, who had been during the war known as Union 
men, but who were good and true citizens of the community in which 
I live, and I said, “ Let us hold a meeting of the people; let it aot be 
a meeting of the people of one party or another party, but a mecting 
of the whole people; and let us make a joint call upon all the people 
of the country to come up and unite in a solemn pledge to defend law 
and order.” We held that meeting. It embraced the best men of the 
county. Iwas the chairman of the committee which reported the 
resolutions. Those resolutions were unanimously adopted ; and from 
that day to this we have had law and order where I live, with no 
other exceptions than fall to the lot of communities generally. 

I will say further, that when a citizen of the State represented by 
the gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. LOGAN] was cruelly and 
brutally murdered in the county of Grayson, the people of Grayson 
County, irrespective of party, made up a purse and employed counsel 
to prosecute the two men who committed the murder. I happened 
| to be one of those counsel and in the worst of the time we have had 
since the war closed, about 1267 or 1868, when this affair occurred, dur- 
ing the days of reconstruction, in a denscly crowded court-house, 
when I knew there were desperadoes present in the court-room, Land 
the other counsel employed dared to stand up before the jury of the 
country and prosecute those two men, and they were hung. Before 
every jury of the people where I appeared, and before the people of 
| Texas wherever I have appeared, I have in unmeasured terms de- 
nounced mob violence and violations of law and order. 

In so far as the facts connected with this immediate case at Ham- 
burgh are concerned, I am not sufficiently advised to pronounce 
an opinion; but if it be true, as has been here asserted by Senators 
who have spoken, that prisoners were murdered, it was a dastardly 
and cowardly act, and I have no words at my command sufliciently 
strong to denounce such a crime. Whether the statements made here 
be true or not true I do not know, because I am not sufliciently ac- 
quainted with the facts; but I repeat that, if the statement as made 
be true, then the English language furnishes no words sufficiently 
strong to condemn such conduct. So far as I know, no such investi- 
| gation has been had as will enable us to determine the truth or falsity 
of these reports with certainty. Still, if it does prove true, the crim- 
inals should be brought to condign punishment. 

Furtherinore, I will say that the State in which I live has been the 
last foot-held where desperadoes could plant their feet ; northern 
desperadoes driven from the North as well as southern desperadoes 
driven from other portions of the South. A northern man traveling 
in company with two other northern men was murdered in my own 
county by one of his own party, and the murderer was convicted 
and sent to the penitentiary for life for hiscrims. We got this refuse 
population, spewed up by the war, not only from the Southern States, 
| but from the Northern States. They were thrown upon our State, 
and we, the people of Texas, a few years ago were held responsible 
for that which it was absolutely impossible, in the very nature of 
things, for us to have prevented. It was the last place they could 
have gone to. They went there, but, thank God, most of them 
have been driven away, by the public sentiment of a law-abiding 
people, across the Rio Grande into Mexico, and out into t.e wild 
country of the Indians. This very day we have organized in the 
State of Texas, under a democratic administration, a police force for 
| the very purpose of hunting down and ferreting out those despera- 

does yet in the State, wherever they may be found. I refer to the 
| message which the governor of my State delivered at the last meet- 
ing of the Legislature, in which he denounced this lawlessness and 
crime in the most unmeasured terms. I have examined many of the 
| papers which have come to me from my State, and those speaking 
of this Hamburgh matter place it as I do, and say that if the facts 
be as they are reported it was unjustifiable to the last degree, and a 
sin in the sight of God and man, which no good man can indorse ; 
but, like myself, they have as yet no certain, reliable information. I 
wish here to say that I indorse crime nowhere. I condemn crime at 
| all times and under all circumstances and, I might almost say, in 
season and out of season. I remember some seven or eight years ago, 
in the days of reconstruction and when lawlessness was at its worst, 
I was addressing a jury, and the court-house was crowded; while I 
Was prosecuting a wan for the crime of murder, a bullet was thrown 
against the breast of a juryman, and he picked it up and showed it to 
me. It wasan indication of what might be expected; but that man 
was prosecuted to the gallows and suffered the penalty of the law. I 
| Say what Senators do not know,as I do, that the good men of the 
| country in the Southern States, and more especially of such a State 
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as mine, which was the last resting-place, as I have said, for despera- 
does, have had to show more courage since the war by far than they 
showed during the war; but the good men have got the upper hand, 


and through all that land to-day they rale and control it save in the | 


| 


exceptional cases I have stated, and it is because men had the nerve 
to dare do their duty. 

Mr. President, if there has been a political murder committed 
within the limits of the State of Texas I have no knowledge of that 
fact. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask whether it is 
within his knowledge, or known to him by report, that in the county 
of Limestone within the last year forty negroes were killed? It is so 
reported in the newspapers. 

Mr. MAXEY. I happen to know something about the Limestone 
affair and I will state what Ido know. There was then under a re- 
publican administration a police formed, some of whom were such as 
God Almighty never permitted to curse any country before, and I 
hope never will agein. That force went into the county of Lime- 
stone and entered the house of an old citizen, Colonel Gathings, who 
resided near by in an adjoining county, and at the hour of midnight 
robbed that old man of $3,000 in gold. That is what took place in 
Limestone County and that is the true state of the case, My col- 
league will verify me in regard to the fact. 

Mr. CONKLING. What followed that? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The question 1 asked was whether forty ne- 
groes were not killed in Limestone County. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have no knowledge of any such thing as that. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It is so stated in a Texan paper, a republican 
paper to be sure, the Waco Register. The namber is not stated in 
this paper, but it is stated that more were killed than at the Ham- 
burgh massacre. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
robbed of $3,000 

Mr. BOUTWELL. This paper states— 


In a county just adjoining to this, in Texas— 


Why should they not be killed if somebody was 


Which I understand is Limestone County— 


there was a massacre of equal atrocity tothe Hamburgh massacre and in which 
many more were killed, which comparatively few of the people of the North ever 
heard of at all we suppose. 

Mr. MAXEY. I know something of the editor of that paper and 
I think | know the circumstances connected with this matter. I do 
know that a tax was levied upon the people of Limestone County 
that amounted almost to the confiscation of their property. It was 
levied by a military commander and collected to pay for what they 
called the expenses of keeping up the police in the county of Lime- 
stone. I have not time to go through the whole of that transaction ; 
but I will simply say to the Senator from Massachusetts that there 
are two sides to the question, and so far as the side of the white peo- 
ple is concerned, I can very well understand why they were enraged. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What became of the forty negroes, I should like 
to know? 

Mr. MAXEY. I never heard of the forty-negro matter. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I supposed that from the Senator from Texas 
we could ascertain the truth without having any one side presented. 
The report in this paper is that there was a massacre in the county 
adjoining that in which this paper is published, which, I know, is 
Limestone County, and a larger number were killed than in the Ham- 
burgh massacre. 

Mr. MAXEY. Does it say anythingaboutthe number killed there f 

Mr. BOUTWELL. No, sir; but I understand from other sources 
that the number was forty. 

Mr. CONKLING. The statement is that a larger number were 
killed than at Hamburgh. 

Mr. MAXEY. I became acquainted with the editor of that paper 
here. He is the postmaster at Waco, and upon the recommendation 
of his republican friends I helped to get him his place. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Then I suppose you believe in his statement. 

Mr. MAXEY. He is a strong partisan, and I suppose he made, 
from what the Senator has stated, a strong partisan statement with- 
out specifying any particular number. I never saw the number of 
the paper referred to. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I do not wish to press the honorable Senator 
from Texas; but I believe he did state to the Senate that he knew 
all about the affair. He has given us an observation that sounds 
very much like an excuse for what may havetaken place without in- 
forming us exactly as to what did take place. 

Mr. MAXEY. That matter grew out of a difficulty in which there 
was a colored man who was a complete desperado and considered so 
by allmen. It resulted from the shooting down in the county of Lime- 
stone in cold blood of a citizen, and from that this difficulty sprung. 
This police force was sent there and the property of almost every citi- 
zen was taken to pay the expense of sending the police there. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I beg to correct my colleague in the statement 
about this affair. This massacre is said to have occurred about eight 
or a months ago. The police were sent up to Limestone County 
in 1871. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is the affair I supposed the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts was referring to. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Tam not prepared to state positively about what 



















is stated in the Waco Register; but I have had from many sources 
the statement made to me that that massacre was most deplorable, 
A colored man, a clergyman and a lecturer, was traveling through the 
country for the purpose of enlightening his countrymen, as I have 
nnderstood. I have not been at home since it occurred. He was 
charged with some offense, I do not know what, in the county of 
Limestone, and was pursued by a crowd, I think a vigilance committee, 
I have always so understood, and surrennded in his honse at night. 
He, understanding perfectly well what his fate would be, was armed 
and refused to surrender; but he was persuaded finally, after a par- 
ley, to give up his arms, and on giving up his arms, he was shot by 
five or six persons and killed on the spot. Then a raid was made upon 
the family with which he associated and where he stopped, I believe, 
Always in excitements of that sort crowds of negroes gather like sheep 
in some prominent quarter. They gathered there, were surrounded 
and assailed, and on that oceasion about forty of them were killed, 
women, children, and men, as I have understood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who did it? 

Mr. HAMILTON. A vigilance committee of white men,white-liners, 
or something of that kind, it is stated. . 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask if that statement is made there in the Waco 
Register? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I have never understood, if my colleague will 
pardon me, that one solitary man of those men hasever beerarrested 
or tried or punished, and if it is so, I hope my colleague knows some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Does my colleague know in an authoritative way 
anyt@ing in regard to that matter? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I have had it from a number of individuals; from 
the gentleman who edits this paper while here; I have had it froma 
gentleman who was run out of Limestone County about that time, 
Mr. Howard, and proceeded here to Washington. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have only to say in regard to what my colleague 
states that I supposed when the Senator from Massachusetts inter- 
rupted me he was referring to a matter which was investigated and 
known as the Limestone troubles in 1871. I presumed that he was 
making reference to that, and I answered that point. So far as the 
matter to which my colleague now refers is concerned, I never heard 
of it before. It took place, if at all, since I have been here, and it is 
news tome. I have this to say, however, about it, that if the state- 
ment as made by my colleague is true, and for that I do not vouch 
nor does he, because he does not pretend to have authoritative testi- 
mony on the subject, then I denounce that as an unwarranted, un- 
justifiable, unholy, and criminal murder. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Before the Senator leaves this subject I wish to 
make one further inquiry, and that is whether he does not rely upon 
the statement made by the editor of this newspaper, who, I understand 
the Senator, holds the office of postmaster upon his recommendation? 

Mr. MAXEY. I can only say in reference to that affair that we 
have very few republicans down in Texas that we could “ bank on” 
very highly. It is very different from what it is anywhere else. Wo 
have a democratic majority of 100,000, and we have to take the best 
material we can get for republican positions, and we get no demo- 
cratic positions from here. The editor of that paper is about as good 
as we can get I suppose at the town of Waco. I know nothing about 
his statement personally, but I am informed that he isastrong parti- 
san, and that he gives strong partisan coloring to anything that he 
thinks will be to the advantage of his party. He is an ofticer hold- 
ing a valuable office in the town of Waco, in the county of McLen- 
nan, and I presume, like most in Texas in like position, he under- 
stands somewhat how to make the most of these troubles. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It is quite important that the Senate should 
understand whether this is a trustworthy statement. 

Mr. MAXEY. I refer the Senator from Massachusetts to my col- 
league, who is much better acquainted with him than I am. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Without wishing to interrupt the Senator from 
Texas—— 

Mr. MAXEY. There isa limit to all things. 
know about this man. I have known him since he has come here 
seeking office. He was represented to me as being a worthy man, 
and I supported him with my colleague to secure the oftice of post- 
master af, Waco. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 
lieved. 

Mr. MAXEY. I do not know whether he isto be believed or not fur- 
ther than Lhave met him here, as I have stated, in the city of Washing- 
ton, when he was seeking an office, and having met him with such 
recommendations as I thought justified me, and knowing that no 
man of the democratic party, however respectable he might be, could 
get an office, I united in his application and he was contirmed ; and 
that is all there is about it. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. If the Senator will allow me one question—— 
Mr. MAXEY. Goon. Let us hear what you have to say. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It is simply this: Whether when this affair 
took place in which forty nogroes were killed and, as the colleague 
of the Senator says, not one of the murderers to his knowledge has 
been punished, the governor and administration of Texas were not 
entirely in the hands of the democrats? 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state that the editor, as I understand it, has 
made no such statement. You may put this and that together. It is 


I have stated all I 


If he is a postmaster, I presume he is to be be- 


876. 


1 


not to be presumed that every man in the State of Texas reads that 
paper—and I do not know the number who do—knows the number 
who were killed at Hamburgh. Certainly I do not. 
general terms of the massacre at Hamburgh, and hesays, as is stated— 
jor I have not seen the article and have only heard it as it has been 
read—that there was a massacre equal to that in a county adjoining 
his, stated in equally vague and general terms, without specifically 
stating the facts. Ido not believe that there was such a massacre, 
as is stated, of forty colored people. I do not believe that part of the 
statement. There may have been some difficulty there, and some per- 
sons may have been killed, but as to forty being killed, I not believe 
it. Nor does Mr. Chase say that number was killed there; but it 
makes no difference whether one, five, ten, twenty, or forty were 
killed, if the facts are that they were murdered in cold blood, as has 
been stated by my colleague, upon his information, then I denounce 
that as an unwarranted, unjustifiable, and unholy crime. But as I 
have again and again stated, I have no knowledge or information of 
this affair further than has been stated here. If it occurred at all, 
it has been since I have been here in attendance on the Senate. And 


living in that portion of the State, those who were engaged, if such 


were the case, in such an unholy deed as any man within the length | poverty, when they were struggling to keep want from the door, 


and breadth of this land, north, south, east, or west. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask 
him a question? The Senator says he has never heard of this. I 
ask him how far Limestone County is from his own residence in 
Texas? 

Mr. MAXEY. I suppose three hundred miles. Limestone County 
is not one of our most populous counties. Speaking from memory, I 
should suppose it was about three hundred miles from my residence. 
I was never in Limestone County in my life, except passing through 
on the cars. I only know the county by the map and seeing it named 


in the newspapers, and from what could be seen passing through on | 


the cars. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
county ? . 

Mr. MAXEY. I think so. There are one hundred and forty-seven 
or more counties in the State, and I do not assume to know all the 
papers that are published in Texas; but there are democratic papers 
in most of the settled counties. If Senators, whose questions seem 
to be more to endeavor to throw me off my guard, which is difficult, 


Is there a democratic paper published in that 


rather than to seek real information, will permit me to go on with- | 


out further interruption, I will proceed with what I have to say. 

I rose for the purpose of saying that if crimes are committed any- 
where within the limits of the State of Texas, the only State for 
which { am in any sense responsible as a private citizen, to the fullest 
extent of the ability which I have I dare to denounce crime there 
and to presecute crime there, as 1 have done when there was danger 
in such a course; for, Mr. President, seven or eight years ago, when 
the whole country there had been flooded with the murderers and 
desperadoes from the North as well as from the South, it required 
some nerve in a law-abiding and peaceful man to stand up and de- 
nounce and prosecute crime; but now we have in the main got pos- 
session of the country, and, in so far as the recent acts of desperadoes 
are concerned, the one referred to especially | know nothing of. I 
have heard of some, however, through the State since I have been 
here. I do know that a company has been recently organized by the 
democratic Legislature of the State of Texas for the very purpose of 
hunting down crime ; and I know that it is placed under one of the 
most gallant and daring officers, Captain McNally, that ever com- 
manded a company, a man who is in favor of law and order any- 
where and everywhere. If that is not a step in the right direction, 
what is? There may be sporadic cases throughout Texas, and it is 
only that class of cases that can be referred to, because in that vast 
area of country, as large as five of the largest States in the Union, a 
young and growing State, there are meansand facilities of murderers 
and desperadoes getting out of the way and out of the clutches of 
the law that do not exist in the older States; and I ask if it is just, if 
it is right, to charge upon the whole people of a State like that these 
crimes, committed by men whose deeds of violence are lamented as 
much and deplored as much by the people of Texas as they are by 
the people anywhere? It is not right, it is not just so todo. Butso 


so far as the great general welfare and prosperity of that country are | 
concerned and the condition of that State is concerned, I am here to | 


speak, and not to deny that sporadic cases of crime exist, such as can 
be found in the city of New York if you will, or the case of one of 
the foulest murders in Boston, or the case not long ago in Newark, 
New Jersey. 

Everywhere so long as man is fallible, so long as man is fallen and 
erring, crime will be committed ; and I ask—and I make that point— 
is it right, is it just, is it fair to charge crime upon the whole people 
of New York because of the Nathan murder or the car-hook murder, 
or upon the people of Newark the other day for that crime committed 
there when several men were killed, or the people of Boston because 
of the crime that was committed there lately by this strange boy and 
thisotherone? I askif it be right, because of cases like that, to charge 
upon a whole community who are doing all in their power to extir- 
pate crime and bring the offenders to condign punishment? Is it 
right to charge crime upon a whole people because of such cases? 
And, sir, if we obey the golden rule, if we had that feeling in our 
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| been said personally I have no knowledge. 
| tent of my acquaintance in Texas, which is somewhat extensive, I 
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hearts which the late President of the United States but a few days 
before his death expressed when he said “charity toward all and 
malice toward none,” if we would do unto others as we would have 
them do unto us, we should not consider it just, fair, or right to make 


| such charges against the whole people of the South who under these 
| infortuitous circumstances have been struggling as they have been. 


Think of it! Their property gone, their labor system changed as it 
was at the close of the war, their farms devastated, their homes deso- 
lated, all they hold near and dear on earth almost lost, everything 
except the life of those who survived, but little property left in all 
that country, and in that condition of things the entire control of 
almost all these States was taken from the people who had thereto- 
fore bad control of them and given to strangers, strange rulers put 
over the people and a system adopted such as had never been known, 
the system of reconstruction, to any civilized nation so far as I know. 
Under all these adverse circumstances, with an enormous tax of from 
two and a half to three cents a pound laid upon the little cotton which 
they were enabled to raise and every other species of tax that the 


: | State authorities could devise, under all these circumstances I ask if 
I would go as far toward prosecuting, were I in the State of Texas and | you should charge upon these people every crime that was committed, 


not by them but in their midst, when they were struggling agzinst 


when they were struggling to feed wife and children, when they had 
not the power, when the administration of the laws was not in their 

| hands, but in the hands of strangers. 
I ask if it is just that these men, good and true, such as the Senator 


| from Indiana admits to be good and true, should be charged and held 


responsible for crimes committed by murderers and desperadoes and 
| the foul scum of the earth thrown to the surface by the war, preying 

upon all alike, respecting neither one side nor the other, looking alono 
| to gain. It was the money they wanted, and for that they would kill 
| a democrat as quick as arepublican. It matters not who possessed 

the means, it was the money, tbe gain that they were after, and those 
of us who live in that country know that to be true. 

So far as these political crimes are concerned of which so much has 
Within the entire ex- 
have not knowledge of a single instance of that kind. I do know, 
however, that when I am at home republicans meet me there as 
friends and neighbors, the same as democrats. I do know that until 
a very recent day and upon his own voluntary action the cashier of 
the bank in my town, in which I am a stockholder and a director, is 
| arepublican, and there was personally not a more popular man in all 

that country. We make no distinction where men are respectable. 
We want pcople there, honest, good, upright people ; and when we 
get them there, if we have the ability to do it, and we do our best 
to do it, we will make democrats out of them; but we will let them 
exercise their own free will and do as to them may seem best. 

Now, Mr. President, I answered in regard to what I supposed was 
the allusion made by the Senator from Massachusetts to the troubles 
in Limestone County in 1871. Iam told by my colleague that it was 
not that, but it was another one that he referred to. I have stated 

| all that I care to say about that. I state here again that there are 
crimes, as I judge from the public prints which are sent to me, which 
have been committed throughout the State, such as occur in every 
| State, and I say in addition that the civil authorities of that State 
are doing all in their power to suppress these crimes and have taken 
the extraordinary step which I have just now mentioned of organiz- 
ing a police company under a captain of known nerve, of known pru- 
dence, and known intelligence, who are required to act in concert with 
the sheritf as his posse in hunting down criminals wherever they may 
be found. 

I say further, so far as I know—and if I understand the statement 
made by the Senator from Minnesota, who has recently been South, 
he does not dispute that—the relation of employer and employé be- 
tween the white men and the colored men throughout all the length 
of my acquaintance in Texas is kind, just, liberal; that the colored 
people there, who are not land-owners but hold the labor, are treated 
well by the white people; and that common sense would indicate 
that it was the duty of the white people as well as their interest so 
to treat them. This is shown by the fact that we are constantly pro- 
gressing in wealth and in prosperity. More than that 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator what are the evils then 
that lead to these extraordinary atrocities that seem to oceur in many 
of these States? If the private relations are all correct, what is it 
that leads the white men to kill the black men and now and then 
other white men, so much ? 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Vermont is too good a scholar to 
ask that question. I stated in the outset that the student of history 
would look in vain to a country in which at the close of a gveat civil 
war everything was left in peace and in quict. I say—and it is ac- 
cording to the logic of man’s nature—that the inevitable result at the 
close of a great civil war is to spew out on society bad elements. It 
has been the case I think always and everywhere. It was the case 
in the North that bad men were turned out at the close of the war; 
it was the case in the South and in my own State, as [ have already 
said, which is the extreme southwestern State of the Union, the ex- 
treme land in that direction belonging to the Federal Union. We 
got more than our share, for it was the last resting-place for the foot 

| of these men, and when driven from the North by your strong laws, 
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as you ought to have driven them, when hunted down and you could 
not catch them and they escaped, they found their last resting-place 
in Texas. 

Mr. PATTERSON rose. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg the Senator not to interrupt me, for it is very 
disagreeable indeed to be interrupted at almost every sentence. 

When they found Texas the last resting-place where they could put 
the sole of their foot with any hope of evading the law and the 
State had bad men thrown into it from the North, from the East, 
from the West, and from the South, it was that class of men who 
have no personal interest or care for the rights of white or colored 
men who were the worst enemies to the law. They were the worst 
enemies to the people, white and black, in that land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What did they do? 

Mr. MAXEY. Sir, I am speaking of the days of reconstruction be- 
fore the democratic party had any control of the State, as thank God 
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it does this day; I am speaking of the days of reconstruction when | 


lawlessness of every description went unwhipped of justice, and for 


the best men of Texas were disfranchised, not permitted so much as 
to vote or hold oflice; and for that condition of things and all that 
took place until the democratic party acceded to power in that State, 
I do not in any way hold the democratic party responsible. I only 
have to say, as I have said before, that everywhere during all those 
dark days I stood up with the good men of the State with all the 
power that was in me and I battled for law and order and I advised 
the people of that country, distasteful as the government under which 
they then lived was, to observe and obey the laws and wait for better 
times, and I have no doubt that when the Senators who have been 


assailed here by the suggestion that they dared not stand up and vin- | 


dicate the law, who can answer for themselves and not I for them, 
en they can give the same account. And I say that I was not 
a 
law and order as far as was in their power, and so continued until 
crime ceased to go unwhipped of justice. 

Mr. McMILLAN and Mr. PATTERSON rose. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Before the Senator from Texas takes his seat, 
will he allow me to ask one question f 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, one at a time, and we shall get through better. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator has said that after the close of the 
war a lawless element was thrown out upon the North and upon the 
South. Now, I should like to inquire from the gentleman what in- 
stance he can name in regard to any lawless element thrown upon 
the North from the Army? Ido not understand that the result of 
the war brought upon the North any lawless clement, but that the 
soldiers of the Army came home honest, faithful, law-abiding men ; 


that they entered into their communities and took their part as citi- | 


zens and have faithfully performed it; and I have never heard in the 
North of any lawlessness or of any disturbance or of any demoraliza- 
tion resulting to northern soldiers from the war. On the contrary, I 
have known instances where men have come through that great 
scene of conflict better men, better citizens, and have discharged 
their duties faithfully ever since ; and that applies to all the north- 
ern soldiers, I never have heard of any lawless clement resulting to 
the North from that war. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam very glad, indeed, that the Senator from Minne- 
sota has interrupted me, for it opens out a train of thought that lam 
glad to place on record, Ihave said on occasion, perhaps not here but 
down in my own State, that since this war has closed I have met the 
bold and brave soldiers of the North upon terms of fraternity and 
good-fellowship. We have struck the right hand of friendship and 
fellowship together, and I say to-day that if we could have left this 
matter of estrangement between the North and the South to the two 
armies that fought the battles, it would have been closed years and 
years age. But, sir, you could searcely find a man who served in high 
command in the Federal Army, I presume, who would say that in all 
hiscommand there were no bad men. If there was such a company, 
it was a company of saints which was never heard of before from the 
days of Hannibal down to the time of which the Senator from Minne- 
sota speaks. I speak of my own country, and I say I believe a braver, 
a bolder, a more gallant or daring set of men never shouldered the rifle 
than the soldiers of the confederate army, and yet in that army we 
had bad men; and that I presume to bethe case with every army ever 
organized from the days of Hannibal down to the last gun that was 
fired at the surrender at Appomattox. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My point was not that there were not bad men, 
individuals, in the Army from the North, but that the war resulted 
in no demoralization of the northern Army. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is a philosophical question about which the 
Senator and myself greatly differ, and I presume all the world and 
all history will agree with me about that. War is in its nature de- 
moralizing; its tendency is in that direction; and hence it is that 
almost arbitrary powers are given to commanders, and the organiza- 
tion of an army is essentially different from an organization in civil 
life. The reason for it is that discipline is an absolute necessity in 
an army. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MAXEY. Perhaps the Senator might make a point that a con- 
federate general from Texas had spoken certain things against the 


one, but that good men and true all over Texas fearlessly upheld | 
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soldiers. I think not, and the man does not live on earth who can 
find such a thing in any remark I ever made here or elsewhere. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will not attribute to me such 
a motive. That idea never entered my brain at all. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam willing to conduct a dignified debate. I am 
not willing to be catechised by everybody who seeks to ask a ques 
tion. I will answer in courtesy everything that is properly put; but 
there is a limit to all things. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In justice to myself as well as the gentleman, I 
wish to disavow any such motive. Such a motive never entered my 
head when I made the inquiry. Ido the Senator the honor to say 
that for him I have the highest respect, and I know he would not 
make a statement of that kind. It was only in justice to the north- 
ern soldiery that I pnt the inquiry, and it was for the purpose of dis- 
abnsing the minds of the Senate or of the country, if the remark goes 
to that extent, that any such result as the Senator indicated had been 
the case; and I do hope the Senator will not attribute to me such a 


| motive as he has. It does both him and myself injustice. 
which we are not responsible, for we in nowise controlled the State ; | 


Mr. MAXEY. I thank the Senator for his correction, and I am glad 
to take it. I never desire to do any one injustice ; it is the last thing 
in my nature to be unjast to anybody ; but it seem@d to me that these 
constant interruptions had some purpose in view. I will say to Sen- 
ators that I am sufliciently old in the practice of the law to answer 
a great many questions without being thrown out of harness; but 
there is no lawyer here but knows that if he is constantly interrupted 
it breaks the thread of his thought, and he cannot possibly do him- 
self or his theme the justice he otherwise could. I only ask to pre- 
sent my own side of the question ; and, when that is done, if I have 
said anything that any one excepts to, I shall be ready to reply to 
that. But I think it is but justice that I should state my story ina 
plain, straightforward way for the benefit of the Senate and the 
country, and then whatever may be said in reply, let it be said. 

I now wish to add that in so far as my intercourse with the mem- 
bers of the Senate is concerned, I have been treated with the utmost 
courtesy by every member of this body, republican as well as demo- 
erat; and the Senator who made the remark this morning to which 
I refer, the Senator from Indiana, and in answer to which I rose, has 
always treated me with the most perfect courtesy. I have not a lin- 
gering feeling of hate or malice toward a human being in the entire 
North. We fought this war, so far as I was concerned, squarely and 
fairly like brave men; and, wien the last shot was sounded, and the 
confederate flag was lowered, andi I took my parol to observe aud 
obey the laws in force in the State where I reside, I did so in good 
faith; and from that day to this | have never directly or indirectly 


| done anything by any remark of mine calculated to produce discord 


} 





or dissension between the sections of the country. On the contrary, 
Mr. President, I would rejoice to-day to see in all the length and 
breadth of this land of ours, North and South, East and West, that 
same fraternal concord, that same unity and harmony of sentiment 
that existed when our revolutionary forefathers, at the close of seven 
long years, triumphed and gained the libertics of the American peo- 
ple. We are one peeple; our destiny is one; we are bound together 
in one common Union. It does seem to me that everything caleu- 
lated to bring about discord and dissension in the land is but a bom)h- 
shell thrown in to produce consternation and destruction. 1 want to 
say to the Senator from Minnesota, and he has recently been South 
in the State of Mississippi, that so far as I know, and my acquaint- 


| ance is :,<tensive, there isnot a prominent man in all the length and 


breadth of the State in which I live or in the State of Louisiana, 
where I am next best known, or in the State of Arkansas, lying next 
adjoining—in those three States there is not a prominent man | know 
but entertains the same feelings that I do, hoping, trusting, and pray- 
ing that this war of hate will be buried forever, and that in this one- 
hundredth year of the independence of American freedom we can 
again meet as we met at Yorktown, at the close of the war of the Revo- 
lution, in one common brotherhood, knowing no North, no South, no 
East, no West, looking alone to the preservation of the glory of our 
common flag, the prosperity of our whole people, and a happy des- 


| tiny for our common country. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like 
to ask his attention to a question. I understood the Senator from 
Texas 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the Senator asks his question, I beg to do an 
act of duty. The floor was yielded to me by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. HARVEY] as an act of courtesy ; I told him for ten minutes. 
I told him what I then thought would be true. [Thad noexpectation 
in the world of occupying more time than was needed simply to state 
what I wanted to state, that so far as I was concerned I was a law- 
and-order man and dare to be so everywhere. The Senate know the 
reason why I was not able to carry out my agreement with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understood the Senator from Texas to give 
as an excuse for these crimes in the South that a lawless body of men 
had been spewed up all over the South by the war; that they are re 
sponsible for these acts. Now, I hold in my hand The News and 
Conrier—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senator will put it in his speech and not 
in mine. That is not a fair way of asking a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask a question. 
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Mr. MAXEY. Ask it directly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill goon anyhow. I hold in my hand The 
News and Courier, the democratic organ of South Carolina, published 
in Charleston, and in that I find a list of nearly one hundred gentle- | 
men returned by the coroner’s jury as implicated in the Hamburgh | 
massacre. I should like to have the Clerk read the names. 

Mr. MAXEY. Why ask me about it? I know nothing about it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want the Clerk to read the names and then I | 
want the Senator from Texas to tell me whether these gentlemen 
have been spewed up by this revolution. Because, as far as I know 
these gentlemen, they represent the very best blood in South Carolina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As they call it. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator is talking about South Carolina mat- 
ters. Let him answer for South Carolina matters. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There are some gentlemen in that list from | 
Georgia. Idonot know them; but I would ask Senators from Georgia 
if they are gentlemen ? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
VEY ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 1 hope the list will be read. 
to the Senator if he will allow the list to be read. 

Mr. HARVEY. I yield to the reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What is the list? 

Mr. PATTERSON. A list of persons returned by the coroner's in- 
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The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. Har- 


I shall be obliged 


quest for whom warrants have been issued for being implicated in the | 


Hamburgh massacre. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Aiken men—R. J. Butler, Dr. Shaw, Rev. John Mealy, Thomas Butler, A. P- 
Butler, Henry Getsen, William Briggs, John Butler, Harrison Butler, Luther Reese» 
Dunbar Lamar, Pierce Butler, Crayton Matheny, Cornelius Benson, Aaron ‘Tyler, 
Charles Cottin, Thomas Shiver, John Crawforl, Robert Gardner, Jack Vandiver, 
Charles Kernaghan, Walker Matheny, Frank Taylor, (colored,) Isaiah Marshal, 
(colored,) George Vincent, Arthur Johnson, Dr. Hugh Shaw, George Busel, John 
Busch, Leroy Hammond, James Hammond, James Smith, John Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Daniel Glover, Robert Morgan, Johu Lamar, Samuel Page, Luther Rarson 
‘Thomas Plunkett, Frank Kramer, John Oliver, Benjamin Vandiver, and Pleasant 
Spivall. 

Vedgefie'd men—M. C. Butler, Benjamin Tilman, Charles Glover, Frank Settles, 
Joseph Merriwether. John Swearingen, James McKie, Tol Glover, George Adams, 
James Lanham, William Glover, John Roger, and Augustus Glover. 
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This war of hate will be 





olina. I say it will not be permitted. 
stopped. 
The professions of the democracy of regard for the political rights 
of negroes reminds me of the story which was told of the old field 
marshal of France who, returning from the wars in Spain, brought 
with him a number of works of art obtained by him in a very ques- 
tionable way, or rather it would be more proper to state in an un- 
questionably bad way. It seems that in the course of time he was 
exhibiting these pictures to some visitors. In passing one he remarked 
that he felt a great regard for that picture for the reason that it had 
at one time saved the lives of two estimable persons. The visitors 
wondered very much, of course, how this picture had had that effect, 
and were afterward informed by an aid-de-camp of the marshal that 
the old marshal threatened to have the owners shot if they did not 
give itup. [Laughter.] That is just the kind of regard that the 
democracy entertain for the political rights of the negroes. They say 
in effect to them, by these occurrences, by their character, by their 
sequences, “Give up your right of making a free politival choice and 
you will be protected, vou will not be shot down like dogs.” You 
can see evidence of that every time these occurrences are alluded to. 
We are reminded that they occur in States where the officers are re- 
publicans. The Senator from Ohio emphatically reiterated that 
sertion this morning. What isthe inference to be drawn? It is this, 
that wheuvever you will yiell, whenever the colored and white repub- 
licans of a State will yield their right to a free choice of officers and 
of the party that they prefer, then they may have peace. Even Mr. 
Tilden as quoted by the Senator from Ohio is reported as saying some- 
thing like this: that we may have peace on the basis set forth in the 
platform of the Saint Louis convention. I have no donbt he thought 
we might have peace on the basis of the platform which he helped to 
make in Chicago in 1864. [Lauglter.] But it is not for Mr. Tilden 
or anybody else to dictate to the people of the United States on what 
basis or on the platform of what convention they may have peace. 
They will have peace upon whatever platform they choose to support. 
I'said in the beginning that this had been alluded to as a war of 
hate. It is a war of hate on the part of the lawless clement con- 
nected with the democratic party. I do not say in the South alone, 
for that lawless element is given to acts of violence, not in the South 





















as- 



















Georgia men --Thomas W. Carwile, William Robertson, James Clark, Dish Ramey, 
John Smith, Garland A. Snead, Joseph D. Twiggs, Robert Chafee, Kinloch Chafee, 
Leopold Myers, William Pemble, John Bridges, Captain Conway, Murty Tarver, 
John Damish, -——- Hezzie. Hezzie, George Hood, James Glover, William 
Antignae, Nick Bullineau, Polk Thomas, Daniel Hertz, Jacob Hertz, Mike Conner, 
Babe Bowers, Sam Whaley, John McNaer, John Kirkpatrick, and John Twiggs. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know anything about the persons 
named from Georgia; I do not know all the persons named in South 
Carolina; but [I do know a good many of them personal!y and I 
know a good many of them by reputation, and I have no ‘isitation 
in saying that they were never spewed up by any revolution. They 
represent the very best families and the very best blood in South 
Carolina, as they claim, and they are, some of them, very good peo- 
ple, L will say. I was unwilling to let such a statement go to the 
country as was made by the Senater from Texas without a contra- 
diction of that kind. 

Mr. HARVEY. As far as the question of time is concerned between 
myself and my friend, the Senator from Texas, I will make that all 
right by making a ten-minute speech myself, and in doing so I will 
talk but very little if any about the last war, but a little about what 
he styles the present war of hate; and in that connection probably 
it as well to inquire how the last engagement, the last collision oc- 
curred in the war to which he alludes. How were the people who 
were murdered at Hamburgh engaged at the time? It seems from 
the history of the case that they were marching along as a militia 
company under the State law of South Carolina, engaged in celebrat- 
ing the one-hundredth anniversary of the natal day of the Republic 
ot which they are citizens as much as the Senator from Texas, the 
Senator from Delaware, or yself, or any other Senator here. They 
were as much entitled to celebrate that day in the way they saw fit 
as either of us. They were marching peacefully along the street of 
the town in which they live. They were not bearing the * bloody 
shirt” that the Senator from Delaware talks about so much. They 








were bearing what Daniel Webster called “the gorgeous ensign of | 


the Republic,” a banner which they had the right to bear. ‘They 
were not ‘‘on bloody deeds intent.” They were behaving themselves 
as peaceful, good, citizens of the State of which they were natives 
and citizens, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
tion? 
say? 


Mr. HARVEY. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him aques- 
Does he speak of matters of his own knowledge or from bear- 


I am speaking from knowledge acquired from the 


examination of good authority, the proper authority to give us infor- | 


mation on this subject. And-in this connection I will say that the 
republican party is not responsible for this war of hate. The Senator 
from Texas said that in his State there were not many republicans 
that it would do to bank on. It may be that these republicans in 
South Carolina would not in his estimation do to bank on. But, sir, 
I will say to him and to every Senator here that it is my opinion that 
the republican party will not much longer permit republicans, even 
though they may not be considered worthy to be banked upon, to be 
shot down in their own homes, even by the descendants of Calhoun, 
Me Dnutftie, or Butler, or any others of the best families of South Car- 





alone, but even in the North. During the war the draft riots in 
New York occurred, which were alluded to the other day. The Sen 

ator from New York, [Mr. KERNAN,] making the best defeuse that 
was possible to make for the democracy and for the governor of that 
State in connection with that affair, endeavored to set forth and 
make the Senate believe that that riot was instigated by the fact 
that the law ordering the draft contained a provision by which men 
paying $300 could be exempted from the effects of the draft, and he 
used words which were intended toimply that even republicans might 
have taken part in that riot. I am well satisfied that such was not 
the case; and for this reason: republicans, no matter how unable to 
raise $300, no matter how poor, how wretched, even how ignorant, 
have no political instincts which impel them to murder inoffensive 
negroes, men, women, aud children; snd that was the most promi 

nent characteristic of the New York mob. That was the way in 
which it vented its rage, showing plainly its political character and 
its political affiliations, 

lt is no use to talk in this connection abofft the hatred of the re- 
publican party aud of republican Senators to the South. I certainly 
entertain no such hatred. I have friends and kindred there. I hope 
for the prosperity of the South. I am willing and anxions to do 
everything I can to bring it about ; but I assert without fear of con- 
tradiction that there cannot be prosperity North or South when a 
minority of the people endeavor, through deeds of violence, through 
intimidation and murder, to bring about a revolution. These things 
must be brought about by appealing to ideas and the prevalence 
of opinions. It cannot be done in the way that a certain element in 
the democratic party of this country is endeavoring to bring it about. 

I know that there are many honorable and high-minded gentlemen 
in the democratic party, men for whom I entertain personally the 
highest regard, but I think they are a little too sensitive when they 
| resist the etfort that is made to make it known to the world who the 
parties are that are engaged in this violence, this war of hate, this 
attempt through murder to bring abont a political revolution. It is 
true, these men, being as the Senator from South Carolina says of the 
first families of that State, may feel somewhat hurt to have it known 
throughout the world that they have beeen guilty of cowardice and 
of atrocious acts of which Sitting Ball and the Sioux Indians would 
be ashamed ; but it ill becomes gentlemen who have here endeavored 
to prevent the country from knowing these facts to stand between 
the perpetrators of such atrocities and the indignation that public 
opinion will visit upon such acts. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, we have had a very heated parti- 
san discussion. With a view of furnishing a little time to cool off, 
which is probably proper, I propose that the Senate shall do an act 
of justice to a very old man, just pass by unanimous consent his bill 
and then I am done—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you are done. 

Mr. MCCREERY. Do you object? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Booru in the chair.) 

objection to the request of the Senator from Kentucky ? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. Mr. President, I wish to do an act of 
justice to a great many old men and to the memories of some who 
tone gone to their graves through the action of the political associ- 
ates of the honorable Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREERY. I deny that, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, the plea ef “ not guilty” is a 
proper one, I admit. Everybody puts it in. 

Mr. CONKLING. And a majority can decide it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course a majority can decide it, and the ma- 
jority will decide it, Mr. President, as they will decide all things in 
the end; but in order to let them decide it honestly, it is worth while 
to know a little something of the grounds upon which they proceed. 

The Senator from Ohio, the Senator from Delaware, and the Senator 
from Texas have assailed this side of the Chamber and, through it, 
the republican party as keeping up a war of hate which these Sena- 
tors very much deprecate and wish we would not do. They have 
carefully omitted to state where the hate comes in. It is very easy 
to say “hate.” If you bring a murderer to justice and confront him 
with a jury of his countrymen he can say to the judge and the jary, 
“This is a prosecution of hate.” If you denounce wickedness and 
crime, it is very easy for those who would be glad to escape from the 
responsibility to say, “This is hate; why do you not let us alone to 
work out our own salvation in our own way?” and then everything 
would be peaceable; there would be fraternity and concord from 
Maine to the Rio Grande and from the gates of New York to the 
Golden Horn. If you would only stop passing constitutional amend- 
ments which secure liberty to man; if you would only stop passing 
constitutional amendments which secure equal rights to citizens; if 
you would only stop passing constitutional amendments which secure 
impartial suffrage, supposed to be the corner-stone of well-regulated 
republics, then there would be peace, because there would be no oc- 
casion then for our misguided friends, as I will call them, to resort to 
the means they do to counteract that species of laws. 

Mr. President, what is the use in this intelligent country and in,this 
intelligent Senate of Senators rising here and dodging the question 
continually abont the state of affairs in many of these southern 
States? They say the rebellion has spewed out wicked men, violat- 
ors of laws, criminals, persons who owe no allegiance to any of the 
sentiments which govern well-regulated communities, and therefore 
there is disorder, violence, bloodshed. Now if you will look at the 
instances you will find in nine hundred and ninety-nine cases in a 
thousand that wherever any man in the Southern States has commit- 
ted a crime against municipal law, has stolen a chicken or robbed a 
bank merely from his animo furandi, from his personal wickedness, 
the law goes calmly on; white-liners, ku-kluxers, white-leaguers, 
republicans, colored men, all go to the court-house, and the simple 
and solemn ceremonies of justice ina regular and constitutional way 
lay their hands upon the accused, give him a fair trial, and punish 
him if he be found guilty. But when you step outside of that and 
come to the innumerable slanghters that in so many of these States, 
as Senators themselves say, have disgraced humanity, what do yon 
find then? Prosecutions, indictments, trials, verdicts, jndgments, 
sentences? Not by a long deal. I venture to say on the other hand 
that there is not one instance in a thousand, reversing my first prop- 
osition, where injury bag been done to a citizen of the United States, 
be it small or great, from a political motive—and by that I do not 
mean merely a party one althongh it comes to that, from a motive 
entering into the conduct of that person in respect of what he is to 
do in participating in the Government—there is not one case in a 
thousand where the committor of such a crime has been brought to 
justice at all. 

The Senator from Ohio asks, speaking of South Carolina, “ Why 
not; where is the republican governor; and the republican judges, 
where are they, the republican sheriffs, coroners, and so on; where 
are the instramentalities of justice in South Carolina?) Why are they 
not brought to bear?” That is a very pertinent inquiry. The Sen- 
ator had intelligence enough to answer it but he did not. The answer 
would not have been convenient at this particular crisis of public 
affairs. We have seen within our very short memories that when a 
republican administration, not of the State but of the United States, 
under the Constitution and the laws, brought the power of the Union 
to bear upon such criminals as fall within the national laws, all of 
what are called the respectable orders of society in South Carolina, 
those who drew their blood from the Pinckneys and the Butlers and 
the Chestnuts and the MeDuflies, and all those men of hich estate, 
were called upon and cheerfully responded to raise a large sum by as- 
sessment to interpose all obstecles that ingenuity could to these 
people being brought to trial at all; and not having in that high- 
blooded State sufficient legal capacity and strength to carry out this 
defense, they sent into the North for recruits, and there were rallied 
to their legal banners the great, justly great, men Reverdy Johnson 
and Henry Stanbery, and they appeared, paid by the subscriptions 
of the first families of South Carolina, to defend the persons accused 
of these crimes. When they went there, I have as good reason to sup- 
pose from the public reports they believed, as Senators here appeared 
to believe, that this was a political and unjust prosecution carried on 
by the republican party for party ends, and that no such horrible 
state of atrocity and crime existed as was represented, and that they 
were really going there to defend patriots who, if they had trodden 
over the line of strict law, had done it in justifiable self-defense or 
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under great provocation; and yet when those eminent democrats 
thus retained and thus paid, appeared and heard the undisputed tes- 
timony, they threw up their briefs and retired in sorrow and disgust 
and left these descendants of the first families and their associates to 
take the penalties of the law. 

Now in respect of these recent affairs the Senator inquires why does 
not the State jurisdiction take hold of them. Yes, sir, why does it 
not? Under the United States jurisdiction there is a section of the 
law to which he misreferred, but it is still in the law. He referred 
to it as being in the enforcement acts, but it is not; but there is a 
law of 1862 which makes a juror liable to challenge in the courts of 
the United States, and of course not in those of the States, if he had 
borne arms in rebellion agaiust his country and was unwilling to take 
an oath that he had been true to the Union he had sworn to support 
when he first became entitled to vote at all; and on that test the 
friends and fellows of the Ku-Klux could not conveniently get into a 
jury to acquit their associates. But when you come to the State laws 
there is no such exclusion, and under the State laws unless you pack 
a jury, which republican administrations are not inclined to do, you 
will get some one in the twelve in most cases who will have shared 
by sympathy or otherwise in the motives, the fundamental motives, 
of the parties acensed, and you can get no verdicts. You cannot get 
verdicts in a local trial in the county where occurrences of this kind 
occur if one-half or one-twelfth even of your jurors are people who 
sympathize with the objects that their misguided fellow-citizens had 
in view. 

Then there is another thing that has occurred in more than one 
State, as we have the evidence, I believe; and that is, if a grand 
jury is impaneled to inquire into such offenses, its members imme- 
diately receive letters from the first people of the State giving them 
notice that if they bring in indictments their heads will fall into the 
basket and their bodies will rest inunhonored graves if they are buried 
at all. That is rather disagreeable to the administration of justice, 
as I look at it, and therefore in a place like this you cannot always 
get an indictment even from a body of men every one of whom finds 
that the case is entirely proved, from the mere bodily fear that they 
themselves will be assassinated if they dare to execute the law. 

Mr. President, the administration of justice in every State does not 
depend alone or chiefly, except in the merest technical sense of form, 
upon the jndge, upon the sheriff, upon the governor, or the Legisla- 
ture; it depends upon the sentiment of the intelligent body of the 
community and the land-holders in the county where the offense is to 
be tried. Every thinking man knows that. Take the prohibitory 
laws against the sale of liquor in New England, where we fondly 
imagine—perhaps we are wrong—that the people are as law-abiding 
as they are anywhere in the world; it is hard even in a question of 
that kind which does not much enterinto polities but produces local 
feeling, it is very hard indeed in some places to find a jury that will 
convict for violation of laws of that character if the general senti- 
ment of that particular community is against the law. 

So putting it on a broader sphere and on a higher plane of cases, 
if you find a man indicted for a crime against a fellow-man of vio- 
lence, not of mere robbery for private gain—I am not speaking of 
that at all; Iam speaking of the class of crimes that have been 
spoken of in this debate and admitted to exist to a very large ex- 
tent—when you come to a community where a jury is impaneled, 
that jury or some portion of it will almost invariably be affected by 
the prejudice—which is the word used by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio later on in his remarks—of the controlling classes in that com- 
munity, and in such communities the controlling classes are necessa- 
rily the men who hold the landed estates and have the largest expe- 
rience and intelligence about public affairs; and when yon see such 
men relying by self-imposed taxation or assessments to defend such 
criminals, the effective purposes of justice, except under national ad- 
ministration, are almost hopeless. That is the state of it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

But what was this South Carolina affair which the Senator from 
Ohio hasso much deplored, and has regretted, as I suppose the Senator 
from Texas and the Senator from Delaware have done,as an evi- 
dence of the hate of the republican party to the South? I sup- 
pose they so regard it, for that is all the reason they have given. 
They say they wish this period of hate and misconduct on the part of 
the republican party would only stop, then there would be peace; and 
the only fact they have given us is this horrible state of things fol- 
lowed by this great regret. What was it, sir? It simply was that a 
colored company of militia assembled to parade, as I believe is the 
right of everybody in every State, if the company is lawfully organ- 
ized; and acouple of young gentlemen, as they were called, some of the 
first families, wanted to ride through their ranks in a buggy, just as 
fifteen years ago it would have been perfectly lawful to do. The 
poor, misguided, uneducated colored militia company supposed that 
they had some rights as a military company to occupy the street as 
well, and they did not let them drive through, whereupon the next 
day— 

Mr. PATTERSON. They did drive through. The company opened 
ranks and let them go through for the sake of peace. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But having been delayed until their cigars went 
out, or until they got dry again, or whatever it might have been, they 
then complained of the captain or some officer of this military com- 
pany before a justice of the peace for some kind of an assault or some 
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nuisance that interrupted the public highway when their Lordships | Mr. EDMUNDS. But will the Senator tell me that this new con- 


wished to drive along; and a warrant was got out for the arrest of 
this colored captain, or whatever oflicer he was. The colored people 
in that region may have had some suspicion from what they had no- 
ticed before about arrests of their race that if their captain was 
arrested on a warrant from this justice, the moment he was taken 
into custody the next moment he would die. That was the way jus- 
tice was frequently administered ; and they naturally had a little re- 
luctance to seeing their captain disposed of with sueh summary jus- 
tice as that, to be shot the moment he laid down his gun and handed 
him over to the sheriff so that it would be safe to shoot him when he 
could not shoot back. »They were a little reluctant that he should 
surrender himself on the warrant of the magistrate. Whatdid they 
do? Did they threaten to kill anybody? 
semble the company «gain under arms in the street and near their 
armory; and in that company this man took shelter. 
evidence at all that the sheriff was resisted? No! 
the ranks to try to get the man. 
ket loaded, so far as we know. 
the scene; and hastening over into the convenient and friendly State 
of Georgia, which was the nearest at hand, he told some of the young 
men that there was trouble brewing, for a considerable number of 
whites also had begun to assemble over in Hamburgh, and that the 
young men had better go over and see what was going on. 
the mildest way of putting it. So they did go over; and a large or- 
ganized mob, under the command of somebody, assembled there. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Taking a cannon with them, too. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. And takingacannon withthem. Then this negro 
company retreated, without firing a shot, without injuring the prop- 
erty or liberty of any human being, into their armory which for the 
purposes of that case and at that time was their castle as much as 
your house or mine is ours; and this mob trained their guns upon 
them and threatened to destroy the whole lot if they did not sur- 
render. Then there was turbulence, a little violence, and some shoot- 
ing, I believe. Finally the colored company on a parley engaged to 
lay down their arms, which they had only raised in self-defense, and 
surrender them if they could be protected. They did lay down their 
arms and surrendered—laid down their arms to a body of men who 
had no more right to demand it than it has that you shall leave that 
chair at this moment and threaten to shoot you if you do not. And 
as they emerged one by one from that place of refuge of their own 
to which they had resorted, they were shot down by this organized 
body of the white respectable and responsible citizeus of the States of 
South Carolina ana& Georgia. 

Does anybody suppose that that sort of thing would happen in a 
normal condition of affairs; that it had no other origin or motive or 
cause than the simple circumstance that these two young white men 
had attempted to break the ranks of a colorel company and had got 
up a difficulty? By no means. The point was to convince the col- 
ored population of the State of South Carolina that they held their 
military organization and their arms at the sufferance of the whites, 
and that at their demand at any time they must lay them down, and 
that it was very desirable in this particular yearthat that lesson should 
be teught and taught effectively in order that reform and good gov- 
ernment might come in as my democratic friends say. That was the 
object of it as of every one of these troubles that have arisen ; not 
one of them has sprung from any of the private crimes or ditficul- 
ties that sometimes follow a state of war, from thieves, and robbers, 
and bad men being let loose on society, but merely from the cir- 
cumstance that it was the fixed determination of the whites that 
the colored republicans should not be allowed the right even of self- 
defense, much less the right to vote as white people vote. 
the difliculty. 

Why should we not believe that? Is there any one of these States 
that the Senator from Texas thanks God that the democratic party 
have got in the control and have sent him to the Senate and so on, 
where it is different? Is it not the fixed policy of the whites of the 


He did not go into 


That was 


State of Texas—and by “the whites” at large I mean the white demo- | 


cratic party—to overthrow everything that reconstruction has ac- 
complished? Did we not in respect of the State of Texas provide 
by a compact irrevocable that one clause in the constitution of that 
State as to one of the chief corner-stones of the Republic, free pub- 
lic schools, should never be changed? We certainly did; and yet 


how long was it after the democratic party got control of that State | 


before they did, in spite of that very constitution itself in every re- 
spect, call a convention that it did not authorize and in a way it 


did not authorize, and changed its constitution iu order in substance | 


and effect to abolish that free system of public schools which the 
Legislature were bound to keep up by taxation? 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state in regard to the constitution of Texas 
adopted by the democratic party, to which the Senator from Vermont 
refers, that ample —— is made for schools and a large school 
fund: In aspeech | made on a bill presented by the Senator’s col- 
league I incorporated that much of the constitution as pertains ta 
the subject, as well as the governor’s message on the subject, and 
no distinction is made in regard to the distribution of the school 


fund among the children between school ages on account of color, | 


Tace, or previous condition. 


No; but they did as- | 
Is there any | 


Not a bayonet was poised or a mus. | 
Then appeared the other Butler on | 


That is | 


stitution does not in effect and in substance violate the compact that 
| the State of Texas entered into when it was re-admitted in 1869 ? 
Mr. MAXEY. I thinkit clearly does not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator’s judgment of the law and that 
of my own and that of his own colored constituents differs very es- 
sentially. I will ask to have read here amemorial of the colored citi- 
zens of the State of Texas that I have no doubt except for color are 
just as respectable and just as intelligent as any other citizens of the 

| State of Texas, and see what they say upon the subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


| To the Senate and Hoyse of Representatives of the United States : 
| We, your petitioners, would respectfully represent that the present constitution 


of the State of Texas provides that free schools shall be maintained in this State 
for at least four months in each year, and that by the terms of the act of Congress 
permitting Texas to resume the exercise of the rights and privileges of a State in 
the Union she is forbidden to abrogate that article in her constitution. 

And we, your petitioners, would further represent that, notwithstanding the sol- 
emn and binding nature of the compact thus entered into between the Government 
of the United States on the one hand and the State of Texas on the other, the pres- 
| ent State government has by nonfeasance practically destroyed our system of free 
| schools, 

And your petitioners would farther represent that the proposed new constitution 
now pending for adoption silently ignores the existence of a compact between the 
| General Government and the State of Texas in relation to the subject of education 

and fails to make provision for an efficient system of free schools. 

And your petitioners would further represent that, in addition to other funds, the 
new constitution proposes to appropriate that portion of the public domain granted 
to the State of Texas for the purpose of establishing an agricultural college to an 
institution to be used for the education of white youths exclusively : 

Wherefore, to the end that a sacred and beneficent compact made in the interest 
of civilization and good governmeat may not be wantonly and presumptuously vio- 
lated, and that we may be protected in our rights as citizens of the United States, 
we pray your honorable body to take snch action in the premises as will cause the 
State of Texas to keep in good faith her part of the aforesaid compact ; and we, 
your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

Done in convention of the colored people of the State of Texas and in the city of 
Houston this the 4th day of January, A. D. 1876. 

Attest: 





V. W. CUNY, President 
JAMES P. BALL, Secretary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Vermont—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will yield although as the Senator knows I 
very much dislike interruptions as they interfere with the thread of 
my remarks; but I think it is fair that the Senator should be heard, 

Mr. MAXEY. I will send for the constitution. I made a speech 
upon a bill presented by the Senator's colleague for the disposition of 
the public lands for the use and benefit of common schools through- 
out the country, and in that speech I copied so much of the constitu- 
tion of the State of Texas as embraces the provisions in regard to the 
common schools. That I have sent tor; 1 have no other copy about 
me. Itisin the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and when I get it I will 
ask permission to read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I will suggest to my honorable friend that 
what his colored constituents here complain of is not his speech, but 
the constitutional revolution, as it was, that has taken place in the 
State of Texas. The moment the democratic party got possession of 
the government, in order not to wait for the termination of the re- 
publican officials fixed by the censtitution, they made a new consti- 
tution which should turn them all out at once and changed the con- 
stitution that Congress agreed to with these irrevocable conditions 
about public schools, &c., to something different, that this new rul- 
ing power that the Senator thanks God for thought would suit them 
better. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is precisely to show what the democratic consti- 
tution says on that subject that I have sent for the record. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I put against the opinion of my friend the 
| opinion of bis constituents. I suppose they are both equally entitled 
to respect. There is some difference evidently between them. And 
while I am on this subject I should like to ask my friend from Texas 
| what information he has upon this clause of this memorial which I 
have borrowed out of the files of the Judiciary Committee for a mo- 
ment in order to illustrate this debate, and which is now under con- 
sideration there: 








And your petitioners would further represent that, in addition to other funds, 

| the new constitution proposes to appropriate that portion of the public domain 

granted to the State of Texas for the purpose of establishing an agricultural col- 
lege to an institution to be used for the education of white youths exclusively. 


I pause for a reply. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have already stated to the Senator that so soon as 
I can get the constitution I will read it, and that will speak for itself 
better than I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator then has at present no information, 
knowledge, or belief on the subject. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have stated to the Senator that I have sent for the 
| RecorD in which all that is copied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Until the Recorp comes 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me I 
will state that among the proceedings of the Legislature of Texas, 
which is now about adjourning, I noticed only a day or two ago a 
proposition to establish an agricultural college for colored people. 
The agricultural college now in operation there is exclusively for 
white people. As I understand from what is going on in the Texas 
| Legislature they propose in order to save matters to establish a col- 
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lege for colored children. It has not been done yet, however. 
under consideration in the Legislature. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am much obliged to my honorable friend from 
Texas, (Mr. HamMILton.] I did not suppose that as to any of the 
southern States almost where the democratic party has got into power 
anybody would dispute the fact that a steady reaction against the 
provisions of the constitutions adopted under the reconstruction acts 
was going on, not only steady but studied and persistent, either ac- 
cording to the forms of their existing constitutions or against them, 
they do not care which. Now here is another memorial from the 
State of Texas on the subject of the nature of that convention that 


It is 
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| 


undertook in this way to change the irrevocable provisions in the old | 


constitution of 1869 about public schools and many other things, to 
the better interest of democratic good government—that is the gov- 
ernment of the white man for the white man, and of the democrat for 
the democrat—here is a communication sent to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee by the Attorney-General of the United States officially cover- 
ing an official communication transmitted to him from the then gov- 
ernor or ousted governor of the State of Texas—I do not know which 
he was at the moment—asking the Government of the United States 


to interfere for the protection of the republican form of government | 


of the State of Texas and to assist the authorities of the State then 
in office or then lately in oflice to resist a change in her government 
which was coutrary to the constitution of 1569 and in spite of it and 
which overthrew the offices and the people who under that constitu- 
tion had been elected. It is too long although it is very interesting 
reading to those philosophical students of history to whom my friend 
from Texas has referred, as showing the state of public sentiment in 
that State and the great causes that move people to feel bound to 
overthrow constitutions that a republican government has imposed 


on people. lately in rebellion, the moment the ex-rebels can get into | 


power and in defiance of the act of Congress and of the compact 
which they accepted by vote, the irrevocable condition which they 
accepted by vote—the moment they get into power they turn their 
backs on the constitution and the law as mere figments of the imag- 
ination and set up for themselves according to their own notions. 

Mr. MAXEY. Now if the Senator will permit I will read what the 
democratic constitution is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it. I could not get it at the library 
and I am glad to get it even at second-hand. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is as follows: 


Arrtic.ie VIT. 


EDUCATION—THE PUBLIC FREER SCHOOLS, 


Section 1. A general diffusion of knowledge being essential to the preservation 
of the liberties and rights of the pores, it shall be the duty of the Legislature of 
the State to establish and make suitable provision for the support and maintenance 
of an efficient system of public free schools. 

Sec. 2. All funds, lands, and other property heretofore set apart and appropri- 
ated for the support of public schools; all the alternate sections of land reserved 
by the State out of grants heretofore made or that may hereafter be made to rail- 
roads, or other corporations, of any nature whatsoever; one-half of the public do- 
main of the State; and all suis of movey that may come to the State from the sale 
of any portion of the same, shail constitute a perpetual public-school fund. 

See. 3. There shall be set apart annually not more than one-fourth of the gen- 
eral revenue of the State, and a poll-tax of $1 on all male inhabitants in this State 
between the ages of twenty-one and sixty years, for the benetit of the public free 
schools. 

Sec. 4. The lands herein set apart to the public free-school fund shall be sold 
under such regulations, at such times, and on such terms as may be prescribed by 
law; and the Legislature shall not have power to grant any relief to the purchasers 
thereof. The comptroller shall invest the proceeds of such sales, and of those here- 
tofore made, as may be directed by the board of education herein provided for, in 
the bonds of this State, if the same can be obtained, otherwise in United States 
bonds; and the United States bonds now belonging to said fund shall likewise be 
invested in State bonds, if the same cam be obtained on terms advantageous to the 
school fund, 


Which are now above par. 

Sec. 
the sale of the lands hereinbefore set apart to said school fand, shall be the perma- 
nent school fund; and all the interest derivable therefrom and the taxes herein 
authorized and levied shall be the available school fund, which shall be applied 
annually to the sapport of the public free schools. And no law shall ever be en- 
acted appropriating any part of the permanent or available school fund to any 
other purpose whatever; nor shall the same or any part thereof ever be appro- 
— to or used for the support of any sectarian school; and the available school 

und herein provided shall be distributed to the several counties according to their 

acholastic population, and applied in manner as may be provided by law. 

Sec. 6. All lands heretofore or hereafter granted to the several counties of this 
State for education, or schools, are of right the property of said counties respect- 
ively to which they were granted, and title thereto is vested in said counties, and 
no wlverse possession ov limitation shall ever be available against the title of any 
county. Each county may sell or dispose of its lands in whole or in part in man- 
ner to be provided by the commissioners’ court of the county. Actual settlers re- 
siding on said lands shall be protected in the prior right of purchasing the same to 
the extent of their settlement, not to exceed one handred and sixty acres, at the 
price tixed by said court, which price shall not include the value of existing im- 
provements made thereon by such setters. Said lands and the proceeds thereof, 
when sold, shall be held by said counties alone as a trust for the benefit of public 
schools therein; said proceeds to be invested in bonds of the State of Texas, or of 
the United States, and only the interest thereon to be used and expended annually. 


Sec. 7, Separate schools shall be provided for the white and colored children, and 
impartial provision shall be made for both. 


5. The principal of all bonds and other funds, and the petastost arising from 


I will state here that the Senator from Mississippi who sits in front 
of me [Mr. Bruck] states that they have the same system in Mis- 


sissippi and that it works well there. 

Sec. 8. The governor, comptroller, and secretary of state shall constitute a board 
of education, who shall distribute said funds to the several counties, and perform 
such other duties concerning public schools as may be prescribed by law. 
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That is the constitution ; and the fund therein referred to, as shown 
by the report of the superintendent of public instruction, is: 
Permanent school fand $2,500,000 


ORD DEG BORRREE BOUND, 64.0 cn cvnccowrocnecrencenneens owenséecvesscuse 30,000,000 
School lands unlocated, acres 31,000,000 


All of which is the permanent, perpetnal school fand of the State. 
Upon that, Governor Coke, a democratic governor, says in his last 
annual message ; 

With universal suffrage we must have universal intelligence if we would per. 
wetuate free government, and a system of public education will alone accomplish 
it. The public sentiment of the enlightened and civilized world has crystallized in 
favor of public education, and the people who fail to recognize the fact and act ac- 
cordingly will find themselves laggards in the general march of improvement. 
Every State in the Union is striving to perfect a system of public education, and 
Texas mast not do less. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator finished with the constitution ? 

Mr. MAXEY. That was the constitution I was reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now will the Senator be good enough tosend mo 
that Recorp? 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that the book I hold in 
my hand is the official copy from which I cut out the portion which 
I inserted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not doubt the accuracy of my friend’s quo- 
tation; but I did not notice anything about the agricultural college 
in it. There is a homely adage up North that talk is one thing and 
cider is another. Now we will look at these two constitutions and 
see which is the talk and which is the cider. I will not weary the 
Senate by going through all this mass of change, which if the State 
had held its plighted faith to the United States it would not have 
attempted to make at all, but I will take one single item and the only 
item that was good for anything in the first constitution for the next 
twenty-five years in that great empire State in order to keep up a 
system of free public schools, and that was this: 


The Legislature shall set apart for the benefit of public schools one-fourth of the 
annual revenue derivable from general taxation. 


There was a positive requirement that an absolute quarter of the 
general revenue of that State should be appropriated to publicschools. 
Now what does the Senator’s democratic constitution say ? 1 beg of 
him to listen to it. 

Sec. 3. There shall be set apart annually not more than one-fourth of the gen- 
eral revenue of the State, and a poll-tax of $1 on all male inhabitants in this State 
between the ages of twenty-one and sixty years, for the benefit of the public free 
schools. 

That the Senator regards as democratic improvement for free and 
universal education that his good governor says, where talk is so 
cheap, is one of the things necessary to the prosperity of a republican 
State, as it is. The constitution that the rebel State of Texas ac- 
cepted upon its honor and good faith as the price of liberty ana jus- 
tice, and under which the honorable Senator took his seat from that 
reconstructed State, declares that one-quarter of her general reve- 
nues should forever be appropriated to improve the intelligence and 
diffuse education in that State; and now comes the democratic revo- 
lutionary convention and in forms and ways denounced by the very 
constitution itself proposes that the Legislature shall not appropriate 
more than a quarter of her revenues for public schools. Do you not 
see the difference? 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. O, no; my friend can waitnow until I am through, 
Ithink. I have not quite got done with him. 

That, Mr. President, is the difference. A republican Congress for 
liberty and justice and republican prosperity in a State said to that 
people: “ You shall devote a quarter of your public revenues for your 
great need of rescuing from the ignorance and the vice applying both 
to black and white among the poor that necessarily results from your 
old slave laws, to the general and free diffusion of education and in- 
telligence among the children of that State ;” and the reconstructed 
rebel State of Texas said “Yes, we return to fraternity on those 
terms,” but they no sooner return than they turn their backs on their 
plighted faith and tell their Legislature that they need not appro- 
priate a fourth of the general revenues for the purposes of schools. 
They say that not more than a quarter shall ever be appropriated, 
instead of saying as the old constitution did, that every year when- 
ever a poor man, white or black, was taxed on the little property he 
had, a quarter of that tax should Bo to the education of his and his 
neighbor's children ; and this reformed, enlightened, progressive em- 
pire-republic of Texas comes to us now and says chong the mouth 
of my distinguished friend that this change in her constitution, ac- 
complished by revolution as it was—but that is nothing to this point— 
is substantially an advance in favor of the free diffusion of intelli- 
gence in that State! Why, Mr. President, I am amazed that any- 
body should undertake to defend a change in a constitution of that 
character. 

What is this permanent school fund, making the best of it, or her 
governor's report? Two million and a half of dollars or whatever it 
may be. Suppose it was in good bonds and well invested, what do 

you get a year from it at 6 per cent.? One hundred and twenty or 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars or whatever it may be for a 
State larger than the whole of New England and the great State of 
New York to apply to schools, and for all the rest you have got to 
depend upon askiug the good-will of a democratic legislature whe, 
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: es ad 
seem to have been so dissatisfied with the constitution that made it 


a duty that they were ready to violate the constitution itself to get 
rid of it. If that is democracy, I beg to be excused from subscribing 
to it. } 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MAXEY. He has stated but a very small and a very trifling 


portion of the school fund which is perpetually set apart, two mill- | 


jous and a half of dollars in bonds of the United States. There are 
30,000,000 acres of located lands and 31,000,000 acces unappropriated, 
besides the poll-tax on all persons between the ages of twenty-one 
and sixty years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I know. Now let us see. 
30,000,000 acres of unappropriated land. 

Mr. MAXEY. Thirty millions located land and 31,000,000 unlo- 
cated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir. Thirty millions have already been appro- 
priated and belong to the school fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is caviling about aterm. I repeat 
if he will be good enongh to believe that I understand myself—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that I never cavil about 
anything. I say 30,000,000 acres of land are already segregated from 
the public domain and belong to the school fund. It is appropriated 
land. Thirty-one million acres have not been located. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam quite certain I understand the Senator, and 
understanding him, I repeat that you have got 61,000,000 acres of 
unappropriated lands, that is, lands that are not appropriated to the 
raising of any money or that do not raise any money. I am not upon 
the question of whether they are segregated or non-segregated, if the 
Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. MAXEY. They are authorized to be sold and the proceeds put 
into the fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So they are undoubtedly, and so are all the lands 
of the State authorized to be sold, and so are all the lands of the 
United States. As I said before—for I do not speak in ignorance of 


the constitution of Texas, the Senator will give me leave to say, as | 


I said before he spoke of it at all, this provision for the schools in 
respect of public lands, for the next twenty years, the next five years, 
the next three years, the next two years, is absolutely inefficient and 
almost valueless because the greatest necessity for education is now, 
and where now the greatest necessity is you have land. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to say 
a word? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Referring to the school fund of Texas, I beg to 
remind my colleague that the constitution of 1869 required all the 
school lands belonging to the counties to be put under State control. 
Each organized county of the State had four leagues of land located 
and patented. Those lands were required by the coustitution of 1469 
to be turned over to the S:ate to be used for the school fund, because 


the framers of the constitution had no confidence in the manage- | 


ment of that land by the counties. There would be no uniformity; 
it would be impossible for one hundred and fifty counties, having 


each a school system of its own, to have any uniformity at all. Now, | 


under the constitution recently adopted in Texas those lands, I under- 
stand, are required to be turned back to the counties with authority 
to sell and dispose of the proceeds in any manner they see proper, 
and at any time, and without any system at all. Further, the lands 


set apart for the University of the State are authorized by the con- | 


stitution to be sold. I undertake to say that the school fund will 
not have one acre of land in ten years, nor any of the proceeds of 
those lands. They will be squandered absolutely, and they intend 
to squander them. That is my conviction. I will state to my col- 


league that during the rebellion, and at the very beginning of the | 
rebellion, a large portion of the most valuable lands in the State were 


sold on credit and the payment received in confederate money after 
the surrender, when it was not worth two cents a bushel. 

Mr. MAXEY. In reply to my colleague on that subject I will 
state—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a little hard on a poor fellow like me. 

Mr. MAXEY. The constitution which the Senator has before him 
shows that the proceeds of the sales of the county land are to be 
used for school purposes. 
wise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if I can have a little word in this debate, 
I should like to say one or two things. 
friend from Texas [Mr. HAMILTON ] has now drawn attention to; but 


I had not quite finished on tlie other branch of the subject, which I | 


will now finish. 
The appropriation of land instead of money by this new constitu- 


tion for these schools is for the time being an absolute denial of any | 
funds at all to carry on schools; because you cannot sell your lands | 


in & minute, and you cannot get your pay in a minute when you do. 
We have seen here to-day that even in the rich and prosperous State 
of Kansas among her best lands and her best settlers it is necessary 
on the sale even of small quantities to give time, one, two, three, 
or four years. I repeat what I said before, that the time when 
Texas needs education most is just now. The only evidence she 
has given of reconstruction since the democrats have come into power 
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There is land, | 


Sixty-one millions then of unappropriated lands. | 


It is a trust fund and cannot be used other- | 


I was coming to what my | 
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has been the election of my honorable friend, [Mr. Maxky,] and that 
I admit to be a good evidence; but every other act that she has done 
that affects public affairs in the general sense of the subject we are 
now speaking of has been going backward with steady persistence. 
| I submit to the candor of my honorable friend from Texas, [ Mr. 
| MAXEY,] whose knowledge of the law and whose statesmanship and 

whose acuteness | admire, that he cannot take the old constitution 
and the new one and say that the new one is promotive of the objects 
| of education as compared with the old, but the reverse. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwill state to the Senator from Vermont that when- 
ever that memorial comes up or a report upon it from the Judiciary 
Committee comes up, I propose to be prepared to reply toit. In this 
debate it does not properly come in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose not. Nothing properly comes in ex- 
cept the denunciation of our friends on the other side of what they 
call republican hate. That is all that seems to be proper in this de- 
| bate. When we cry out against the invasion of the rights of Ameri- 
| can citizens; when we the responsible agents of the Constitution 
undertake to inquire into how the liberties of American citizens are 
| protected, we are only replied to by the words “ republican hate” and 
* bloody shirt; ” and when, in answer to Senators on the other side, 
we go into the nature of their institutions and the tendency of their 
politics, they say, “O, no, we are not ready now, we will take that 
up some other time.” Well, Mr. President, I propose to take it up now, 
| inasmuch as it isa fit and proper clement necessary to the discussion 
of the general question into which the Senators have gone as to the 
condition of these States to which we have referred. When the phy- 
sician is called to a disease, as you all agree that this Hamburgh af- 
fair is, which is only one of a hundred, the tirst thing that the good 
physician does is to inquire into the habits and the life of the patient, 
how came he to break out with this violent disorder, what sort of a 
constitution had he, who were his associates, what was his manner 
of life, what led to this sudden and violent disease that has appalled 
all his neighbors and killed so many of his friends and associates. 
Is that not fair? 

I allude tothis Texan matter now because the Senator took up the 
State of Texas in order to show that there prevailed peace, good or- 
der, prosperity, equal rights, and public instruction since the demo- 
cratic party got into power. In answer to that, as well as a fit and 
proper element in this discussion, I propose to show as the truth 
really is, and the Senator upon his intellectual knowledge of the 
English language cannot read these two constitutions and deny if, 
that this democratic revolutionary conscitution goes steadily back- 
ward in respect to public instruction; goes backward, I suppose, 
from a policy and a purpose, and that policy and that purpose is one 
that has been stated by democrats in public debates in some others 
of the southern States to be in order to restore the ancient order of 
| things in substance although not in form, and that every triumph 
that the rebellion expected to achieve, except independence, could 
still be accomplished in another way, and that in respect of labor and 
education and all the old relations of an aristocracy to a serfdom, 
the old baronial system, as Governor Smith, of Georgia, called it, 
could be restored without getting themselves within the reach of the 
claws of the American eagle. That is the thing to which I wish to 
call public attention in order that the intelligent freemen of this 
country may ask themselves whether they wish to commit the Gov- 
ernment of this country to such hands for such purposes. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to this public-land business. 
constitution of Texas provided: 








The old 


The public Jands heretofore given to counties shall be under the control of the 
Legisliture and may be sold under such regulations as the Legislature may pre- 
scribe, and in such case the proceeds of the sale shall be added to the school fund. 


What does the revolutionary democratic constitution provide? It 


provides: 

Sec. 6. All lands heretofore or hereafter granted to the several counties of this 
State for education or schools are of right the property of said counties, respect 
ively, to which they were granted, and title thereto is vested in said counties, and 
no «lverse possession or limitation shall ever be available against the title of any 
county. Each county may sell or dispose of its lands in whole or in part in man- 
ner to be provided by the commissioners’ court of the county. 

Then it goes on— 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know the Senator will be good enough to ex- 
cuse me. I am very tired. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator has fallen into a legal error. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont declines 
to yield. 

Mr. MAXEY. I only wanted toexplain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The new constitution, asthe Senator from Texas 
behind me [Mr. HAMILTON] has stated, takes these lands away from 
the control of the Legislature where the general intelligence and 
the general responsibility of the whole State could apply them im- 
partially to all the counties aecording to the necessities of educa- 
tion among the rich and poor alike. The revolutionary constitution 
says: “ We reverse that and we give to every county, be it a county of 
| all planters who will coutrol everything, all the lands in that county 

to be disposed of when and in the manner they please.” They may 
keep them one hundred years, and a school-house will never open its 

doors in that county at all unless the Legislature chooses under this 
| new constitution to appropriate a little money——— 
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Mr. MAXEY. I wish to correct a legal error. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont declines 
to be interrupted and the Chair must protect him. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator from Vermont will give way, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will give way if the Senate wishes to adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I ask the Senator to withdraw that a moment. 
We ought to have an executive session. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were re-opened, and (at five o’clock and five min- 
utes p.m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 5, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MANAGEMENT OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs a resolution on the subject of the management 
of soldiers’ homes, which was some days ago ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to continue their investigations into the management and control of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers during the vacation of Congress, 
and to ascertain what reforms in the same are necessary, and that said committee 
be authorized to make such investigations through subcommittees, who may visit 
said homes ; and that such subcommittees be authorized to send for persons and 
papers, administer oaths, and do all such other acts as may be necessary for a full 
and complete inquiry into the management and control of said homes, and make 
due report of the same. 

Mr. HALE, I object. Ihave given notice heretofore that I would 
object to all propositions fer the sitting of committees during the 
recess, 

Mr. TERRY. Then I want it distinctly understood that the ob- 
jection to this investigation comes from the other side of the House. 

Mr. HALE. And I want it just as distinctly understood that it 
comes from this side of the House and from me; and that I shall 
continue to object to all propositions to allow committees to sit dur- 
ing the recess. 

INVESTIGATION OF ELECTION IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
of the Senate for printing the report of the special committee to in- 
vestigate the late election in Mississippi be taken from the Speaker’s | 
table and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

There being no objection, the following resolution of the Senate 
was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 4,000 
copies of the a of the special committee to investigate the late election in 
Mississippi, with the views of the minority, be printed for the use of the Senate. | 

BILLS FOR PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims bills of the following titles; which were read a | 
lirst and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports; ordered to be 


printed : | 


| 


i 


A bill (1. R. No, 4061) for the relief of Mary E. Purnell; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 4062) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. Mary 
Scott. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, on account of indisposition, having 
been temporarily detained from the House during the latter part of | 
yesterday's session, | now ask unanimous consent to be permitted to | 
record my vote on the joint resolution proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution on the subject of non-sectarian public schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is certainly no objection to the gentleman’s 
voting. ° 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair. hears no objection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, I then record my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MILLER. I make the same request, as I was absent from the 
House on committee-work. I vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that all gentlemen who were not pres- 
ent yesterday and desire to vote on this question may be permitted 
to do so. This is stripped of all political consideration. Of course 
they are to record their votes to-day. 

— WILSON, of Iowa. I agree, provided it shal] not change the 
result. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so ordered. 





Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I record my vote on the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution known as the Blaine amendment. 
I left the House soon after the close of my remarks yesterday, not 
supposing at so late an hour this question would come up. If I had 
been here I should have sought to strike out the last clause, which 
may possibly be construed as denying the necessary power to enforce 
the amendment. But honing it may be so modified in the Senate | 
vote “ay.” 

Mr.O’NEILL. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. KELiry] 
was absent yesterday by leave of the House, and if present he would 
have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MONROE and Mr. DANFORD also recorded their votes in the 
affirmative. 5 

DISTRICT INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. W. B. Wiit- 
IAMS,) who is absent from the House on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily, had in his hand yesterday a bill which he desired to report back 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for reference 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I ask by 
unanimous consent that that bill be now received. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill (H. R. No. 3765) providing for 
the erection of the industrial school for girls in the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds by the gentleman from Michigan, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


M. P. JONES. 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, introdnced a bill (H.R. No. 4063) 
to re-imburse M. P. Jones for money deposited in the United States 
depository, Portland, Oregon, for public-land surveys; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN J. ANDERSON. 


Mr. STONE. I ask, by unanimous consent, to take up Senate bill 
(S. No. 628) for the relief of John J. Anderson, surviving copartner 
of the firm of Anderson & White, and put it on its passage; and I 
ask the indulgence of the House for one moment to give an explana- 
tion of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. After that I give notice I shall demand the regn- 
lar order of business. 

Mr. PAGE. I demand the regular order of business now. 

Mr. RUSK. SodolI. I wish to ask fora committee of conference. 


COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, the 
morning hour begins at twenty minutes after twelve o’clock. The 
pending business in the morning hour is the consideration of a bill 
reported from the Committee on Mines and Mining, being the bill 
(H. R. No. 3635) to utilize the product of gold and silver mines, and 
for other purposes, on which the previous question has been demanded 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND. ] 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman from Missouri must see by this time, 
as this is contined to the morning hour, that it is a very easy-thing 
for its passage to be prevented. 1 believe it to be a bad bill. Many 
believe it isa bad bill and will not consent to its passage. Now, 
what does the gentleman gain by forcing it every morning hour where 
the gentleman is limited to sixty minutes and evidently cannot make 
any progress with it? It only takes up the time of the House to the 
exclusion of other business in the morning hour. 

Mr. BLAND. In answer to the gentleman from Maine, I wish to 
say that when this injustice of demonetizing silver was perpetrated 
upon the people of this country filibustering was not resorted to. 
The bill, sir, was not read at that desk. Gentlemen who represent 
the money-sharks of this couptry surreptitiously carried the bill 
through without its reading at the Clerk’s desk, and I would be pu- 
sillanimous indeed to give up because I am threatened with filibus- 
tering a. Do gentleman suppose the people of this coun- 
try will submit to such filibustering as this on a bill in their interest, 
and not in the interest of the money-sharks of this country? Let 


| them filibuster and take the consequence. Let them continue this 


fraud if they can by filibustering in this House. I for one am will- 
ing to go before the conntry demanding the previous question at 
every opportunity. I insist on it now. 

Many MemBers. Regular order! 

Mr. BLAND. Iam threatened with filibustering. I shall demand 
the previous question from now until the end of Congress. 

Mr. PIERCE. Thestatement made that the bill was surreptitiously 
earried through Congress is not true. It was nearly three years be- 
fore Congress and was printed thirteen times. 

Mr. BLAND. It was a fraud perpetrated upon the people of this 
country. It wasneverread at that desk. [Cries of “ Regularorder.” } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes order will be pre- 
served. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Pending the demand for the previous question, I 
move the House adjourn, and on that motion demand the yeas ond 
nays. 
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gravel all the while. 

fhe SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair is strongly impressed with 
the idea that he can make more noise than either of the gentlemen 
who oceupy the tloer out of order. [Laughter and applause.] It is 
only a waste of breath, as not a word of what they are saying can be 
he.rd by the reporters. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Pending the motion to adjourn, 
I move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday next, and on that motion demand tellers. 

Mr. BLAND. 1 hope gentlemen passing through the tellers will be 
watched—— 

ihe SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is out of order. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
BAND were appointed. 

ite House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 20, noes 116; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, does it require a quorum to decide a 
motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tainly required. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes “4, noes 62. 


To adjourn over, a quorum is cer- 


So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) | 


the yeas and nays were ordered. 


rhe question was taken; and there were—yeas 4, nays 186, not vot- | 


ing 95; as follows: 


YEAS —Messars. O'Brien, Pierce, Washington Townsend, and Young—4. 

NAYS—Messrs, Abbott. Adams, Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, 
George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, jr., John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, 
Banks, Banning, Bell, Blair, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John Young Brown, 
Horatio C. Burehard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, 
Cannon, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Caultield, Chittenden, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, 
John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Collins, Cook, Cowan, Crounse, 
Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, Eames, Eden, 
Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Frye, 
Gartield, Goode, Gunter, Hale, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Har- 
rison, artridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Henderson, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Hoar, 
Uoge, Holman, Looker, Hopkins, House, Hubbell, Hunton, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, 
‘Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, Lamar, Franklin Landers, Lane, 
Lapham, Lawrence, Levy, Lewia, Luttrell, Lynch, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Mac- 
Dougall, McCrary, McFarland, McMahon, Meade, Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, 
Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Nash, Neal, New, Odell, O'Neill, Packer, Page, 
Phelps, Platt, Poppleton, Potter, Powell, Pratt, Purman, Randall, Rea, John 
Reilly, Riee, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, 
Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Savage, Scales, Schleicher, Sheakley, Singleton, Sin- 
nickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Southard, Strait, Stenger, Ste- 

nsvn, Stone, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, 
lucker, Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, John L. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Charles C. 
ls. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Erastus Wells, Whiting, 
Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus 8. Williams, James Williams, James D. 
Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, Wood- 
burn, and Yeates—in6, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bass, Beebe, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, William 
ht. Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Candler, Chapin, Conger, Cox, 
Crapo, Culberson, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dannell, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, 
Fuller, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Goodin, Andrew H. Hamilton, Robert Hamilton, 
liaralson, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hend +e, 
Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoskins, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Joues, Kel- 
le., King, Knott, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Magoon, 
McDill, Money, Monroe, Norton, Oliver, Payne, Johu F. Philips, William A. Phil- 
lips, Piper, Plaisted, Rainey, Reagan, James B. Reilly, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schu- 
aker, Seelye, Smalls, Sparks, Spencer, Springer, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Martin 
1. Townsend, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, 
Walling, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, 
Charles G. Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando 
Wood, and Wood worth—95. 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. SAMPSON said: My colleague from Iowa, Mr. McDIL1, is 
necessarily absent from the House. I desire also to state that the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. CONGER, is absent from the House on 
a conference committee. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. 
peused with, 

Mr. PIERCE. I object. 

The vames of members voting were read, and the result of the vote 
was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
te gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. O’BR1EN] that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. McCRARY. I wish to appeal to the gentleman from Maryland 
to withdraw his motion to adjourn, and let an effort be made to come 
to an understanding for reasonable debate and a final vote upon this 
bill. It appears to me this is no time in the session and this is no 
+ a on which we ought to waste the time of the House in fili- 

yustering. 

Many members called for the regular order. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

On the question of ordering tellers there were ayes 31; more than 
one-fifth of a quorum. ; 

So tellers were ordered; and Mr. O’BRIEN and Mr. BLAND were 
appointed, 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 148. 
Mr. O'BRIEN. I call forthe yeas and nays. 


I move that the reading of the names be dis- 
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Mr. PIERCE, Mr. FORT, and Mr. BLAND took the floor and made | 
remarks which were inaudible, the Speaker pro tempore beating his | 
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The question being taken on ordering the yeasand nays, there were— 
ayes 30, noes 88. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 186, not vot- 
ing 97; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. O'Brien and Washington Townsend—2 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, George 
A. Bagley, Jobn H. Bagley, jr, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, 
Banning, Bell, Blair, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John Young Brown, William 
R. Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, Cannon, Cason, Caswell, 
Cate, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cly- 
mer, Cochrane, Collins, Cook, Cox, Crounse, Culberson, Cutler, Danford, Darrall, 
Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Durand, Darham, Eames, Eden, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, 
Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Frye, Garticld, Goode. Goodin, 
Gunter, Hale, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, 
Haymond, Henderson, Htnkle, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Hoar, Hoge, Holman, Hooker 
Hopkins, House, Hubbell, Hunton, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Thomas L. Jones 
Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Levy, 


| Lewis, Luttrell, Lynch, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, MaeDougall, McCrary, MeFar 
| land, MeMahon, Meade, Metcalfe, Miller 


, Milliken, Miils, Monroe, Morgan, Mor- 
rison, Mutchler, Nash, Neal, New, Odell, O'Neil, Packer, Page, Payne, Phelps 
William A. Phillips, Pierce, Piper, Poppleton, Potter, Powell, Randall, Rea, John 
Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Robinson, Miles Ross, 
Rusk, Sampson, Savage, Scales, Schleicher, Sheak!ey, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slem 
ons, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Southard, Springer, Strait, Stenger, Ste 
venson, Stone, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Thompson. Thornburgh, Throckmorton, 
Tufts, Turney. Van Vorhes, John L. Vance, Waddell. Wait, Charles C. B. Walker, 
Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Erastus Wells. G. Wiley Wells, White, 
Whiting, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus §. Williams, James D. Will 
iams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, Woodburn, 
Yeates, and Young—126. 

NOT VOTING-— Messrs. Ashe, Bass. Beebe, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, 
Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, 
Chapin, Chittenden, Conger, Cowan, Crapo, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, 
Dunnell, Ezbert, Ellis, Elv, Fuller, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Andrew H. Hamilton, 
Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, John 'T. Harris, Hatcher, 
Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoskins, Hunter, 
Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Knott, Lamar. George M. Landers, Leaven- 
worth, Le Moyne, Lord, Magoon, Mc Dill, Mouey, Norton, Oliver, John F. Philips, 
Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Reagan, James B. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski 
Ross, Sayler, Schumaker, Seclye, Smalls, Sparks, Spencer, Stowell, Swann, Tar- 
box, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Alexander S. Wal- 
lace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, 
Charles G. Williams, James Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, Alan Wood, 
jr., Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—07. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX. I am authorized by the Committee on Banking and Car- 
rency, Which is authorized to report at any time, to report a bill for 
the partial repeal of the resumption act. 

SURVEYS IN SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITIONS, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman yield to me to allow me to 
ask unanimous consent for the passage of a joint resolution which I 
introduced a short time ago, being a joint resolution (H. R. No. 145) 
authorizing the Secretary of State to publish a history of the several 
surveys and scientific expeditions by the United States during the 
present century ? 

The object of the joint resolution is to authorize the Secretary of 
State to have prepared and laid before Congress a volume not to exceed 
eight hundred pages octavo giving an account of the several surveys 
and scientific expeditions that have been ordered by the United States 
during the present century. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the limitation as to the appropriation ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Itis limited to $7,500; and I hope the gentleman 
will allow me to say that in addition to the great interest which such 
a history of the expeditions authorized by the United States it may 
enable us tosave a good deal of money by preventing the overlapping 
of surveys of territory which has already been surveyed, and I ask 
the gentleman to hear the joint resolution read. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

That the Secretary of State be authorized and directed to cause to be prepared 
and published a brief history of the several surveys and scientitic expeditions or- 
dered and prosecuted by the United States during the century just closed, inclad- 
ing in said history the various foreign and oceanic expeditions, the surveys of the 
coast and of the lakes, and the several topographical, scientific, and military sur 
veys of the interior; and that the same be reported to Congress as soon as practi- 
cable. And to enable the Secretary to carry into effect this resolution, the sum of 
$7,500, or 80 much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
see that it is too late in the session to refer such a resolution if it is 
designed to pass it. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be the entering-wedge to a large expend- 
iture of money, and I ask the gentleman to have it referred. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It has already been referred to the gentleman’s 
own committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to say to the gentleman that Lewis and 
Clarke’s exploration of the whole Northwest is entirely inaccessible 
now and no copies can now be obtained for libraries or for any other 
purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. My experience shows that the dangerous step in 
reference to these matters is the first step. If the gentleman from 


I have no objection to the reference of the joint 
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Ohio is willing that the joint resolution shall be referred to a com- 
mittee, I am ready to consent that the committee shall report it back 
at any time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It was referred to the gentleman’s committee, as 
I have already stated. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to move that 
the House adjourn? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Not at this time. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania agree that his committee shall have leave to report it back 
at any time f 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want it referred to my committee. I 
think the Committee on Public Lands is the proper committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to that reference if the gen- 
tleman will allow it to be reported back at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no objection to that if itbe referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr.GARFIELD. I move, then, that the joint resolution be.referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, with leave to report it back at 
any time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
EXPENDITURES IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. COX. I yield fora moment to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CLYMER] who desires to make a report in order that he may 
leave the House. 

Mr. CLYMER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department, submitted a report in writing ; which, with the views of 
the minority, was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

2 EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. COX. I yield fora moment to the gentleman fromm Illinois [ Mr. 
CAULFIELD] to submit a report. 

Mr. CAULFIELD, by unanimous consent, submitted a report in 
writing from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice; which, with the views of the minority, was ordered to be 
printed and recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. HAMLE. 1 ask that the reports shall be presented at the same 

: time and printed. 
; Mr. RANDALL. They will of course be printed together, but the 
majority report is already made. 
Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Let the understanding be that the report 
is not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. JOYCE submitted the views of the minority. 





















































































The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to repeal the resumption-day clause in the resumption act of 1875 : 

Be it enacted, dc., That the resumption-day clause in section 3 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 14 
1875, which clanse is in the words following. to wit: . 

“ On and after the Ist day of January, 1579, the Secretary of the Treasury shail 
redcem in coin the United States legal-teuder notes then outstanding on their pre- 
sentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States in the city of New York, in sums of not less thap §50"— 
be and the same is hereby repealed. 






















Mr. COX. I would state for the information of the House that the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, consisting of members from 
both sides of the House, have come to an accommodation as to this 
debate, to allow one hour and a half, if the House please, for debate 
on this substitute, and one hour and a half for debate on another 
measure which I propose to follow this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is that other measure? 

Mr. COX. It is a concurrent resolution for the appointment of a 
joint commission to consider the monetary system, which was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr.Grpson.] If agreeable 
to both sides of the House, at the end of an hour and a half I propose 
to call up that concurrent resolution and to have an hour and a half 
of debate on that also. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Before the vote is taken on the other? 

Mr. COX. To have the vote taken on the first bill at the end of an 
hour and a half. If the House please, I propose to call the previous 
question on the first bill at the end of an hour and a half, and to call 
the previous question on the concurrent resolution at the end of an- 
other hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What distribution of time does the 
gentleman from New York propose ? 

Mr. COX. I propose to divide up the time on both sides of the 
House, an hour and a half on the first bill and an hour and a half on 
the concurrent resolution. Ido not myself propose to occupy more 
than five minutes, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. a and 
myself will divide up the time equally between his side of the House 
and this side of the aren 

Mr. RANDALL. Three-fourths of an hour on each side ? 

Mr. COX. Three-fourths of an hour on each side on each propo- 
sition. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] to allow two hours’ debate on the first bill. I must object to 
anything less than two hours, and that I think is little enough. 

Mr. COX. Lhave no objection to allowing two hours on the first 
bill, and an hour on the other. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask that the resolution of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [ Mr. ae may be read. 

Mr. PAGE. Before that is read, I would like to ask if the Speaker 
should not divide the time, not according to the side of the House, 
but among the friends and the opponents of this bill? There may be 
some gentlemen on the opposite side of the House who are opposed to 
this repeal, and I think the time should be equally divided by the 
Speaker between the friends and the enemies of this measure. 

Mr. COX. The arrangement will be satisfactory to gentlemen on 
thai side, for the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kasson] will have charge 
of the time. 

Mr. FORT. I reserve any point of order or objection to the con- 
current resolution until it is read. 

Mr. COX. I will send the concurrent resolution to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A concurrent resolution for the appointment of a joint commission to consider the 
monetary system. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate coneurring,) That a commis- 
sion is hereby authorized and constituted, to consist of three Senators, to be ap- 
pointed by the Senate; three members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 

inted by the Speaker; and experts, not exceeding three in number, to be selected 
»y and associated with them, with authority to determine the time and place of 
mecting, and to take evidence, and whose duty it shall be to inquire— 

First, into the change which has taken place in the relative value of gold and 
silver; the causes thereof; whether permanent or otherwise; the effects thereof 
upon trade, commerce, finance, and productive interests of the country, and upon 
the standard of value in this and foreign countries ; 

Second, into the policy of the restoration of the double standard in this country, 
ont. s pesteuss, what the legal relation between the two coins, silver and gold, 
should be; 

Third, into the policy of continuing legal-tender notes concurrently with the me- 
tallic a and the effects thereof upon the labor, industries. and wealth of the 
country ; and, 

Fourth, into the best means of providing for facilitating the resumption of specie 

yments. 
et said commission is authorized to employ a stenographer, and shall report on 
or before the 15th day of January, 1877, with the evidence taken by them and such 
recommendations for legislation as they may deem proper. 
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SURVEYS OF THE POWELL, CLINCH, AND EMERY’S RIVERS. 


Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent that all the reports of the 
surveys of the Powell, Clinch, and Emery’s Rivers, which were sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of War, and which the House failed to order 
to be printed, shall now be ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And recommitted to any committee? 

Mr TERRY. No, sir; simply printed as a public document. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reports were 


ordered to be printed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 





























EXTRA PAY OF CONGRESSMEN. 


Mr. COX. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Fort] to submit a report from the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. FORT, by unanimous consent, sabmitted a report, which was 
read by the Clerk, as follows: 

The Committee of Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution :— 

* Whereas there are no statutes nor uniform precedents fixing the compensation of 


members of special committees for attending the same sitting outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: Therefore, 


“ Resolved, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed by the 


Speaker to consider and report how or upon what basis said compensation shall be 
estimated and determined’ — 


would respectfully report that in the opinion of this committee the Speaker should 
not be required to appoint the special committee mentioned in said resolution, 
for the reason that no compensation should ever be allowed to any member of Con- 
gress above his annual salary, and this committee knows of no instance where extra 
compensation has been made when members of Congress have served on commit- 
tees outside of the Listrictof Colambia; their actual and necessary expenses have 
always been paid, and this committee deem that such should continue to be the rule. 

Mr. FORT. I ask the adoption of the report of the committee. 

The report of the committee was adopted. 

Mr. FORT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
INTERNATIONAL CENTENNIAL REGATTA. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 162) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to de- 
tail officers for a grand international centennial regatta on the 
Schuylkill River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


Mr. COX. Iam instructed by the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, to whom was referred House bill No. 3074, to repeal in part the 
resumption act of 1275, to report the same back with a substitute, 
(H. R. No. 4064,) which I ask the Clerk to read. 


































































Mr. FORT. I desire to reserve whatever point of order may lie 
against that concurrent resolution requiring its first consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The concurrent resolution is not now 
before the House for action; it has been read simply for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Is it the purpose of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Cox] reporting this bill to allow amendments to be offered 
to it? 

Mr. COX. The committee have instructed me to deny all requests 
for the offering of amendments in the House. 
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Mr. LAWRENCE. And you do not propose to fix any time for re- 


sumption ? : ; 

Mr. COX. The committee propose simply the measure introduced, 
without amendment. It is for the House to decide, in voting upon 
the previous question, whether it will allow amendments or not. 
That is not for the committee or myself to decide. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. And it is not proposed to adopt any means look- 
ing to resumption? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


to amend the bill or not. 

Mr. MORRISON. I wish to offer as an additional section an amend- 
ment to this bill, making preparations for resumption of specie pay- 
went. I desire to kuow trom the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] whether he will allow such an amendment? 

Mr. COX. Lam not authorized by the committee to make any such 
arrangement, aud with all respect for my friend from Illinois, I can- 
not agree to it without the cousent of that committee. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I desire toofferasubstitute. I would 
like to know from my colleague whether he will allow me to offer a 
substitute ? 

Mr. COX. I must give my colleague [Mr. Hewitr] the same an- 
swer that I have given to the gentleman from Illinois. I have no 
objection to having the gentleman’s amendment read for the in- 
formation of the House, but I do not propose to yield for any amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will understand that, in presenting these 
two measures, it is not intended that the one should be an amend- 
ment or substitute for the other. 
simply for the repeal of the resumption-day clause in the act of Jan- 
uary 14, 1875. The other measure is a concurrent resolution. It is 
not in any sense 2 substitute for this bill. It has no relation to the 
substance of the bill. It is no more germane to it than is an inquiry 
germane to a conclusion. 
consummated measure. 

Mr. Speaker, in bringing this measure before the House I am fully 
aware that it is presented at the end of a long and tedious discussion 
in the committee reporting it, as well as in the House, press, and coun- 
try. This discussion has aroused not only partisan feeling during this 
presidential year, but a great deal of ratiocination and sophistry 
among fiscal minds. For many months it seemed impossible to solve 
any of these troublesome problems, at least during this session of 
Congress. 

The concurrent resolution for the appointment of a commission to 
consider questions connected with the currency is in the line of prec- 
edents, in France,in Germany, and in England, as well as in this 
country, that men who are experts should be associated with legisla- 
tors in order to give this coin and resumption question a careful, 
thorough, and exhaustivestudy before further legislation is demanded. 

Upon one thing I think all should agree, that the act fixing January 
1, 1579, as the day for specie resumption is hopeless of execution and 
a standing threat to our prosperity. What possible good to the busi- 
ness interests of the country has it effected? What practical purposes 
has it subserved in arousing dormant or dead energy? Our best 
business men have answered and have said to our committee that re- 
sumption on that day is a chimera. We had before us many prac- 
tical men and bankers. I recall one whom we questioned. He wasa 
Mr. Hall, of Boston. He was the head of the bankers’ convention of 
the United States which met a year or more ago at Saratoga. The 
question was asked him, “Can we resume at the day fixed?” He 
answered, as almost every intelligent, thoughtful man has answered, 
“No, sir; there has not been proper preparation therefor, and it is 
impossible to reach resumption at that time.” Go outside of the pol- 
iticians and ask the question, and you will find the same honest re- 
sponse. Let us deal fairly with our people. The attempt or pretense 
to do a hopeless thing arouses needless apprehension, helps specula- 
tion at the expense of industry, and canuot impress the people with 
either our sense of wisdom or our regard for their interests. 

Mr. Speaker, this financial problem is a hard one to solve. We 
may have to make sacrifices many and great before we reach the real 
solution of specie resumption. Although all parties may seem to look 


toward that grand goal of prosperity when there shall be no irredeem- | 


able paper, yet one thing is as sure as anything of record in the Amer- 
ican archives, that since the act of January 14, 1875, not one single 
rescript, order, effort, or paper can be found connected officially with 
the Government which helps resumption to areal conclusion. All our 
public conduct negatives the idea that we can reach specie resumption 
on the 1st of January, 1879. The last report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which I have before me, gives no uncertain sound. It is a 
confession of impotency in that direction. The President of the 


United States himself—why, did he not himself when he signed this | 


act providing for the resumption of specie resumption look upon the 
act as a make-shift and an illusion? He said: 


I venture upon this unusual method of conveying the notice of approval to the 
“ Honse in which the measure originated,” because of its great importance to the 


country at large, and in order to suggest further legislation which seems to me | 


essential to make this law effective. 

It is a subject of congratulation that a measure has become law whichfixes a 
date when specie resumption shall commence, and implies an obligation on the part 
of Congress—if in its power—to give such legislation as may prove necessary to 
redeem this promise. 


The House in voting upon seconding | 
the demand for the previous question will decide whether it desires 


The bill now pending provides | 


One raises @ Commission; the other is a | 
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Where is the proposed legislation, the “‘ further legislation,” to make 
the law essentially effective? How has Congress redeemed the prom- 
ise and performed the obligation? Was it “in its power?” If so, 
why has not the legislation been suggested here or in the Senate by 
the friends of the Chief Executive? 0, but it may he said that the 
late Secretary of the Treasury has shown us the path to resumption! 
Has he? If so, it will be found in his last report; and if in that 
report, it ought to have been supplemented with essential legislation. 
That report is before me. On its twentieth page the Secretary tells 
us that he must have che accumulation of a large amount of gold to 
avert the possibility of failure! Of course such an amount, he tells 
us, can only be procured with difficulty. This we know, for do we 
not export it in large quantities as well for our bond interest as oth- 
erwise? Does he not remind us that it would embarrass our own 
trade and commerce and that of other countries? Do we not know 
what he means? But let me quote with emphatic italics: 













































































The act in question not only makes express provision for resumption at a fixed 
date, but commits the Government to the use of all such means as may be needful 
to thatend. If experience shall show that the means provided by Congress need to be 
supplemented by further legislation for the easier and more certain accomplishment of 
the end, it must be assumed that Oongress will not suffer the great purpose to be im 
peded for want of such additional legislation. The act confers large awe on the 
Secretary of the Treasury, touching the issue of United States bonds for the pur 
pose of procuring the supply of gold necessary to execute such of its provisions as 
go into immediate operation, and to provide for the redemption in gold of United 
States notes outstanding on and after the Ist of January, 1-79. In this respect the 
power conferred on the Secretary is ample; but if, for any cause, it should be found 
impracticable to accumulate in the Treasury a sufficient awount of gold to carry 
out the provisions of the act, the Secretary is left without the choice of other 
means to accomplish the end. It may, perhaps, be doubted whether the process of 
accumulating a large amount of gold by a given time could go on without meeting 
opposition from the financial powers of the world. 
} amount of gold as would be required to carry out the purpose and direction of the 
| actcannot be suddenly acquired It can be done only = gradual processes, and by 

taking advantage of favorable conditions of the money market from time te time. 

The loss of interest on large sums hoarded in the Treasury for a considerable 
| period inadvance of January, 1879, is a consideration not to be disregarded, although 
it should not be permitted to outweigh the benefits to result from full and com- 
plete execution of the act. 
























































It is safe to say that so large an 









































But the House is already familiar with these recommendations. We 
know their inner significance. They show how impossible it is in the 
nature of the business interestseof this western hemisphere and the 
other to collect the amount of coin sufticient to reach resumption on 
the Ist day of January, 1879. No provision has been made for it and 
no provision can be made for it. The act a part of which we would 
repeal, is an act for resumption with resumption left out. Not one 
step has been taken to make good the often-repeated promise. The 
promise has been broken so often that it is a hinderance, not a help; 
as such it should be repealed. The act a portion of which we now 
propose to repeal was passed, as we all know, hastily. It was passed, 
as it was confessed at the time, as a party necessity, under the whip 
and spur of the previous question. Yet the vote upon it was not alto- 
gether a partisan vote. ‘The record I have here before me. It is on 
page 31s of January 7,1875. It shows that some of the best business 
men on the other side of the House, men like the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] the gentlemen from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Prerce and Mr. Hoar,] and others whom I could name on that 
side, are among the 106 noes against the 125 ayes. Such sagacious 
men disfavored this measure at the time. But it was driven through 
to meet a party emergency; but no such emergency either at Cin- 
cinnati or elsewhere has been able to re-enforce it either by the Sen- 
ate or by the House, and not even by the urgent entreaty of Ex-Sec- 
retary Bristow or President Grant. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] proposed at the beginning of 
this session a joint resolution which is before me, I ask to insert it: 


DECEMBER 15, 1875. 
which was referred to the Committee on 
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Mr HAE submitted the following; 
Banking and Currency: 

“ Whereas the country is suffering under the evils of an irredeemable eurrency, 
which causes uncertainty in business and stimulates speculation, to the prejudice 
of legitimate business and labor; and whereas both political parties in the United 
| States stand committed against repudia ‘on and in favor of a speedy return tospecie 

payments; and whereas Congress established a like policy in the act of March 16, 
1869, which was followed by the act of January 14, 1875, providing for the resump- 
tion of specie payurents on the Ist day of January, 1879: Therefore, 
| “ Resolved, Thatin the judgment of this House prompt legislative measures should 
| be taken to render said act of January 14, 1875, effective by placing in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury whatever power may be necessary to that end.” 

Attest: 




























GEO. M. ADAMS, Olerk. 


I could not report this baek because there was a motion to recon- 
sider; and pending that the committee could not consider the reso- 
Intion. Whether it was intended in earnest or simply for rhetorical 
purposes, perhaps to enable his distinguished colleague [Mr. Blaine] 
to make a speech on the specie question in the early part of the ses- 
sion, I do not know. Nevertheless it was referred to our committee, 
and we waited for the judgment of this House or the gentleman to 
| take “ prompt legislative measures to render the act of January 14, 
1875, effective by placing in the hands of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury whatever power may be necessary to that end.” We waited in 
vain. 

No, sir, nothing has ever been proposed to that end. Nothing ac- 
ceptable has been brought forward or sent to us by the Senate. 

I donot speak out of order when I say that the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, which has been perhaps one of the best-abnsed 
committees of this Congress, have considered every possible condition, 
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every proviso, all sorts of substitutes and amendments, if possible to 
re-enforce this act which would give us specie ostensibly on the Ist of 
January, 1579. But all in vain. 

At the last meeting of our committee we endeavored in part to solve 
finally the difficult problem of the session. For months fruitlessly 
we endeavored to report an affirmative substitute for the repeal of 
the inconsequential act of January 14, 1575, which only seemingly pre- 
pared for resumption. When wetailed in that, and when from no party 
there came any project for the re-enforcement of that act, we had leave 
to report at any time for the action of this House. I have favored 
any report which would bring the House toa vote on the repeal. The 
chairman of this committee is not therefore responsible for any delay 
or failure. He asks leave to say as much to this House, which has 
graciously honored the committee by an unusual privilege, giving as | of specie payments at the earliest practicable moment. I want a 
his reason for this action that the law proposed to be repealed is a | sound, honest, stable currency, not dependent on the whims of par- 
futile menace and a delusive hope, impossible of execution, and no | ties or the caprices of politicians. One of the greatest curses that 
help, but a “hinderance” to specie resumption. could possibly be inflicted on any people is an irredeemable paper 

What then remains? To strike ont of this bill the day fixed; to | currency. The national faith and the national honor are pledged, 
strike out of the bill the hopeless menace to our business, so if pos- | irrevocably pledged, to the redemption in coin of the legal-tender 
sible to give an impulse to prosperity. Let us at least, if we can do | notes of the United States. But, sir, in my humble judgment there 
nothing more, brush away the rubbish, so as to build on sure fonnda- | can be no return of specie payments until there is a return of pros- 
tions for a prosperous future in which coin shall play its indispensable | perity to the country. This consummation so devoutly to be wished 
and capital part in the exchanges and business of our country. must come, if it come at all, as it will come inevitably, from the de- 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I intended only in opening this debate to take | velopment of our material resources, from the revival of our indus- 
five minutes of the time of the House. I yield now to the gentleman | tries, from the restoration of hope and of contidence to our people. 
from Virginia, [Mr. Goopr,] who will follow in favor of the propo- Sir, if there is anything to be learned from the lessons of experience 
sition. After that I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. | and of history, they teach us that the shortest road to resumption 
KASSON, }] who will parcel out the same time to the opponents of the | lies in the correction of governmental abuses, in the reduction of 
measure. governmental expenses, in the practice of honesty, simplicity, and 

Mr. GOODE. It will be impossible, Mr. Speaker, in the space al- | economy in public as well as in private life. I desire to quote here 
lotted to me by my friend from New York to discuss this question. | the expressive language of Mr. Tilden, which I had the pleasure of 
Nor do I deem it necessary to do so. The billis a very plain and sim- | reading a little while ago: 
ple one in its provisions, It provides simply for the repeal of that There is no royal road for a government more than for an individual or a corpor 
portion of the third section of the so-called resumption law which | ation, What you want to do now is to cut down your expenses and live within 
fixes the Ist day of Jannary, 1879, as the day for the commencement | yourincome. I would give all the legerdemain of finance and financiering—I would 
of the resumption of specie payments; that isall. It is conceded now, | #¥¢ the whole of it for the old homely maxim, * Live within your income. 
sir, I believe on nearly all hands that this so-called resumption law And I say, Mr. Speaker, if we will continue this good work, if we 
cannot be carried into effect at the gime indicated. will go forward in the line which has been marked out by this demo- 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annual report, informs | cratic House of Representatives, if we will continue the good work 
the House that additional legislation is necessary before it can be car- | of striet ceonomy and official retrenchment ; in a word, sir. if we will 
ried into operation; and the President, in his last annual message, | practice the old-fashioned virtues of our sires and live within our 
confesses his inability to suggest what that legislation shall be. Not- | means, the day of resumption cannot be far hence. Here is the royal 
withstanding this so-called resumption law originated in a caucus of | road—honesty, simplicity, economy, retrenchment. Here lies the royal 
the republican party and was forced through Congress as a measure | road not only to resumption of specie payments, but to the prosperity, 
under the operation of the previous question —— the welfare, and the happiness of our people. 

Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman allow me? [Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GOODE, Yes, sir. Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. FORT. Asa republican I must here distinetly state that no The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that in accord- 
caucus ever was held on that measure, and that it was not originated | ance. with the arrangement which has been made the gentleman from 
in arepublican caucus. . Iowa [ Mr. Kasson] now holds the floor. 

Mr. GOODE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I have been entirely misinformed Mr. KASSON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
I have always understood, and never heard it disputed until now, | vania, [Mr. TOWNSEND. } 
this measure was agreed upon in a senatorial caucus of the repub- Mr. COX. Lexpect to get the floor at the end of the hour to call 
lican party. the previous question. 

Mr. FORT. It may have been in the Senate, but not so far as the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that that was 
House is concerned. agreed to by the common consent of the House. ; 

Mr. GOODE, I repeat, it was agreed upon in a senatorial caucus Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that the legis- 
of the republican party. So much for that. But now, Mr. Speaker, | lation proposed by the Committee on Banking and Carrtency is sub- 
I say, notwithstanding it had its origin (1 accept the amendment) in | mitted to the House wrong end foremost. The proper action of this 
a senatorial cancus of the republican party, we find in a recent con- | House would be, tirst to appoint the commission which has been pro- 
vention of that party, held in Cincinnati, it has been utterly repudi- | vided for in the resolution that comes from the Committee on Bank- 
ated. Sofar from the committee on resolutions indorsing this prop- | ing and Currency to ascertain the financial difficulties under which 
osition, we find them making no allusion to it whatever, and con- | the country lies, and after that to apply the remedy. But the Com- 
tent themselves with a few vague, indefinite propositions as to the | mittee on Banking and Currency in its wisdom has thought proper 
duty of resumption at the earliest practicable moment. It will be | to provide, first, that there shall be a repeal of the resumption law, 
found by reference to the proceedings of that convention that this | and that, after that, there shail be a commission to inquire whether 
resolution offered as a substitute for the fourth resolution of the com- | or not it ought to be repealed. Thus they have reversed the proper 
mittee was voted down by a large majority: order of things, for it would have been the part of wisdom to have 
endeavored to ascertain the causes of the financial difficulties and 
then to have applied the remedy. au 

But the action of that committee, composed as it is of a majority 
of the democratic party, shows to the world the utter incapacity of 
that party to manage the financial affairs of the country or even to 
suggest the means whereby the difliculties under which we suffer 
might be alleviated or might becured. ‘That party has been in power 
here for eight months past. It has had some twenty or thirty cau- 
cuses—I do not know how many—on this financial question. It has 
had all kinds of propositions offered to it by the democracy, and to- 
day it stands before the world acknowledging the fact that it is un- 
able to propound asingle proposition that will aid toward the resump- 
tion of specie payments. That party complains that nothing bas 
been done to carry out the law of 1875. af it has not been done, upon 
whom does the fault lie? It has to-day its majority here in rhe 
House and its majority in the committee. And yet it comes be/ore 
the world and confesses that it is totally unable to grapple with and 
manage the financial question. And after all its nominee for Presi- 
dent of the United States, in his letter, which is laid upon our desks 
to-day, acknowledges the wisdom of the suggestions of the President 
of the United States and his Secretary of the Treasury, who, in the 
message of the President and in the report of the Secretary of the 


Currency, that since this law went intooperation more than $50,000,000 
had been withdrawn from circulation; that two hundred nations] 
banks had gone into liquidation, and that twice two hundred wers 
preparing to follow suit. What has been the result? Why, Mr. 
Speaker, wherever you look, in whatever direction you turn your eye, 
you find business is stagnant, industry paralyzed, enterprise inac- 
| tive, production suspended, and labor unemployed ; agriculture js 
| suffering everywhere over this country and languishing for the want 
of necessary capital; the workshop and the factory are closed, and 
thousands of mechanics dependent on their daily labor for their daily 
| bread are found begging in the streets, not for bread, but for that 
work on which their bread depends. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to no 
man on this floor or elsewhere in an earnest desire for a resumption 


















Resolved, That it is the duty of the Congress to provide measures for carrying 
out the provisions of what is termed the resumption act of Congress, to the cud 


on neenagtias of specie payments at the time fixed by said act cannot be further 
delayed. 


I say that proposition, sir, offered as a substitute for the fourth 
resolution of the committee, was voted down by a large majority, and 
General Hawley, of Connecticut, chairman of the committee, declared 
in a speech made by him to that convention that he would be un- 
willing to go before the people in the pending campaign as the advo- 
cate of this bill known as the resumption law. 

Now I desire to know, if it has been publicly repudiated by the 
party which brought it into existence, if it has been contemptuously 
ignored in the house of its friends, if in addition to this it has been 
denounced by the democratic party in Saint Louis as an obstruction 
and hinderance to resumption, I want to know why, if there is none 
so poor to do it reverence, it is there should be any hesitation on the 
part of this House as to its repeal? 

Mr. Speaker, as was said by my colleague on the committee, what 
is it as long as it remains on the statute-book but a standing mevace 
to all the business interests of the country? Ever since it has been 
in operation we find the process of contraction has been going on. It 
was in proof before our conhuittee, the Committee on Banking and 
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Treasury, propose a measure which, if it could be enacted into a law, 
would lead surely and in a short period to the resumption of specie 
payments. J 

In that message and report it was suggested that the surplus legal- 
tenders of the United States might readily be funded in United States 
bonds at a low rate of interest and long date, and that these bonds 
would absorb all the excess of the legal-tenders that might be float- 
ing around and unneeded in the business of the country, and that it 
would appreciate the legal-tender so far that in a very short time it 
would be nearly at par and require but a small amount of gold in 
order to effect a redemption. Mr. Tilden in his letter acknowledged 
the wisdom of these suggestions, and after uttering some “ glittering 
generalities” he recommended to his party that after they have pro- 
cured the repeal of the resumption law they should adopt the policy 
which has been shadowed out by the President and the Secretary of 
the Treasury. And this shows that there is no originality in the 
democratic party, either in the assembled wisdom of that party here | 
or in their chosen candidate for the Presidency of the United States. 
They accept republican ideas, and then put them forth as their own. 

Now, with regard to the questionof resumption of specie payments, 
we never know where to find the democratic party. At one time it isin 
favor of resumption and at another time it is opposed toit. In its plat- 
form tn 1872, at the Baltimore convention, under the leadership of its 
great standard-bearer who said “the way to resumption is to re- 
sume,” it declared that it was in favor of an early and speedy return 
to specie payments. In the democratic platforms of 1874 in the State 
of Pennsylvania, and I think in some of the Western States, it was 
also in favor of returning early to specie payments; but in 1275 the 
democratic politicians in the States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, and per- 
haps in Indiana, had changed their minds, had receded from the high 
position that they had taken, and acknowledged their inability to pro- 
pose anything that would aid resumption and declared against it; and 
in the platform which was gotten up by the democratic party at Saint 
Louis it was inconsistent and antagonistic in its utterances. It was 
opposed to the changing standard of value such as is found in the 
legal-tender currency, and yet at the same time it was opposed to 
the act of Congress of 1875 that proposed to bring about a resump- 
tion of specie payments and do away with that changing standard 
which all the country knows is continually unsettling prices and 
making it impossible for any individual to tell what he will have to 
pay ortoreceive at the termination of his contracts. Under the imperi- 
ous demands of that irresponsible body demanding the repeal of the 
resumption clause the democratic party is acting to-day and urging 
the passage of this bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with this uncertain frame of mind of the dem- 
ocratic party, with a hard-money candidate at the head of its ticket 
and a soft-money candidate at the tail of it, what can we expect of 
that party if it is allowed to come into power and to endeavor to 
manage the financial interests of the country? It says to the country 
that it is unable to solve this great problem and it does not know 
what can be done, and yet asks the people to intrust it with power to 
administer the financial affairs of the nation. All the party can do 
or has done is to stand as an obstruction to the resuinption of specie 
poe It isan obstruction party. It has had no financial policy 
nere, and admits its incapacity to originate any. The republican 
party has pointed out the road to the resumption of specie payments 
in afunding of the surplus greenhacks in an easy and natural way, 
and if the democratic party thinks that the means we have provided 
are not sufficient whereby it shall be.carried out, it becomes its duty, 
being here in power, to suggest some means whereby the desideratum 
can be reached. Hitherto it has failed to make any propositions in 
that direction. But now the democracy acknowledge their incapacity, 
they say in their platform which they adopted at Saint Louis, the 
greenback is a changing standard of values in theshands of the peo- 
ple and the non-payment of which is a disregard of the plighted faith 
of the nation and that we have failed for eleven years to do anything 
toward the resumption so devoutly to be wished for; and yet they 
willfully forget that at the end of the war gold was at 150 and that 
to-day under republican management it is at 112, and that the repub- 
lican party has drawn the legal-tenders that much nearer to a redemp- 
tion in specie. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the resumption act of January, 1875, in your 
judgment, contain adequate provisions to make good the promise of 
resumption in 1879? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Yes, it does, if properly car- 
ried out; but could be improved by additional legislation, such as I 
have indicated. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from New York to indicate to 
whom he next yields the floor? 

Mr. COX. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HayMonpD] 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. HAYMOND. Mr. Speaker, I cannot in the few minutes allotted 
to me in this discusion attempt an elaborate argument in favor of the 
repeal of the resumption law. I gave my views to the House on this 

uestion in the early part of the session at considerable length, and 

can but reiterate the opinions then expressed, believing they are 
just as applicable to the question to-day as they were then. I repre- 
sent a constituency heartily opposed to the policy of the present re- 




















sumption act, and I would place myself in direct antagonism to their 
wish if I should not cast my vote for this bill. There seems to be a 
wide difference of opinion between the people of different sections of 
the country on this subject; one section believing it is destructive to 
their interests, while another clings to it as the forlorn hope of re- 
sumption and a step in the direction of permanent prosperity. It 
is a remarkable fact that while these antagonistic views prevail 
and much undue sensitiveness exists, there is not to. be found in 
either section of the country any well-informed financier who regards 
the resumption of specie payments possible under the provisions of 
this act at the time specified. The act is regarded everywhere as 
mere brutem fulmen; yet the opposition to its repeal is as strong and 
determined as if the act were practicable of execution and the em- 
bodiment of all that was essential to the solution of our financial 
difficulties. 

In the West the act is regarded with serious apprehensions as the 
cause, or one of the chief causes, of the present financial distress pre- 
vailing through the country; and whether this opinion is cor- 
rect or not, the repeal of the resumption clause will be hailed 
with joy by millions of people who are now looking to Congress for 
some measure of relief. Those demanding the repeal of the resump- 
tion law are sometimes derisively called inflationists, sometimes re- 
pudiators of our national obligations. This is not only unjust, buta 
base slander. Not one in ten of the industrious, intelligent, and 
honest men of the West who ask this small favor of Congress 
is in any sense of the word an inflationist. On the contrary, I 
believe that a large majority of the people of all the Western 
States would oppose no obstacle to the resumption of specie pay- 
ments if assured that it can be brought about by some rational and 
practicable method that will act equally and justly to all classes and 
all sections and will not spread ruin and consternation over the vital 
interests of the country. I believe such legislation would be accept- 
able to the great mass of the people, would be a Godsend in this 
hour of confusion and trouble; but if we cannot at this session agree 
upon any sensible legislation, let us not hesitate to undo what is now 
an acknowledged impracticability, a failure, and a terror to the pub- 
lic mind. To strike out this resumption-date clause from the act of 
January 14, 1875, if it will do no other good, will at least secure 
tranquillity, inspire hope, and give the people courage to bear their 
burdens patiently through this gloomy period of financial distress. 

The present resumption law stands as an impediment to resump- 
tion, and the sooner it is removed out of the way the better. It has 
remained upon the statute-books for a year and a half,and yet not a 
single step has been taken to execute its provisions or provide for 
the general resumption of specie payments. Indeed it is not be- 
lieved by any one that any attempt will be made, even if the act re- 
mains unrepealed, to execute its impracticable provisions. If this 
conceded opinion is correct, why should the law be so tenaciously ad- 
hered to or so strenuously defended? Iam utterly unable to under- 
stand how gentlemen who profess to be in favor of resumption cling 
to this abortive scheme as if it were the palladium of their hopes, 
and at the same time declare that it is a sham and a delusion. It is 
folly to dispute over this plan of resumption that contains no prac- 
tical provisions for resumption. 

The bill before the House repealing the resumption-date clause, 
though it strikes out but a single sentence, effectually despoils and 
destroys all dangerous provisions of the resumption act. If this is 
stricken out there will be but little left in the act of an objectionable 
nature. The provisions of the first section of the law substituting 
subsidiary silver coin for the fractional paper currency having been 
carried into effect, the removal of the resumption-date clause from 
the third section will leave no powers to be executed in the act ex- 
cept to redeem the legal-tender notes to the amount of 80 per cent. 
of the national-bank currency that may be hereafter issued. This 
amount can in no contingency be greater than the outstanding legal- 
tender notes in excess of $300,000,000, or altogether $69,679,228. The 
rapidity of this redemption will depend entirely upon the issne of 
circulating notes to national banks. If the banking capital of the 
country is rapidly increased, if there is an increased d®mand for nore 
banking currency, then the legal-tender notes will be reduced and 
redeemed pari passu, according to the 80-per-cent. clause. If, on the 
other hand, the demand for more banking currency be small, the re- 
demption of the legal-tender notes will necessarily proceed slowly. 
The probabilities are strong that it will reqnire several years under 
this process to redeem the legal-tender notes in excess of $300,000,000. 
This may be accomplished without the sale of any bonds by using 
surplus: Treasury notes or selling gold to purchase the reqnisite 
arrount of said legal-tender notes to be redeemed as occasion would 
require. The Secretary of the Treasury is only anthorized to sell or 
dispose of bonds for the redemption authorized by this act. He can- 
not sell or dispose of them for any other purpose; and when the re- 
sumption clause as contained in the bill before the House is stricken 
out of the resumption act, there will be no redemption authorized ex- 
cept that specified in the third section, namely, the redemption of 
the legal-tender notes to the amount of 50 per cent. of the sum of 
national-bank notes so issued to banking associations. It is plain, 
then, if there should be no more national-bank notes issued that 
there would be no further redemption of the legal-tender notes. If 
this construction of the law is correct, the striking out of the resump- 
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tion clause will amount practically to the same thing as an uncon- 
ditional repeal of the entire act, except the provisions relating to 
banking and free coinage, 

The repeal of the resumption act will leave the field clear and open 
for the devisement of some rational and practicable method for the 
adjustment of our financial difficulties. It is much easier and better 
to institute a measure de nove than to attempt to patch up and remodel 
an abortive and mischievous plan. The importance of an early set- 
tlement of the financial question upon some safe and satisfactory 
basis is now apparent. The present resumption law is the most ob- 
jectionable as well as the most difficult method of execution that could 
be possibly devised, and should be abandoned at once as worse than 
use less. 

Mr. EAMES, Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose at this late day of 


the session to attempt to discuss the question of finance to any con- | 


siderable extent. Ithas been my duty asa member of the Cominittee 
on Banking and Currency to give some thought during the course of 
the session to this difficult and delicate question, and I have formed 
in my own mind a definite and certain conclusion as to what would 
be the beat policy to be pursued in order to put the Government of 
the United States in a position to redeem its pledge for the redemp- 
tion of the legal-tender notes in coin. 

We are, sir, in the ninth month of the first session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress, and during the entire session the Committee on 
Ranking and Currency have had many propositions submitted for 
their consideration, to all of which the committee gave very careful, 
calm, and considerate deliberation ; but so many different views were 
entertained on the question that it was impossible, until within the 
last twenty-four hours, for a majority of the committee to come to a 
conclusion in relation to it, or make any definite and distinct recom- 
mendation to the House. 

The bill reported to-day by the chairman of the committee as the 
result of the deliberation of the Committee on Banking and Currency 
during the past nine months to my mind is a bill that is ill-advised, 
unwise, and one which ought not to receive the approval of this House. 
The policy of the republican party in the past years has been to take 
steps in the direction of the resumption of specie payments. It was 
so in the act of 1869 when the pledge was given to redeem in coin the 
legal-tender notes as soon as it was practicable. The policy was in 
th same direction under the acts of June 20, 1874, and the act of Jan- 
uary 14, 1875, which provided for the retirement of the fractional cur- 
rency by the issue of subsidiary silver coin, and fixed the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1879, as the day upon which the Government would pay its out- 
standing legal-tender notes in coin, and the policy of the republican 
party has since been steadily in the direction of resuming specie pay- 
ments. 

It has been said in this debate that nothing has been done or can 
be done to carry out the expressed purpose of resumption under the 
provisions of the act of 1875. I beg leave to differ entirely from any 
statement of that kind, whether made by a member of the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency or any other member of this House. I 
believe if the act of January, 1975, remains as it now is, there is more 
than one mode by means of which every legal-tender note outstand- 
ing on the Ist day of January, 1879, may be appreciated to par in 
coin and made equal to coin in its purchasing power. 

One mode has been suggested upon this floor to-day by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND,] and I think a careful 
consideration of his proposition will lead any reflecting and intelli- 
gent mind to the conclusion to which he has come, that the policy 
should be as directed in the act of January 14, 1875, to purchase all 
the outstanding legal-tender notes not needed for the purposes of 
business or trade. If that course should be taken by the purchase 
of these notes with bonds running for a long period of years and at 
a low rate of interest, the result would be that before we reach the 
time fixed for resumption every outstanding legal-tender note would 
be appreciated to par in coin. 

We know that there is now outstanding about $370,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes and something like $350,000,000 of national-bank notes ; 
the two together making the currency, which is used as a medium of 
exchange, something like $700,000,000. Now if whatever of this 
currency is not needed for the legitimate purposes of trade shall on 
or before the Ist day of January, 1879, be funded in bonds at a low 
rate of interest, the outstanding legal notes required for any legiti- 
mate purpose of business, as a medium of exchange in connection 
with the national-bank notes, on the Ist day of January, 1279, would 
be appreciated to par in coin and would continue equal in purchasing 
power to coin so long as required for the purposes of trade. I ven- 
ture to say that $70,000,000 of the outstanding legal-tenders would 
not be presented to the Treasury of the United States for redemption 
between this and that time, for every dollar would be kept in circu- 
lation if needed for purposes of business and trade. 

I will state one other proposition, which has been presented and 
upon which action has been pressed, one to which I have given my 
own attention more particulafly than to either of the others, and the 
one which in the present sensitive condition of the finances of the 
country, it seems to me, without creating any disturbance in our busi- 
ness relations, without contracting or inflating the present volume of 
the currency, will bring not only the legal-tender notes but at the 


ments. It does not propose to take any step backward. We al] 
must agree that if we are ever to resume specie payments some time 
must be fixed for that purpose. 

The time has already been named by the act of January 14, 1875, 
That act was a notice of four years to the trade and commerce of the 
country of the intention of the Government to resume specie pay- 
ment. It has been acted upon from that time to this, and every con- 
tract that has been made since that time has been made in view 
of the provisions of that act. If the time named for resumption should 
now be repealed, its repeal will not only be injurious to our credit at 
home but would impair our credit abroad, and prevent us from being 
able hereafter to fund our debt at a low rate of interest. 

The proposition which I make in my judgment is feasible, and [ 
do not hesitate to hold myself solely responsible for it, so far as the 
Committee on Banking and Currency is concerned, for I believe [ 
stand alone in that committee in favor of the proposition. It is that 
from this time to the Ist day of January, 1°79, the Government shal] 
reserve of the gold received from imports 6 per cent. annually of the 
amount of its outstanding legal-tenders for the purpose of being able 
to resume specie payments on the Ist day of January, 1879. With 
this reservation of coin I think at that time the Treasury of the United 
States would be in a condition to redeem every dollar of legal-tender 
notes that would be presented for payment or redemption. That is 
a proposition which I think is entirely feasible and one that can be 
sarried out without disturbing the financial relations of the country 
and without appreciating the value of gold; and it may be done, as I 
said before, without changing the medium of exchange which now 
exists and which consists of legal-tender notes and national-bank 
notes, 

Six per cent. upon the outstanding legal-tender notes annually re- 
served in gold would give each year the amount of $22,200,000; and 


| at the time named, the lst day of January, 1879, there would bea 


same time the national-bank notes to par in coin. It is a proposition | 
for and a preliminary step in the direction of resuming specie pay- | the purposes of business. 


reserve in coin in the Treasury of the United States of about $55,500,- 
000. That amount, with the surplus which has constantly been held 
there over and above the gold obligations of the Government, the 
interest on the public debt and the sinking fund, would swell the 
entire amount to something like $70,000,000. 

Now I venture to say, from the experience of past years in banking 
in this country and in other countries, if there was $70,000,000 in 
gold in the Treasury of the United States, with $370,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes outstanding, $300,000,000 of which, with the national- 
bank notes, are required for the legitimate purposes of business, that 
the $70,000,000 in gold would be sufficient to pay every legal-tender 
note that would be presented for redemption. It is to be remembered, 
in considering the question of the amount of specie required, that 
the legal-tenders and national-bank notes are scattered all over 
the country, that they are a more convenient medium of exchange 
in the transaction of business than coin, either silver or gold, and as 
Isaid before only that which is not required for the purposes of busi- 
ness and trade would be presented for a ; and I believe if 
this amount of money were reserved, then at the time now named for 
resumption every legal-tender would be appreciated in purchasing 
value to par in coin. 

There is another fact which I desire to state in this connection; for 
it is said very plainly and boldly on this floor that‘hno feasible prop- 
osition has been made for carrying resumption into effect at the date 
fixed ; it has been asserted that everybody agrees in the absolute ne- 
cessity of the repeal now proposed, because it is impossible by any 
plan that may be suggested to put the Government in such a position 
as to be able to pay in the money of the Constitution such of its notes 
ag may be presented. Now, sir, when the State banks were in exist- 
ence, as all of us know who were acquainted with their operations, 
the amount of their circulation and deposits as compared with the 
coin in their vaults was very small indeed. We all know another fact, 
that notwithstanding the small quantity of their coin as compared 
with the amount of their circulation and deposits, yet during nearly 
the whole of the period from 1851 to 1863, although they occasionally 
suspended specie payments, their notes were equal to coin in purchas- 
ing value. It appears from the reports that have been made from the 
Finance Department of this Government that in the year 1863 there 
were about fourteen hundred or fifteen hundred of these State banks ; 
that their aggregate resources were something like $1,100,000,000 and 
their liabilities about the same amount; that the circulation and 
deposits of the State banks in 1863 were about $600,000,000, and the 
amount of coin in the vaults of all of them at that time about $100,- 
000,000. In other words, their coin was but as one dollar to six, or 
one dollar to seven, when compared with their circulation, deposits, 
and all other liabilities except capital stock. 

If one dollar in coin to six in State-bank notes is sufficient to keep 
the circulation of State banks at par in coin it is reasonable to sup- 
pu that the same amount of coin in proportion to the outstanding 
egal-tenders would also keep them at par with coin. 

And certainly there cau be no difficulty in reserving in coin from 
the duties on imports the amount required by this proposition, for 
the amount paid of the public debt during the last fiscal year was 
nearly $30,000,000. : 

Another proposition which bas been made and urged, and which 
will accomplish the same end, is the purchase at stated times in Jim- 
ited amounts of such part of the legal-tenders as are not required for 
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No, Mr. Speaker, the difficulty in resuming specie payments on the 
Ist of January, 1879, is not because there are no feasible plans for that 
purpose. The real difficulty is the want of a disposition to take 
some preparatory step which is required so as to be ready for resump- 
tion at the time named in the act of January 14, 1875. If there was 
a will in this direction it would be easy to find a plan by which to 
accomplish the purpose. 

But if, for political effect in the coming contest for political power, 
no such plan shall be adopted at this session of Congress, I hope no 
bill will be approved which repeals the time now named for resump- 
tion. Irepeat that such astep would be astep in the wrong direction. 
It would render uncertain all business transactions, and make the time 
indefinite, when, if ever, the Government would redeem the legal-ten- 
ders in lawful money. 

Mr. COX. I now yield five minutes to my colleague, [Mr. Hewitt, 
of New York. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, Iam under very great | 
obligations to my colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, for his courtesy in yielding me this time, because | 
I find myself, as he knows, unable to agree with the report of the 
committee. Iam one of those who believe that the resumption act 
of January 14, 1875, was one of the weakest, crudest, and most unsci- 
entific pieces of legislation intended to effect a financial reform that 
ever passed this House, and I think I may say that the act has re- 
ceived the condemnation of every political economist in this country 
and abroad who has undertaken to consider whether it could be car- 
ried into practical effect or not. But if there were any doubt upon 
that subject the confession of the President of the United States 
and the report of the Secretary of the Treasury at the beginning of 
this session make the matter entirely plain to us and to the country. 

When the act was passed there was in the Treasury a considerable 
accumulation of gold. There was nearly or quite $70,000,000 avail- 
able forresumption ; and if that act had been intended to be aneffective 
piece of legislation the Administration would never have allowed that 
stock of coin to melt away so that it would be impossible at any sub- 
sequent day to resume without replacing it. 

The party represented on the other side of this House have from 
the very outset—in 1569, in 1874, and in 1875—made pledges and dec- 
larations not one of which have they ever attempted to fulfill; and 
I charge upon them and upon the administration (with the single ex- 
ception of the late Secretary of the Treasury) that no substantial and 
honest effort has been made to resume specie payments. But they did 
one thing: they made the declaration to the world that we would re- 
sume specie payments on the Ist of January, 1879, and they com- 
mitted the honor of this country to that declaration. That honor 
they have had in keeping; and they have not kept it well. It is re- 
served in my judgment forthe democratic party to fulfill that pledge ; 
and they will fulfill it, if time and opportunity be given to them, and 
if it be possible to comply with this ill-advised declaration which they 
have made to the world, a declaration which should never have been 
made until by suitable measures of preparation it was evident the 
promise could be kept. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
York has expired. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am very sorry, for I had not ar- 
rived at the point I desired to make. 

Mr. COX. I hope there will be no objection to my colleague having 
five minutes of my time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I really do not want to trespass on 
the time of my colleague because he has already been very generous 
in giving to me the time I have occupied. 

Mr. COX. I give my colleague five minutes out of my time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will oceupy but one moment. I 
say that the party in power made a pledge, and that pledge we ought 
to try toredeem. If I am asked whether I think it practicable to 
redeem it on the lst of January, 1879, in the present condition of the 
country, I answer frankly, “no.” But I want to deal with this mat- 
ter with wisdom and statesmanship ; and there is but one way to do 
this. This question should be dealt with as it was treated in Eng- 
land during the long suspension there when they fixed three or four 
dates successively, trying each time to accomplish the object, and 
then confessing their inability, putting themselves upon the indul- 
gence of the world for their good motives and their honest intentions. 
We have no right to repeal the pledge thus given to the world until 
it becomes apparent by the careful investigation of a competent au- 
thority that it is not in our power to fulfill this solemn engagement. 
And then we should as solemnly renew the promise and make proper 
preparations for its fulfillment. 

I say, then, there is but one way to deal with this question. It is 
to appoint a commission to take the whole subject into consideration— 
a commission upon which we can have men embodying the soundest 
financial wisdom of the country. Let them study this question in 
the light of the largest experience; let them make a report based 
upon the fullest consideration of every interest involved init and the 
possibilities of the future; and upon such a report this House can 
take intelligent action, 

And it is for that purpose, Mr. Speaker, that I have trespassed upon 
the indulgence of my colleague, in order that I might offer a substi- 
tute for this bill, to which 





The time of the gentleman from New 


© does not agree, and in order that I | 
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might arrive at what I believe to be a substantial and practicable so- 
lution of this question. With the indulgence of the House, I ask 
that my substitute may now be read. 

Mr. COX. Ihave no objection to having it read, nor would I ob- 
ject to the proposition itself, but I am not authorized by the commit- 
tee to accept it as an amendment. I am not unwilling that it shall 
be adopted after this bill shall pass, but I think we will get substan- 
tially the effect of that measure in the bill that follows. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. LI ask my proposition be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to provide for a commission to consider the resumption of specie payments. 

Be it enacted, &c., That a commission is hereby authorized and constituted, to 
consist of three Senators, to be appointed by the Senate, three members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, and three experts, to 
be selected by and associated with them, with authority to determine the time and 
place of meeting, and to take evidence; whose duty it shall be to consider what 
measures are necessary and practicable in order to bring about the resumption of 
specie payments at the earliest possible time consistent with a due regard to the 
interests of the conntry, and to report a bill embodying the results of their inves- 
tigations on or before the 15th day of December, A. D. 1876. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
been read for information. 

Mr. COX. I yield now for five minutes tothe gentleman from Mich- 
igan, [Mr. HUBBELL. } 

Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps one of the greatest 
drawbacks to the final settlement of the financial problem that it 
must of necessity be in some measure a political question, and that 
being so financial quacks can continually find full scope for their en- 
ergies, which have their effect on the body of the people who in turn 
each have a remedy for both real and fancied financial ills. 

I am quite certain it is the wish of all classes that the value of our 
legal-tender, whose issue was made necessary by the great struggle 
for the preservation of the Union, should never be less than it is to- 
day, but, on the contrary, that it should gradually be appreciated to 
par with coin. But how to do this without unnecessary shock to the 
business interests of the country has been and is now the great prob- 
lem. On the one hand it has been thought that the proper way was 
to fix a day certain when this should take place, while on the other 
it has been contended that it can only be safely and permanently 
brought about when the conditions, many of which are unknown 
quantities, are reached. 

For one, sir, I have always contended that it was idle to arbitrarily fix 
a day in advance when we should commence to resume. AndI regard 
that part of the act of 1875 which fixes the time for resumption as a 
menace to the business of the country, and as rendering to some extent 
nugatory the free-banking clauses of that act. And I regard its re- 
tention on the statute-book as mere sentiment and of no practical 
benefit whatever. The fact that the repeal is now brought forward 
as a party measure after “ Samuel has been heard from, and everything 
forgiven,” does not influence my vote. I shall most cheerfully vote 
for this measure, because I believe it to be a wise one, correcting a 
grave mistake, and in some measure relieving the labor and indus- 
tries of the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was right glad this morning to hear the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. GoopE] inform this House that his party 
had discovered the royal road to prosperity and to resumption. His 
road is honesty, retrenchment, economy, reform. I say again that I 
am glad his party have discovered it. I want to tell him and his 
party that the republican party have been traveling that road for the 
past sixteen years, traveling slowly, but surely; and the fact that the 
democratic party has so lately discovered it may account for the zeal 
which has been manifested in that direction this winter. It is a fact 
that new converts are always zealous, and zealous people are ever apt 
to make mistakes; but I congr:tulate the democracy upon the fact 
that they have finally discovered the road. This is a sudden conver- 
sion, and the dangér of backsliding is so great that I advise my dem- 
ocratic friends to gather together each morning and each evening and 
adopt as their centennial song the penitential hymn of Dr. Watts, of 
which I give for their benefit the following stanza : 

This is the way I long have sought, 
And mourned because I found it not ; 
My grief and burden long has been, 
Because I was not free from sin. 


The Chair understands that paper has 


[Langhter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
York has expired. 

Mr. KASSON. I yield for five minutes tothe gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. CHITTENDEN. } 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, why repeal the resumption act 
of January 14,1875? Can Congress doit? Can this House do it with- 
out disgrace? Is it not repudiation, pure and simple, without excuse 
or palliation? Is it in anywise determined that the resumption of 
specie payments is not practicable on the Ist day of January, 1879? 

I have prepared carefully in answer to these inquiries a few remarks 
which I hoped to have had an opportunity to deliver here. They will 
require twelve minutes. I have not occupied one minute upon this 
floor in six weeks, and I now can get only four or five minutes. I 
therefore must ask consent to print the remarks I have prepared ; 
and then I ask gentlemen of both parties to read them. 

My colleague and friend, [Mr. Hewitt, }] who just addressed you, in 
an open letter published about three weeks ago in New York, gave 


The time of the gentleman from New 
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me a text. He said, Mr. Speaker, the legal-tender was an overdue 





debt; that it was a disgrace to the people; that, if the law authoriz- | 


ing its funding had not been repealed, it would have been all funded 
long ago. 

The gentleman said, moreover, that a law enacted “to-day”—I use 
his precise words—a law enacted to-day permitting the funding of 
that debt in a 44 per cent. currency bond would result in the total 
cancellation of it within twelve months. Now I say, sir, that my 
friend and colleague from New York knows and his candidate for 
the Presidency knows that a law passed here to-day to fund that 
debt, which is the demand the world makes upon us, in a 4 per cent. 


gold bond would result in sending an amount of gold to this country | 


whereby in less than twelve months we should be as near specie pay- 


ments as France is to-day. And there is not an intelligent man who | 
does not know that France is near enough to specie payments for all | 


practical purposes, Iam amazed that my merchant friend should 
come here and talk politics on this subject, when he knows that there 
is piled up in London the largest stock of gold that has ever been 
accumulated there, owned by people that want to invest in the best 
bonds in the world. The gentleman knows that when Congress has 
passed a bill to fund the legal-tender debt, the United States 4 per 
cent. gold bond will be the best bond in the world, the bond that will 
attract that gold as surely as water descends to the sea. I tell the 
gentleman from Virginia, I tell the gentleman from Indiana, I tell 
the gentleman from Michigan, and I put it in the RecorD, that the 
practical resumption of specie payments prior to 1879 is perfectly 
feasible, and for the rest ] ask gentlemen to read the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CHITTENDEN ]} asks unanimous consent to print some additional re- 
marks iu this connection in the REcorD. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN, Mr. Speaker, the bold and startling proposi- 


tion to make silver coin legal tender without reserve or limitation | 
has taken the country by surprise and excited much feeling in all | 


financial circles, and it would, in my judgment, be extremely diflicult 
to exaggerate the importance of the proposed legislation. It mani- 
festly involves vast personal and corporate interests and the national 
honor. It is in a very broad sense a new question. It is well known 
that the recent rapid depreciation in the value of silver has become 
a subject of profound study and solicitude at London, Paris, Berlin, 
and throughout India; and a very late report to the British Parlia- 
ment on the subject is noteworthy for this, that nobody in Europe 
has discovered the causes which have produced the unlooked-for de- 
preciation. Men of science and men of affairs are alike agreed that 
the question is complicated and obscure. Enough is known, however, 
to show that this is not the time to legislate upon the subject. No 
man who is wise will venture to say now what the final action of Con- 
gress should be. One need but pretend to understand thé complex 
problem to expose his ignorance of it. More than any other question 
before Congress at this session this imperatively demands time, care- 
ful consideration, and thorough examination. 

Foreign experts think they know, but are by no means sure of it, 
that the greatly increased product of silver in our own country has 
unsettled its commercial value throughout the civilized world. The 
gentleman from Colorado says the law of 1873 did it. It is quite too 
soon to say that. Moreover it is an error to denounce that act as a 
trick. It was before Congress at least two years, and the bill in sub- 
stance as finally passed was printed for the study and use of both 
Houses of Congress thirteen times. 

Neither the experts commissioned by the British Parliament nor 
the gentleman from Colorado have solved the problem. We may 
safely say that if our great bonanzas do not “ peter out,” but hold 
out, it is clear that we possess a power in this metal the development 
and utilization of which may well claim our most faithful attention. 
For the rest, it is apparent, the moment we think seriously, that the 
question is vital and far-reaching, one not to be treated hastily or in 
any way trifled with, without frightful consequences. 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, if we would by one act create a 
financial sensation aaa in its dire and far-reaching results in 
the history of the world, we have but to pass the so-called silver bill. 

If we would cripple and in the end destroy a majority at least of 
all the national and savings banks in the country, we have but to 
pass this bill. 

lf we would remorselessly inflict upon oursuffering people a calamity 
which no man can measure, and the end and consequences of whic 
no human foresight can predict, let Congress make this bill a law. 

If we seek to make the credit of the United States a by-word and 
reproach wherever our flag floats to the ends of the earth, we have 
only to pass this bill. 

It we would make the Forty-fourth Congress famous in history 
and send its records down the ages fragrant with the venal odors of | 
our time, by all means pass this bill before adjournment. But be | 
sure, come what may as the, result of faithful investigation of the 
subject, it were a crime against the people we represent to press a 
measure of such prodigious import keongh the forms of legislation 
blindly and ignorantly. 

No, Mr. Speaker, we cannot restore prosperity to our country nor 
make the people content and happy by destroying or aiming a foul 
blow at the national credit. What will you do, for example, with 
the owners of more than three hundred millions of deposits in the 
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savings-banks of New York, when you have justified and ereated a 
panic among all the holders of Government bonds at home and abroad ? 
Ah! Mr. Speaker, what do we see here? It is a spectacle which 
wight, if anything could, shake our faith in the stability of our in- 
| stitutions. At the very point of time when by honest and intelli- 

ent legislation, giving full force to natural laws, our way is clear 

or thorough reform of the currency ; for the restoration of confidence 
to capital, the re-organization of new and prosperous industries, and 
the founding of the nation’s credit on a much higher plane than it 
has yet reached, here comes a proposition, nay several of them, 
which would in a day sink our credit to a level with the Turks’, and 
cover the nation with everlasting disgrace ; and yet a majority of this 
House, which is supposed to represent and should represent the voice 
of the American people, has been only restrained from enacting such 
laws from week to week by persistent filibustering on the part of 
the minority. " 

And this leads me to inquire, Why repeal the resumption act of 
January 14,1875? Can Congress do that; can this House do it with- 
out disgrace? Is it not repudiation, pure and simple, without excuse 
or palliation? A few days ago my friend and colleague, the distin- 
guished chairman of the national democratic committee, in an open 
letter to the public, bravely and truthfully said—I quote his precise 
language : 

The legal-tender notes are an overdue debt; it is a disgrace to the people of this 
country that the payment of this debt should not have been made long since. If 
| the original privilege of funding these notes in 6 per cent. bonds had not been re- 


pealed, the debt would have been paid within twelve months after the close of the 
war. 


Ané again: 





To-day, if they were made fundable in a 44 per cent. currency bond, they would 
all be paid and might all be canceled within twelve months. 


Here is the truth; truth which touches the honor and well-being 
of every American citizen; truth at the foundation of all our hopes 
of returned national prosperity. I ask my friend in the name of rea- 
son and common sense why he does not in the interest of a disgraced 
people bring forward a bill “to-day” in harmony with his conviction 
to fund the legal-tender debt? Does not my colleague know and can- 
not any student of finance see that events have ripened with great 
| rapidity since this Congress assembled last December, and that the 
time has fully come when the privilege to fund in 4 per cent. gold- 
interest-bearing bonds would stop all further shipments of gold and 
turn the yellow currents hither for investment in such bonds, making 
substantial resumption of specie payments sure long before 1879? 
Does not my merchant friend know that on the very instant the Con- 
gress of the United States wipes out the “disgrace” which he con- 
cedes, that from that moment our national credit will be foremost of 
all the nations of the earth, and that idle capital everywhere in Eu- 
rope will seek our 4 per cent. long bonds as the best security in the 
world? Does not my friend know from his experience as a master 
merchant and economist that the funding of the legal-tender debt 
under existing laws will nowise necessarily or in fact limit the ciren- 
lation of paper money except as it may and should be limited by the 
| demands of trade, and that such funding of the legal tender is the 

natural and sure primary step pointing to the conversion of all our 5 
‘and 6 per cent. bonds into 4 per cent. consols at an early day? Does 
| not my friend see just here the promised and traditional reward of 
| honest dealings, inasmuch as the saving upon the outstanding 6 per 
| cent. bonds alone will be far more than sufficient to pay the total 

interest on all the legal tender? 

Why not restore the privilege of funding “to-day?” The gentle- 
man seems willing to censure the party in power for failing to do it. 
It was never so feasible as now; never. It seems to me a fair infer- 
ence, from his words which ‘have quoted, that he is himself in favor 
of funding. Will he say that he is so in his place in this Honse? Is 
funding the true meaning of the Saint Louis platform as he reads it? 
Does the distinguished chairman of the national democratic commit- 
tee feel warranted in pledging his party to such legislation? Will 
he himself frankly and squarely declare his support of such legisla- 
tion? Why, then, does he justify in his letter to the public the repeal 
of the resumption act or any part of it? 

And now I propose, with all courtesy and yet with all the force of 
truth, to show the gentleman’s inconsistency in striking at that act. 
He justifies its partial repeal in his letter because it would restore 
“the legal-tender notes to their rightful position of a debt due upon 
demand and not on the Ist of January, 1579.” He does this without 
offering any substitute and right in the face of facts showing that it 
will be easy substantially to resume long before 1879, and still claims 
that repeal is not repudiation! Letustestthatclaim. My colleague 
in his commercial affairs has often received with great satisfaction 
and renewed confidence from an unfortunate or improvident debtor 
a new promise to pay an old pastdue debt in full at a fixed date. 
Did he ever in a single instance receive with patience or without 
great indignation and reprobation from such a debtor long before such 
new promise had matured formal notice of its withdrawal? Is not 
that precisely the shameful position in which he and his party pro- 
— to place the Government of the United States in respect to the 
egal-tender debt, the existence of which _ himself tees 
“a disgrace to the ple,” by repealing the promise to pay it in 187% 
It cannot be rend 

How, then, can we reasonably hope for thorough reform in any 
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department of the public service in the face of such blindness of pub- 
lic judgment and hardness of the a conscience as tolerates such 
bold ———— of repudiation? As between man and man 
know and recognize the absolute need of exact uprightness as the 
condition of personal honor. As legislators it is proposed that we 
shall ignore uprightness and dally with it for selfish and partisan 
ends. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


on the bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of the Osage ceded 
lands in Kansas to actual settlers. 

The message also informed the Honse that the Senate had passed 
the bill GH. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real estate in the 
District of Columbia, with an amendment; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


The House resumed consideration of the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency repealing the resumption-day clause 
in the resumption act of 1875. 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 


Mr. COX. 
HOLMAN. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from New York asks the question : 
Why repeal the resumption act? My answer would be that the car- 
rying of that act into effect is absolutely impossible, because while 
vastly promoting the advantages and interests of the centralized 
wealth of this country and its vested capital it is oppressing labor and 
bringing the wolf to the door of every laborer’s household in this 


country ; because it has prostrated every productive enterprise, and | 


is a menace against every industry which employs the labor of the 
people of the United States, it is simply impossible. 
specie payments is impossible unless you can reduce the volume of 
your paper money to a sum substantially equal to the amount of your 


coin. That proposition cannot be called in question in the light of | 


the learning which the generations before us have furnished upon this 
question of finance. 

The passage of the act of 1869, which partially demonetized a large 
portion of the money in which payment of a portion of the public 
debt might have been made, and the passage of the act of 1873, by 
still further diminishing the money available for meeting the public 
debt of the country and the engagements of its people—these acts 
have enormously enlarged your public debt and have induced the 
holding of the bonds of this Government by foreign nations, render 
early resumption absolutely impossible. Iam not surprised that a 
portion of this Union should demand the prompt and inexorable en- 
forcement of this law, no matter what may be the perils to this coun- 
try. 
impossible without the general prostration of the industries of the 
country that specie payments shall be resumed. With our taxation, 
Federal and local, reaching seven hundred and thirty millions a year, 
it is practically impossible to reduce the volume of the currency and 
to maintain the honor of the nation and the obligations of the State 
and local governments. ° 

The highway, as has been very justly stated, to specie resumption 
is to reduce the burdens which rest upon the people of this country ; 
especially the burden of Federal taxation. And this Congress will 
have done more toward resumption in reducing the burden of taxa- 
tion to the extent of $30,000,000, if it shall reach no further during 
the present session of Congress, than all the laws you can enact. 
Economy in the Goverument, local as well as Federal, is the first and 
most important step toward the resumption of specie payments. 

But that fatal policy, the holding out of motives by our financial 
policy for holding our debt abroad, has rendered this resumption 
impossible. France is no parallel. Her debt is due to her own 
citizens. The money that passes from her treasury to pay the inter- 
est on her bonds is not withdrawn from the country since she paid 
the enormous fine to the German people. Its payment is no reduc- 
tion of the agencies by which the industries of the people are pro- 
moted The same is true of all other nations. Ours alone is indebted 
tothe great powers of Europe—England, Switzerland, France, Ger- 
many. We are the debtor nation, the West is greatly indebted to 
the East, and this measure of resumption would add not less than 
$150,000,000, to the indebtedness of the debtor class of this country. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, at the time the act of 1875 became a 
law I was absent from the House on an investigation, ordered by the 
House, in Mississippi. Had I been here at the time I would have de- 
nounced that law, not only as a party necessity, so advocated by 
the republican party, but as a sham, a delusion, and a fraud. I can 
only characterize it as one with all the other contemporary acts of that 
party which has misruled the nation during the past eight years. 

In view of the waste, extravagance, and corruption of the present 
Administration in all its departments, that act can only be regarded 
as deceptive of the true interests of the people; in fact, it was really 
intended to be a political make-shift instead of a statute passed in the 
true interests of the country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I believe in the propriety of viewing the acts of 


we} 


Resumption of | 


But on the present basis of taxation, Federal and local, it is | 
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our political opponents, not as may have been intended by them, but 
in that light which may be productive of the most advantage. We 
have a notable example in the action of yesterday. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Blaine] lately a member of this House has offered 
| a joint resolution with an object to influence party animosities and 
introduce agitation on questions pertaining to religion as affected by 
politics, and the Judiciary Committee adopted his resolve with an 
amendment and introduced it as a demucratic panacea for appre- 
hended evils—they extracted good from evil—no matter what opinion 
we may have in regard to the policy or principle of that action on 
the example quoted. 
In regard to this resumption law let us do likewise. Let us in the 
time that will be allowed to the democratic administration that is 
incoming in March next, as all our acts on this question are predi- 
| eated on that belief and that desire—let us in the two years that will 
| be given to us between March, 1577, and January, 1879, show to the 
people of this country that we can renew to them and make good the 
plighted but broken faith of the republican party. They gave us a 
sham and a delusion. They gave us a promise without one single act 

| or word of preparation in order to carry out that promise and make 
it good. They,instead of offering the people of the country what they 
desired, a well-defined system of finance which would bring about 

| resumption of specie payments, gave them but a miserable promise 
of renewal at a certain date. 

We ought to compel them as far as we can to keep faith with the 
people. We have inaugurated economy and retrenchment; let us 
also inaugurate that great principle which is allied to and which is 
but another name for the leader whom we have placed at the head of 

| our presidential ticket. Let us, in the language of Governor Tilden 
| and in the language of the Saint Louis platform, substitute some 
well-defined plan for a return to specie payments instead of a barren 
figment of a date. Sir, my power shall be used as far as it goes in 
| sustaining such a report from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
reocy. But what do they give us now? 

Mr. FORT Will the gentleman give us the democratic plan for a 
return to specie payments? 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I will answer the gentleman’s question. The plat- 
form of the democratic party and the letter of acceptance of the 
democratic candidate for the Presidency set forth this fact, that there 
|can be no resumption without date or with date unless the demo- 

cratic administration which is to come into power reverses the action 
| of the past administration, unless it inaugurates reform and retrench- 
ment and economy; unless, instead of corruptly spending the peo- 
ple’s money and dissipating the revennes of the Government, you 
make purity, integrity, and economy the principles of official action. 
That you have failed to do, and we promise to do it. Ladhere to and 
sustain at thesame time the principlesof my party. I take from my 
enemies that which is good. I adhere to the resumption act of 1875, 
and if I should have a voice in the next Congress, as it is almost now 
too late to do anything upon this question this session, I would ad- 
vocate those measures which would bring the country to that condi- 
| tion of prosperity which would enable the Government without in- 
| jury to the business interests of the country to stand by the law of 
| 1875, and to pay coin for every dollar of legal-tender now in circula- 

tion. 

{ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KASSON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois, (Mr. CANNON.) ° 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish I had an hour, but I 

| thank the gentleman for even a little time. At last this bill is re- 
| ported. Eight months have elapsed, and the committee in the last 
| days of the session report. I am for the bill, but it does not go far 
| enough. 

Mr. Speaker, under the organization of the House and its rules the 

| Committee on Mines and Mining have reported a bill to provide for 
the coinage of the silver dollar and make it a legal tender for all debts 
public and private. Now, then, under the rules that committee has 
an hour each day and no more; just two dilatory motions, one to ad- 
journ and the other to adjourn to a day certain, take the hour, and 
the bill makes no progress. This has been followed day by day. The 
| gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewirt,] an influential member of 
| this House, chairman of the national democratic central committee, 
| and Tilden’s right-bower, leads off in this filibustering, with the help 
| of the gentleman from Maryland and the gentleman from lowa. Now 
| the present bill under the rules is not in the morning hour and may be 
considered and amended from day to day bya majority and passed with 
or withont amendment, and no point of order lies against the bill nor 
| is its consideration limited by time; and I want to say to the geutle- 
man from Miagsouri, [Mr. BLAND,] who has charge of the silver bil', 
| and to the House, that without a change of the rules this is the only 
parliamentary key by which the silver bill can be passed this session. 
The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] having charge of the bill, 
refused to receive any amendment and moves the previous question. 
Now, if the previous question is voted down, the bill is open to amend- 
ment, and I will offer what is known as the Kelley silver bill as an 
additional section to the bill. It is as follows: 


There shall be from time to time struck and coined, at the several mints of the 

United States, silver dollars of the weight of 4124 grains, as provided for in the 

| act of January 18, 1837, upon which shall be the devices and legends provided by 

| said act; and that the said dollar shall be alegal tender in payment of all debts, 
| public and private 
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Now I want you gentlemen on the other side of the House to “ fish 


or cut bait.” This is the chance and the only chance you will have 
under the rules this session by which a bill can be passed by a ma- 


jority vote, making the silver dollar a legal tender for all debts, public | 


and private. Gentlemen of the other side, do something positive for 
once during this session. The bill is all right so far as it goes, and I 
will vote for it as it is, for 1 am in favor of it, but would prefer to get 
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we sell the products of the farm and the mine principally, the pro- 
ducts we sell abroad of the manufactory being inconsiderable, 

We sell between five and six hundred million dollars’ worth of ex- 
ports ina year and buy as much of imports. The merchants who han- 


| dle these commodities require insurance against the fluctnations of 
| gold that the consumer of foreign commodities must pay. If we had 


my amendment in and I want to say that the remonetization of silver | 


is of infinitely more importance, and unless you use the present parlia- 
mentary key to put it on as an amendment to this bill 1 can see no 
hope of its being passed thissession. Some gentleman says the silver 
bill can pass as a separate proposition. The gentleman knows there 
is but one way to pass it this session as a separate proposition and 
that is for the majority of the House to restore the rules preventing 
lilibustering, which you repealed at the first of this session. 

Mr. Speaker, if the majority of the House honestly want to pass any 
bill or measure, it can always find a way to pass it. If the rules pre- 
vent, a majority of the House made the rules and a majority can 
change them. If the committees will not report, a majority of the 
House elected the Speaker who appoints committees, and the major- 
ity can elect another Speaker who will re-organize the committees so 
they will report. But ldo not believe you, the majority of the House, 
have the honesty of purpose or the courage to do this; and for that 
reason I want you to allow me to offer the amendment which I have 
before read. We have had lip-service enough from you; let your 
action prove that you are for the silver bill by passing it when you 
have the chance, and allow us to help you. 

Mr. COX. Lnow yield for tive minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. McManHon. } 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have had but short notice, Mr. Speaker, that I 
should have an opportunity to speak upon this question, and if I had 
had more, modesty would have compelled me to be brief in any argu- 
ment [ might make. I cannot in five minutes do more than give to 
this House the sentiments of the people whom I represent. My own 
are well known. And I may say that in speaking for my people I 
know no well-defined party line which compels me to speak for dem- 
ocrats in preference to republicans. If IL understand their sentiments 
I speak the opinion of numerous republicans as well as democrats 
when I say that the resumption law, as it stands, is a menace, as it 
was a fraud in the beginning, and that its repeal is no repudiation, 
no violation of a pledge, but will be a great relief to the country. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] says this repeal 
will be repudiation. Repudiation of what? To whom have we 
promised to pay this money? We hold it in our own pockets. It is 
not in the pocket of our foreign creditors. It isour debt; it answers 
our purposes as money; it cireulates as money. And are the few, 
who hold the great bulk of it, to be encouraged in a scheme by which 
it may be suddenly made equivalent to gold to the great distress of 
the people? No. There are but few men in this country who will 
not stand by a democratic Congress which undertakes to relieve the 





peopleof some of the embarrassments that surround them; and let us | 


have the courage to give the relief that is demanded. 

If we must stand by this fraud, this snare, this delusion, this hinder- 
ance to resumption—I do not now remewber the other names it has 
received in this debate by men who support it in order to preserve 
our good name and prevent ourselves from being called repudiation- 
ists—then I must say that our previous character must have been very 
bad indeed. I for one want no such certificate in regard to our posi- 
tion. This bill does not do all that the western people desire; it 
does not reach the entire evil. But “half a loaf is better than no 
bread ;” and we must be content with that which we have an oppor- 
tunity of getting when we cannot do better. I hope to live to see the 
day, not as my friend from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] probably 
would say, when the greenbacks will be redeemed and retired—for 
we will never agree to that in the West—but when the greenback, by 
economy and judicious legislation, will be made worth its face in gold. 
But we do not want the greenback currency withdrawn. It is con- 
venient money, and if equalized with gold would be the best circu- 
lating medium the country has ever had. 

It is time, I think, that the great democratic party, which has al- 
ways claimed to be the ally and the friend of the people, which has 
always looked to the interest of the many in preference to that of the 
few, should now heed the suffering and the distress that is abroad in 
the country; should look to the destruction of our manufacturing in- 
terests and the lack of employment; should look to the reduction in 
value of our property and the ruin of our business. 

Let us show that our hearts beat for the people; that we are in 
favor of relieving them from their distresses an burdens ; and let 
us not seek hastily to redeem a fraudulent so-called pledge fastened 
upon the country. 

Only desiring to put on record, in the short time allowed me, the 
feeling of my people upon this matter and earnestly hoping that 
this bill will pass, | now give way to those who are to follow me. 

Mr. KASSON. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. WiLson] for two 
or three minutes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, currency has less to do with 
the depression of some of our industries than overproduction in man- 
ufactures and overspeculation in stocks and real estate. The pros- 
perity of the country depends upon the creators of wealth ond the 
surplus we can sell. An examination of our exports will show that 


a specie basis this insurance would be saved. The farming interests 
of the West lose heavily by paying the transportation of their prod- 
ucts to the seaboard. This can be overcome in part by building up 
manufactures in the West; but until we can have a stable currency 
capitalists hesitate to invest. It is now provided by law that these 
evils shall cease January 1, 1879. The cost would be the interest on 
sufficient gold and silver to redeem the Treasury note with and the 
loss to the creditor and debtor class a change of values to the extent 
of the difference between paper and specie, and this difference would 
also be added to the obligation of the debtor. 

But the end of uncertainty in values, the inauguration of confi- 
dence and prosperity, would amply repay for the loss. To adopt this 
bill repealing the time fixed is to put the subject in greater uncer- 
tainty when it is our duty to take steps to resume. The annual loss 
of the unemployed labor and capital to the nation will be greater in 
the next two years than the cost of resumption. What would be 
thought of adebtor who owed a note payable in two years who, fear- 
ing he could not meet his obligation, proposed to strike the date of 
payment from the note? This is meeting a national debt, a war debt. 
Our people have never hesitated to meet their obligations when jus- 
tice to their creditors was concerned ; they surely will not hesitate 
when the result will be for their own benefit. I am confirmed in my 
suspicions that this bill is for party purposes when I see men who 
have opposed it heretofore racking their brains for reasons to ex- 
cuse their votes. We must resume some time, and uncertainty will 
be fearfully expensive till we do. 

Mr. KASSON. I now yield for three minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. HALE. ] 

Mr. HALE. It is a pleasant thing to see this programme carried 
out. One year agothe New York democracy, the puppet of Governor 
Tilden, resolved that it would take no step backward upon the ques- 
tion of the resumption of specie payments. Six months after that 
there were signs of coquetting with the inflation democracy of the 
West, and the eastern democracy began to talk of never yielding to 
a repeal of the date of resumption unless something was put in jts 
place that would bring about redemption. 

Then the Saint Louis convention met; and although to that con- 
vention the New York democracy went up like the tribe of Judah 
from the plain, it there met the inflation democracy, which had power 
enough to dictate the platform of the party and to select its candi- 
date for Vice-President. Therefore, when the convention adjourned, 
the only questions left to be considered in the programme were the 
letters of acceptance of the candidates for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, and the further question of what this democratic House should 
do in the last days of this session. 

We now have, within the last forty-two hours the letters of accept- 
ance of the democratic candidates for President and Vice-President 
and the proposed action of this democratic House of Representatives. 
What is that proposed action? It is the repeal of the date of re- 
sumption, pure and simple. There is connected with it no measure 
to put in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury any power to 
prepare for resumption. 

The flag is lowered. No wonder that during the conferences be- 
tween Governor Tilden and Governor Hendricks at Saratoga and at 
other places the Cincinnati Enquirer said: 

Mr. Pendricks was talking to the eastern democrats when at Saratoga. He was 
endeavoring to catch the easterncoon. He wasn't there to harrow up the feelings 
of his eastern friends. He is asoothing and complacent man. But just get hold of 
Governor Hendricks on the plains of the West, and he will satisfy his greenback 
— Mr. Hendricks is a sagacious, wise man. He has learned the methods of 

aul. 

Truly Governor Hendricks not only tried to get but did get the 
“eastern coon.” We are confronted here with the proposition to 
lower the flag and repeal the date of resumption. I contrast it, as a 
part of the programme made public in the last twenty-four hours, 
with the declaration of Governor Hayes two months before his nom- 
ination, when, being asked whether he would under any circum- 


| stances favor a repeal of the date fixed for resumption, he declared 


boldly and explicitly that under no circumstances would he consent 
to it unless it was accompanied with some measure that should make 
resumption speedy and effectual. My friends on the other side have 
had an opportunity to put such a provision in this measure, but have 
declined to do so. They have lowered the flag and have the power 
to keep it lowered. 

[Here the hammer roe 

Mr. KASSON. I yield for a few moments to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Rice. ] 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, in this connection I wish tostate that on 
the 24th day of July I had the honor to introduce a resolution, which 
was adopted by this House, requesting the Secretary of the Treasury 
to report within one week the exact amount of gold coin and bullion 
in the Treasury, with the amount of obligations outstanding payable 
in gold on that date. 

In his reply to that resolution the honorable Secretary took occa- 
sion to add to the gold the amount of silver coin and bullion ajso in 





1876. CONGRESSIONAL 


the Treasury, and to deduct from the entire sum the amount of gold 
obligations payable on demand; thereby showing a much larger coin 
balance in the Treasury than actually existed for the payment of 
such debts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold that that report is calculated to mislead 
the public mind in regard to the true condition of the Government; 
in regard to its ability to meet its rapidly maturing obligations made 
payable by legislation in gold; and I desire at this time to correct 
such an error, and submit the following figures for that purpose : 


According to said report there was actually in the 
Treasury in gold on the 24th ultimo 
Outstanding obligations payable in gold on demand. 43,720,021 30 
Leaving agold balance in the Treasury amounting to. 8, 877, 525 13 
From which should be deducted for August interest, 
now past due 6, 460,743 75 
Thus making the total amount of gold in the Treas- 
ury at this time and available for the resumption 


of specie payments -... .. 2... 22-225 eeeeee ee cela 2,416,781 38 

A sum much less than is frequently shipped out of the port of New 
York in one week, and less than ¢ of 1 per cent. on the amount of le- 
gal-tender notes and national-bank currency which it is proposed to 
redeem in gold on the Ist day of January, 1579. 


1 submit these figures and remarks, Mr. Speaker, in order that the | 


country may be informed on the questions referred to in my resolu- 
tion, and also to let this House and the country know the exact amount 
of coin on hand with which to resume specie payment and how much 
preparation had been made in that direction, and what the prospect 


or the probable ability of the Secretary of the Treasury to comply | 


with the provision of the resumption law of January 14, 1875, which 
declares for resumption on the Ist of January, 1879. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] states that at the | 
time of the passage of the resumption act the amount of coin availa- | 


ble for that purpose was about $70,000,000. Now, by the above show- 
ing it will be seen that after liquidating the outstanding obligations 
payable in gold on demand the Secretary of the Treasury has at this 
time in the Treasury available for the resumption of specie payment, 
according to the provisions of that law, but $2,416,751.38. In the face 
the facts are not these figures appalling? Well may the gentleman 


try was immature, vicious, and unwise, and, in the language of the 
Saint Louis platform, is not the resumptionary clause “a hinderance 
and an obstruction to the return of specie payments ?” 

Mr. KASSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[ Mr. BURCHARD. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the proposition before 
the House is more than a proposition to repeal the date fixed for re- 
sumption. A vote for this measure will be a vote against resumption 
itself. There never has been a resumption of specie payments after 
suspension without previously fixing the date, either by agreement 
among the banks or by law. It was so in England, although the 
time was postponed. It has been so in the history of our Govern- 
ment. In 1814, when the United States Bank was chartered for the 
purpose of bringing the country back to resumption and when gold 
was at 20 per cent. premium, it was made a provision of the charter, 
that the bank when it commenced business should pay specie for its 
bills and to its depositors. Within a year the nation returned to spe- 
cie payments, and gold and paper were of equal value. 

So, although in 1837, aiter the suspension of May 10, gold was at a 
premium of 10 per cent. within a year,in May, 1838, the banks agreed 
that they would resume. Gradually the premium declined, and re- 
sumption was reached in accordance with that agreement. 

Hence I believe it is wise to fix some date for resumption. Prolong 
the time if necessary, or if, in the language of the Saint Louis plat- 
form, the resumption act is a hinderance to resumption, fix an earlier 
date; but the repeal of the provision fixing a date without naming 
any time means no time for resumption. 

It is said the country is in no condition to take measures for re- 
sumption. Isthatso? Thegreat country is prosperous. There may 
be idle men in the citiesand clamorous beggars be found in the streets, 
and the impression may have arisen because of this and that in some 
towns and villages mills and factories have stopped, and laborers are 
out of employment, that the country is impoverished and suffering. 
Boh he great industries of the country are being carried on as for- 
merty, 
one million more men required to do the work upon farms in 1575 
than in 1870. The value of farm products was hundreds of millions 
of dollars greater. There was more coal mined last year than in 
any previous year in our histery. Statistics which I have just re- 
ceived from the secretary of the American [ron and Steel Association 
show that more rolled iron was produced last year, more steel in 
every form, and more of every product of iron and steel and other 
metals, except pig-iron. The great industries of the country are not 
prostrated. The great massof the quiet workers of the country are 
not and have not been idle or these material and incontrovertible 
evidences of their labor would not exist. 

It is true that prices are depressed and that manufacturing and 
business enterprises consequently do not return the large gains for- 


| into the real, substantial interests of the country. 


| into public, social, and business life throughout the country. 


| in favor of the United States. 


There were 20,000,000 mor@acres under the plow and nearly | 
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merly received, but all the wealth of previous years is here; the pro- 
duction is not essentially diminished. Why, then, is it not a good 
time to make preparation for resumption? Instead of undoing the 
legislation aiming to secure specie payment and turning back on the 


| road this Congress should supply the defects and omissions of exist- 


ing law and devise measures that wiil accomplish the object with 
greater certainty. 


How shall we commence? The matter is discussed in Mr. Tilden’s 


| letter; but it seems to me that it is not sufficient to depend upon the 


Government toaccumulate gold. Wehavethe machinery here through 


| which and with which the necessary coin can be gradually, safely, and 


$52, 657, 546 43 | 


certainly accumulated. Inmy judgment, it is not necessary tocontract 
the currency as a preliminary step; it is not necessary to reduce the 
amount of outstanding circulation in order to secure resumption. Let 
the volume of currency take care of itself. The maintenance of specio 
payments only requires that the national banks (which are able, per- 
fectly able, to do it) should lay aside from year to year the coin inter- 
est that they receive from the Government and put it into their vaults 
as part of their reserve, allowing the currency now held there as 
reserve to be thrown into the channels of circulation. In two years 
and a half by this means $50,000,000 will thus have been added 
to the present stock. A late act has already provided for coining 
$50,000,000 of subsidiary silver. Add these amounts tothe $150,000,000 
of gold in the country and we have $250,000,000. Let the Treasury 
lay aside coin as a part of the sinking fund or on some other plan—I 
@ not care what—and by 1879 the Treasury will have strengthened it- 
self with $30,000,000 additional coin, and then there will be $330,000,000 
at least of coin in the country, and nearly half as much coin as 
the paper circulation. That is as great a proportion of coin as we 
had at any time before the mines of California were opened. It seems 
to me that this is a necessary step toward resumption, and it is a 
mockery and pretense to declare in favor of specie payment and then 
repeal the date fixed for resumption without providing any better 
substitute or wiser plan for attaining it. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, if there is any one greater cause of 
discouragement than any other to a gentleman in public life, it is the 
frequent instances which present themselves of legislative impatience 
and haste where there is great need of legislative deliberation. No 
gentleman upon either side of the House, I apprehend, has been here 


; | many years without feeling again and again how slight are the re- 
say that the legislation which gave this resumption act to the coun- | 


wards offered in our parliamentary system to those gentlemen who 
desire to devote themselves directly to the solid interests of the people 
whom they represent. We go on from day to day, from week to week 
with our legislation without any patient and thorough investigation 


But when a so- 
called political question is presented on this floor parties rally, num- 


| bers are aggregated, pressure is brought to bear, debate is ent off, and 


the party lash applied irrespective of what the great radical interests 
of the people require. 

Sir, the question before the House is one of a class that demands 
the most serious thought and deliberation and inquiry into the great 
business interests of the country before we can with any just right 
say that the repeal of the day of resumption is demanded. 

Sir, not one word of proof is presented to you by the Banking and 
Currency Committee; not one particle of evidence is supplied by the 
gentlemen who have taken the floor which can be relied upon by a 


| deliberative body, to show that you cannot give this great boon of 


sound money to the people by the Ist dag of Janaary, 1979. 

Finding myself met here by political platforms, political candi- 
dates, political considerations, I feel how vain it is to address myself 
with probable good results to that judgment of the representatives 
of the people which seeks alone the public good. 

Gentlemen say no preparation has been made for the resumption of 
specie payments. Sir, since the financial panic of 1873 enormous 
preparation has been made. Not by legislative efforts so much as by 
the voluntary efforts of the people themselves. Economies have come 
Ex- 
penses are reduced everywhere. Hundreds of millions of debts have 
been discharged directly by payments, and other hundreds of mill- 
ions have been discharged by the processes of the bankrupt courts. 

More than that, sir: in the last fiscal year, commencing on the 30th 


| of June, the balance of trade—without estimating the balance ot 


specie shipments—the balance of tradeshows $77,000,000 of gold valne 
And the good work is going on still, 
reducing imports of luxuries and increasing exports. 

And in presence of the fact that this law of 1875 was passed nearly 
two years after the disaster came upon the country that brought the 
hard times, (the failure of the Northern Pacific Railroad,) to this 
law, passed in 1875, the politicians and the demagogues from one end 
of the country to the other are attributing the hard times of 1*73 as 
the effect of proposed resumption! The hard times came immediately 
from extravagant railroad enterprises, and ultimately from the ex- 
travagance induced by irredeemable and cheap paper money. Mr. 
Speaker, the question has been abused by the politicians. It is pre- 
sented here to-day by the politicians. As one gentleman has said, in 
the ninth month of the session a political platform brings it here—no, 
not even a political platform, but a political candidate for the Pres 
idency pronounces in his letter, just published, for its repeal, and the 
bugle-call of party summons you to follow it and repeal a statute 
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whose whole action has been beneficial to permanent American in- | evasion. A large party in this country demands the entire repeal of 


terests. . 

It is bringing us to the economies demanded and has brought us 
largely to them, It has brought national, State, and municipal gov- 
erpments to economical practices. It is bringing the balance of trade 
largely in our favor, amounting, including the specie shipments, to a 
balance of $130,000,000 in the last year, as shown by the official let- 
ter which I send to the reporters to be published as part of my re- 
marks, verifying what I have said. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
July ®, 1876. 

Dran Sr: I transmit herewith, at your request, a statement showing the im- 

ports into and exports from the United States during the eleven months of the fiscal 


year ended May 31, with an estimate (from some of the ports) for June, and giving 
the following results: 

Imports for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1876, $460,087,277; for the same period 
im 1875, $533,005, 436, showing a falling off of $72,918,159. 


Exports of domestic products, (mixed values)... .......---.-.--.--+-+- 


591, 677, 554 
Exports of foreign products 


14, 393, 342 
606, 070, 896 
For the fiscal year 1875, $559,237,638 domestic and $14,158,611 foreign, showing an 

increase in the total exports of $32,674,647 

It will be observed that the domestic exports above given are expressed in mized 
currency ; reduced to gold, the amount is a little over 3522,000,000 for domestic pro- 
ducts, and the whole exports in gold value is $537,000,000, showing an increase in 
the total exports, gold value, of about $24,000,000 over those of the previous fiscal 
year, and about 877,100,000 over the imports of the present year. 

The imports of specie in the last fiscal year amounted to $15,530,648 and the ex- 
ports to $09,139,066, showing an excess of exports of $53,607,418. By adding this 
amount to the excess of merchandise exported, namely, $77,000,000, the total excess 
of exports of merchandise and specie over imports during the year is about $130,- 
000,000, 


These figures are approximately accurate, and will probably be found to vary 
not more than $2,000,000 from the correct ones when the accounts for June shall 
have been received and compiled. 

Very respectfully yours, 
EDWARD YOUNG, 
Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. J. A. Kasson, M.C., 
Washington. 

Thus the work of preparation goes on. One of the bankers be- 
fore our committee, in answer to the suggestion of my honorable 
friend from New York, testified that the banks had made already 
large preparations, particularly his own, and said other banks in 
New York had done the same. Your bank-vaults are crowded with 
a surplus of paper money, and you have not allowed this Government 
to provide for its redemption by funding and cancellation, even on 
the sole condition that the people themselves wish to surrender and 
cancel their paper money. You have refused the right to the people, 
which the original act gave them, of funding the greenbacks, a right 
which gave them so much value under the funding act. And you 
still refuse to return that right to them. Not this side of the House, 
but the other has refused to do that. 

Mr. WILLIS rose, 

Mr. KASSON, Excuse me now. And we have proposed to reduce 
the expenses of the public debt further. In the Ways and Means 
Committee has been pending for months a bill passed by the Senate 
enabling the Secretary of the Treasury to reduce our rate of interest 
from 6 to 44 per cent., and that bill is not reported. Another propo- 
sition has been to reduce it to 4 per cent. 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment ? 

Mr. KASSON, (continuing.) —by the extension of the time of 
maturity as an equivalent for the diminution of interest, and that is 
not reported to the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. Does not the gentleman from Iowa know that 
the Treasury has at its disposal now three hundred millions of 4} per 
cent, fifteen-year bonds, and seven hundred millions 4 per cent. thirty- 
year bonds undisposed of f 

Mr. KASSON. Precisely; and the Secretary’s letter told the com- 
mittee they could not be negotiated, as they needed some ten years 
added tothe time when they matured as an equivalent for the reduc- 
tion of the interest, and no report has been made tothe House on the 
subject. Ah, does it lie in the months of the opponents of specie re- 
suwption to say the fault rests with the aeahlioant and we cannot 
resume in 1879 with the measures they can yet submit for our action 
prior to that time? 

Sir, I care nothing for that identical day. The 2d of January is as 
good as the Ist to me; and the 25th of December prior to the Ist as 
good as the Ist of January. There is no cabalistic effect in the Ist 
day of January. But the significance, the dangerous significance— 
and no man knows it better than Governor Tilden—of this proposi- 
tion is that it leaves no port to sail to and no time at which your 
arrival shall be expected. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And no promise. 

Mr. KASSON. As that distinguished politician stated in his letter 
laid upon our desks this morning, “ with a good pilot at the helm— 
S. J. T., to wit—if you start on a voyage for Liverpool you are sure to 
arrive there.” But he is taking Liverpool out of the resumption act, 
and proposes to make a voyage only “for Cowes and a market.” 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, his letter and the claims set up by his friends of being 
honestly devoted to the resumption of specie payments have yet to 
be canvassed by the people of the United States. The platform is an 


| 


the resumption act and want no resumption at all. They are honest, 
They believe in poor money, and they take the proper steps to arrive 
atit. But when a gentleman believes in good money, which can he 
made good in only one way, then he is not justified in striking a blow 
at one of the most essential features of the resumption act without 
substituting an equivalent measure. 

I have not time of course to cover the whole ground of this debate, 
The bill which the committee have attacked in part contains several 
provisions for the resumption of specie payments besides that of 
which they propose the repeal. And the other words of that act will 
remain, of course, standing unsupported by this other clause and 
emasculated of all vigor by this repeal, leaving us all afloat as far as 
the public confidence in future resumption is concerned. The gen- 
tleman from New York, who I think has an honorable purpose in re- 
spect to the resumption of specie payments—I refer to Mr. Hewrrr— 
announces the fact that in the passage of that act the honor of the 
country was committed to its execution, but condemns what he calls 
the haste with which it was adopted. Is it possible that that gentle- 
man, admitting that the honor of the country has been constitution- 
ally pledged, is himself willing to aid in striking this blow at that 
honor in the presence of the world? Can any man who believes that 
the country is bound to exhaust all honorable efforts to arrive at that 
result, can such a gentleman vote to abolish this clause in the act 
until all possible measures to give it effect have been tried and found 
wanting? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg to remind the gentleman that 
that was the exact statement I made. 

Mr. KASSON. Am I to understand that the gentleman is opposed 
to this repeal? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. I announced my position 
to-day, and moved a substitute. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I beg to apply my remarks to the other gen- 
@emen who accept his premises but do not honorably accept his con- 
clusions. 

We stand, then, in the presence of a desirable object, for which a 
certain provision has been made by existing laws. And in that con- 
dition of things, without avowing their hostility to the object of the 
law, gentlemen are here proposing to take away that part of the law 
which is vital tothe rest and without which the remainder cannot be 
executed, and are doing it, to quote the platform on which they stand, 
beeanse it is a “ hinderance to resumption.” Now, sir, look for a mo- 
ment at the political deceit of that proposition. They say that a 
law which declares that resumption shall take effect by a certain 
time and does not say that it shall not come prior to that time is a 
hinderance to the result to be arrived at. Is that consistent with your 
two arguments that no preparation has been made and that it is not 
possible to resume by the time named? If there is any significance in 
terms, this must be a hinderance, because without it you would arrive 
at resumption quicker. Will you make this argument in Indiana? 
Will you say that you are going to resume specie payments before the 
Ist of Janury, 1279? How will you use it on the stump in Indiana and 
in New York? Will you not, on the contrary, say in the West simply 
that Tilden is for the repeal of the resumption act and Hendricks is 
for the repeal of the resumption act ? Will you not say in New York 
and the East that it means to arrive at resumption sooner than 187°? 
And will not you tell the greenbackers of Indiana that they must come 
and help elect these candidates in order to defeat the resumption of 
specie payments? Sir, that clause of the platform struck me with 
more than opposition; it struck me with a feeling, I hope I may be 
permitted to say, of disgust. That the law should be said to be pos- 
itively a hinderance to resumrtion when they do not suggest anything 
except its repeal to help resumption, that seems to me a positive and 
direct evasion of the responsibility ander which that party stands to 
the conntry. It is a two-faced declaration, worthy of the politician 
trained in the school of Martin Van Buren. 

Mr. Tilden says in his “message,” as some gentleman has called it, 
based as I suppose upon its length, that— 

To amass the requisite quantities— 

Alluding to an accumulation of coin for the purpose of resumption— 


To amass the requisite quantities, by intercepting from the current flowing out 
of the country, and by acquiring from the stocks which exist abroad, without dis- 
turbing the equilibrium of foreign money markets, is a result to be easily worked 
out by practical knowledge and judgment. 

Now, if this is a result to be easily worked out in this way, why 
have not his friends proposed a better plan than the republican ad- 
ninistration has proposed. 

Mr. WILLIS. We will when the ne devolves upon us. 

Mr. KASSON. Why have you not, when the responsibility is upon 
you in this House of Representatives, proposed a proper measure? 
Why has not a single measure for that purpose come from a com- 
mittee of this House while under the control of the democratic party ? 
Why have they not moved an amendment to this act in the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, providing for the accumulation of 
the requisite amounts ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Because there is a better means than that which is 
provided by the original act. , 

Mr. KASSON. And why does not the honorable gentleman for 
whom they propose to vote suggest those easy and practical ways for 
arriving at that result? Why is it that the man who sees no ob 
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stacle, who wants no obstacle, and whose friends in this House have | 
pot the necessary knowledge—why is it that he does not supply the 
knowledge that will enable them before this session closes to intro- 
duce their measure? Certainly this side of the House will vote for | 
it with great promptitude if it tends to the result we so much de- 
sire—to relieve the country of its uncertainty. 


Mr. Speaker, I -think the more you examine the position of this | 


question the more you will see that this is not a measure henestly 


designed for the benetit of the people, but is merely a party bridge | 


across a political chasm. Let this issue be distinctly and constantly 
drawn, that the party to whose principles lam permanently attached 
persists in demanding good constitutional money for the laborers, the 
farmers, the producers of the United States, for all the people of the 
country, while the so-called party jumps at every form of poor money; 
first at paper, because it is poorer than gold; and then at silver, be- 
cause it is more fluctuating, more depreciated than paper. 

{ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Iowa when he charges this side 
of the House with recklessly jumping toward unconstitutional cur- 
rency, and when he makes a political rather than a fiscal speech, 


ought to remember the eleven years of continued imbecility upon | 


the other side. During that period his side of the House had at 
times two-thirds majority. His party also had the Senate and the 
President. 
try to the old constitutional standard of wages and prices. It does 
not become a gentleman who is in part responsible for that action to 
taunt this side of the House with remissuess. 
democratic platform, which truly declares that— 


Reform is necessary to establish a sound currency, restore the public credit, and 
maintain the national honor. 


We denounce the failure for all these eleven years of peace to make good the | 
promise of the legal-tender notes which are a clanging standard of value in the | 


haus of the people, and the non-payment of which is a disregard of the plighted 
faith of the nation. 


We denounce the improvidence which. in eleven years of peace, has taken from 


the people in Federal taxes thirteen times the whole amount of the legal-tender | 


notes, and squandered four times their sum in useless expense without aceumulat- 
ins any reserve for their redemption. 


We denounce the tipancial imbecility and immorality of that party which, during | 
eleven years of peac , has made no advance toward resumption, no preparation for | 
resumption, but, instead, has obstructed oe by wasting our resources and | 


exhausting all our surplus income, and, while annually professing to intend a 


speedy return to specie payments, has annually enacted fresh hinderances thereto, | 


As such a hinderance we denounce the resumption clause of the act of 1875, and 
demand its repeal. 

We acne a judicious system of preparation by public economies, by official 
retrenchments, and by wise tinance, which shail mnie the nation svon to assure 
the whole world of its perfect ability and its perfect readiness to meet any of its 
promises at the call of the creditor entitled to payment. 


That platform indicts your party for its improvidence, extravagance, 


and expenditures by which the resumption of specie payments has | 


been a vain endeavor. It indicts your party for eleven years of finan- 
cial imbecility and immorality in making no preparation for resump- 
tion. 

But I do not intend now and here to discuss mere political matters. 
One startling fact should be heeded by this House before it votes 
upon this proposition. It is, that if this resumption law is enforced, 
in two and a half years there will be a coercive résumption of 
$570,000,000 of circulating paper. 
tender notes. They are now below par to the amount of 12 per. cent. 
To this the United States adds, by failing to provide a legislative 
relief and remedy, $50,000,000 of the purchasing power of that paper. 
We would crueily require the debtor to pay his debts in cvrrency at 
12 per cent. more than was cortracted. More than that; if this re- 
sumption day is carried out we increase the burden of the debtor 
class to an enormous extent. 
sand millions of indebtedness. This is now generally believed to be 
the amount existing in this country. If this be correct, sir, it adds 
$730,000,000 by enforced resumption to the burdens of the debtor 
class. For this you will be held responsible. 

You try to make this a party question. You made a party question 
of the resumption bill. It was passed assuch, except in so far as some 


honorable gentlemen on the other side to whom I have referred voted | 


against the bill. Senator SHERMAN himself said that the republican 
party needed “ a policy,” and therefore they passed the finance bill 
of January, 1875. You drove that bill through here from party ten- 
dencies, motives, and aims. But have you done anything to restore 
confidence, remove impediments to the revival of business, or facilitate 
the growth of prosperity? You would resume specie payments, but 
what worthy of the name have you to resume with ? You have had the 


President and the Senate and the House of Representatives for most | 


of the time and you have d@@ nothing substantial. You have not 
even followed the recommendation of your own Secretary of the 
Treasury in the points heretofore referred to. You dare not follow 
his advice, when he says upon-page 19 of his annual report: 


The existing provision of law making United States notes legal tender for all | 


debts both public and private, with certain exceptions relating to transactions with 
Government, is an artificial barrier to the use of gold and silver, tending not only 
to prevent the flow of gold toward this country, but promoting the shipment abroad 
of ourown production of the precious metals. Forthis reason Congress should abol- 
ish the legal-tender quality of the notes as to all contracts made and Nabilities aris- 
ing after a fixed day. The Ist day of January, 1879, being already fixed by law as 
the time when the redemption of United States notes then outstanding shall begin, 
it would be proper and safe to provide that such notes shall not be legal tender for 
contracts made or liabilities incurred after the Ist day of January, 1577. Such an 


Time, economy, and honesty will aid us to resumption. 
Yet how signally they have failed to bring back this coun- | 


He should read the | 


| time in which such 4 result can be brought about is the best. 


That includes bank and legal- | 


It is thought that we have six thou- | 


act would not too suddenly change the value of the notes and would not affect inju 
riously either debtors or creditors, but would remove a present obstruction t) 1) 
retention of our gold and silver production, and create a demand for the t 
gold now abroad, thus promoting final resumption by preparing the count 

In furtherance of the purpose of the act of the last Congress to provic's 
resumption of specie payments, the Secretary recommends that authority lx 
for funding legal-tender notes into bonds bearing a low rate of interest 

Why did you not help him abolish the legal-tender quality of 
greenback? Why did you not fix the time for it which he suggests 
to wit, January 1, 1878? Why did you not help him in that regard 
as well as in funding the legal-tenders? 

You have voted down many motions and resolutions which have 
been made here in the last ten years. Some of these I have offered, 
copying them from the executive messages. Propositions made, both 
in the Committee on Banking aud Currency and in the House to re- 
sume, or inquire into the feasibility of resuming specie payments 
you have killed. The record on that can be produced against you. 
Hence we say again, eleven years of imbecility and immorality lie 
against you. 

Hence we say that an impossible date fixed for resumption is a 
hinderance for which you are responsible. We quote from Governor 
Tilden’s message to show that a fixed date is not soimportant as legis- 
lation which allows business interests to succor us from paralysis. 
When the 
time is ripe for it and the business interests of the country will admit 
of it, Congress can then fixuponthe proper time, as did England under 
like circumstances. 

Resumption is the great desideratum; and no one has so happily 
expressed it as Governor Tilden in the letter of acceptance which | 
quote from: 


The proper time for resumption is the time when wise preparations shall have 
uenel into a perfect ability to accomplish the object with a certainty and ease 
that will inspire confidence and encourage the reviving of business. The earliest 
Even when the 
preparations shall have been matured, the exact date would have to be chosen with 
reference to the then existing state of trade and credit operations in our own coun- 
try, the course of foreign commerce, and the condition of the exchanges with other 
nations. The specitic measures and the actual date are matters of detail, having 
reference to ever-changing conditions. They belong to the domain of practical ad 
ministrative statesmanship. The captain of a steamer about starting from \ew 
York to Liverpool does not assemble a council over his ocean-chart and fix an angle 
by which to lash the rudder for the whole voyage. A buman intelligence must be 
at the helm to discern the shifting forees of the waters and the winds. A human 
hand must be on the helm to feel the elements day by day. and guide to a mastery 
over them. Such preparations are everything. Without them a legislative com. 
mand fixing a day, an oficial promise fixing a day, are shams. ‘They are worse— 
they are a snare and a delusion to all who trust them. They destroy all contidence 
awong thoughtful men, whose judgmeut will at last sway public opinion. 


In conclusion, then, and in view of the futile efforts made thus far 
to resume, can any pretend it can be done by the date stated? As 
well try to reach the moon by sliding up on its beams! It was a law 
for which no democrat voted. It was a law for the enforcement of 


| which no adequate provision is proposed by the party in power, Ex- 
| ecutive, Senate, or Congress. 


It is kept on the statute as a delusion 
and a snare. No substitute or condition of its repeal is now possible. 
It stands there a menace to business, an impediment to resumption. 
It has neither by its own vigor remonetized silver or gold. 
dead letter. It is an unpleasant body, and should be removed and 
buried. Passed without debate, forced into a law without amend- 
ment, useless for industrial or fiseal relief, baseless for all useful 
foundations of specie, conceived in party scheming and brought forth 
in distress and disaster, it should be removed without delay and 
slaughtered without mercy. 

The committee of which I have the honor to be the chairman, sir, 
have treated the House with as much fairness as the House hus 
treated them. We had leave by your courtesy to report upon this 
subject at any time. We have not abused that privilege. Even if we 
differed and delayed as to what we should report, we felt bound in 
honor to allow the majority of the House to pass upon this and simi- 
lar measures. And now, sir, our report is made and the time has 
come for your action. I hope a vote will be taken; and if this 
negative measure be not sufficient for the great end we have in 
view, let the other bill pass for a commission to inquire and report 
more positive legislation next session. Icall for the previous question 
upon the substitute for the bill as reported by the committee. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask my colleague from New York 
to permit a vote to be taken on the substitute which I offer? [think 
that it will permit a settlement of this question and facilitate legis- 
lation upon the subject. 

Mr. COX. I must respectfully decline. I cannot yield for that 
purpose without the consent of the committee and my committee is 
not together, and I cannot consult them; indeed two of them are al- 
ready absent from the city. 

Mr. FORT. Iwishthe gentleman would allow five minutes further 
for discussion. 

Mr. COX. I have no further time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon seconding the 
call for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 101, 
noes 11; no quorum voting. : 

Mr. HOLMAN, I call for tellers. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, with 
a view to guiding me in the vote I shall give. If the previous ques- 
tion is voted down, will it then be in order to move as an amendment 
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to this bill the silver bill of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
or any other amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not regard that as a 
parliamentary inquiry. He will state what he supposes every gen- 
tleman in the House very well knows, that if the previous question 
is not sustained the bill will then be open to proper amendments; that 
is, amendments that are germane to the bill. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox, and Mr. Hewitt, of New York, 
were appointed, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 90, noes 21; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no further count is called for the 
previous question will be regarded as seconded. 

Mr. PAGE and Mr. FOSTER called for a further count. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
will allow a vote to be taken on the substitute proposed by his col- 
league, (Mr. Hewitt;] that is all we ask. 

Mr. PIERCE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the gentleman will allow the substitute 
of his colleague to be voted on. [Cries of “No!” “No!”] Let it be 
read, and see if gentlemen do not want to vote upon it. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Let it be read by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to adjourn takes pre- 
cedence. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 69, noes 114, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. PIERCE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move that there be acall of the House. 

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to upon a division—ayes 
113, noes 66, 

‘The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll ; and the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Ashe, Bass, Beebe, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, Buckner, Sam- 
vel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Candler, Chapin, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, De Bolt, 
Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Fuller, Glover, Andrew H. Hamil- 
ton, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoskins, Hunter, 
Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Knott, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le 
Moyne, Magoon, MecDill, Money, Oliver, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, 
Pia sted, Purman, Randall, James B. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski Ross, Schumaker, 
Seelye, Sparks, _ neer, Swann, Tarbox, Martin I. Townsend, Robert B. Vance, 
Waldron, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling Wheeler, Whitehonse, 


Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, William B. Will- 
jams, Alan Wood, jr., and Fernando Wood—79. 






The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a quorum present and answer- 
ing to their names, 206 members having answered on the call of the 
roll, 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I move that all further proceeding under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon seconding 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 hope we will be allowed a vote on the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEwIrTt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
will allow that substitute to be voted upon. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to allowing it to be offered, with 
the understanding that the previous question shall then be ordered 
and a vote taken in good faith upon the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. All I want is to have my substitute 
otfered and voted upon. 

Mr. COX. There isa preference here on this side of the House, and 
perhaps on the other side, that the proposition of my colleague [Mr. 
Hewitt] shall be offered as an independent section. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, as a substitute. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to allow the amend- 
ment to be read for information. 

Mr. COX. I cannot yield now, 

Mr. HALE. The proposition is that the substitute of the gentle- 
man from New York Mr. HEWITT] shall be offered for the substitute 
reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency. Let that be 
done, and then let the previous question be called and we will all vote 
on the bill and amendments, 

Mr. COX. = Let it be pro las an independent section, and let 
gentlemen agree to stop all further filibustering. 

Mr. HALE. No; let it be offered as a substitute for the substitute 
reported from the committee. 

ir. COX. Very well; I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, then, will understand that 
the demand for the previous question covers the bill reported by the 
committee and the substitute proposed by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Hewitt. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Llinois. I desire to offer an amendment as an 
additional section to the bill, and I ask the gentleman from New 
York | Mr. Cox] to allow it to be read for information, 

Mr.COX. lLadmit the amendment of my colleague, [Mr, HEWITT, } 
and call the previous question. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEw- 
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ITT] will offer his proposition as an amendment in the form of an 
additional section, and not as a substitute. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir; I desire to offer it as a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. I want 
to know whether it is not in order for me to ask the gentleman from 
New York who controls this bill to allow me to offer an amendment, 
upon which the previous question shall operate, proposing, as an ad- 
— section to the bill, the provision known as the Kelley silver 
bill / 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will answer that question. 
It is not in order pending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask whether it is not in order for me 
to appeal to the gentleman from New York to allow this amendment 
to be read for information? 

Mr. COX. It is not germane at all to this bill. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then the gentleman refuses his consent, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. I de- 
sire to know whether this proposition to substitute a provision for 
the appointment of a commission requires nnanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Let the substitute of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HEwirr] be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That a commission is hereby authorized and constituted, to 
consist of three Senators, to be appointed by the Senate, three members of the House 
of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, and three experts, to be selected 
by and associated with them, with authority to determine the time and place of 
meeting and to take evidence; whose duty it shall be to consider what measures 
are necessary and practicable in order to bring about the resumption of specie pay- 
ments at the earliest possible time consistent with a due regard to the interests of 
the country, and to report a bill embodying the results of their investigations on 
or before the 15th day of December, A. D. 1876. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I trust this will be offered as an additional section, 
and not as a substitute. 

Many MemBers. No! No! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I hope it will be voted down. 

The previous question wes seconded and the main question ordered; 
there being—ayes 136, noes 18. 

Mr. HALE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered ; and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from New York (Mr. Hewirr] for the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. COCHRANE, Mr. NEAL, and others called for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. McCRARY. I wish to put an inquiry to the Chair. Is it in 
order at this time to have read by the Clerk the third section 
of the resumption act as it would stand if amended in the manner 
proposed by this bill? [Cries of “regular order.” ] I think that is in 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand how 
it can be in order, as the matter proposed to be read is not before the 
House. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FORT. Before the vote is taken, I ask that the substitute be 
again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that there may be a perfect understand- 
ing of both propositions, I ask that the bill reported by the commit- 
tee be first read, and then the substitute. 

Mr. McCRARY. And also the statute as it will stand if amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Every man here has read that statute a hundred 
times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing can be read which is not di- 
rectly before the House, except by unanimous consent. 

The bill as reported by the committee and the substitute offered by 
Mr. Hewitt, of New York, were again read. 

Mr. COCHRANE. I want to ask the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hewitr]) a question: If this substitute is voted down will he 
offer it as an additional section to the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. FORT. I would like to know if the gentleman from New York 
offers this as chairman of the national democratic committee ? 

[Cries of “ Regular order.” } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. Would 
it be in order now to move to lay the substitute of the gentleman 
from New York on the table, and we@iid it carry the original bill 
with it ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It certainly would; but it isnot in 
order to make the motion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KASSON. If there be unanimous consent, I would like to read 
the statute. 

{Cries of “ Regular order.” ] 

The question was taken on the substitute of Mr. Hrwitt, of New 
York ; and there were—ayes 92, nays 104; not voting 89; as follows: 

YEAS—Messars. Abbott, Adams, Bagby, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, jr., 
William H. Baker, Ballou, Bell, Blair, William R. Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, 


Caswell, Chittenden, Conger, Crounse, Cutler, Danford, Davy, Durand, Eames, Ely, 
Freeman, Frye, Glover, Hale, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Hen. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. 





I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill reported by this committee was reported 
as a bill independent of itself and as a substitute for the bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goopr.] This bill be- 
ing a complete bill, with a title different from that of the other, the 
record ought to show, if it does not, that it was read a first and sec- 
ond time; because it never could have been subject to amendment 
till it had been. An amendment was offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] and voted on. Therefore the question is, 
Shall this bill be engrossed and read a third time? That is the ques- 
tion before this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the gentleman’s 
int of order, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered on the substitute, so that the yeas and 
nays may be taken on the final passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The main question was ordered on the 
bill and pending amendments, and when the previous question has 
been only partially executed the motion to reconsider cannot be made. 

Mr. KASSON. If the House gives unanimous consent to treat this 
bill reported by the committee as the original bill, then would not 
one vote end it? Cannot the House give that unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the committee could not report a 
substitute for a bill not before the House. 

Mr. KASSON. If the House by unanimous consent consents to 
treat this as an original bill, that ends the trouble. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent that may be 
done, but in no other way. Is there objection to regarding the bill 
reported as a substitute as the original bill and taken up and put 
upon its final passage now? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To make it correspond with the record it should 
be stated that it is a substitute for the original bill. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Cortainly as a substitute; and the 
question is now upon the final passage of the bill, upon which the 
yeas and nays are demanded, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that all ques- 
tions are waived upon this bill except as to its passage. Is that the 
understanding of the House? [Cries of “ Yes, yes.”] Then the only 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I desire to take the next train to leave the 
city, I ask unanimous consent to record my vote now and before my 
name is reached upon the regular call of the roll. 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 86, not 
voting 93; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Banning, Bland, Boone, Brad- 
ford, Bnght, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, 
William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cannon, Cason, Cate, Caulfield, John B. Clarke 
of Kentucky, John B. Clark,jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Collins, Cook, Cox, 
Dibrell, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, 
Franklin, Gause, Goode, Goodin, Gunter, Harrison, Hartzell, Haymond, Henkle, 
Hereford, Holman, Hooker, Hopkins, House, Hubbell, Hunton, Hurd, Thomas L. 
Jones, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lawrence, Lowis, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, McFar- 
land, McMahon, Milliken, Mills, Morgan, Mutchler, Neal. New, Payne, Phelps, 
Poppleton, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, Robinson, Savage, 
Sheakley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Southard, Springer, Stenger, Ste- 
venson, Stone, Teese, Thomas, Throckmorton, Tucker, Turney, Van Vorhes, John 
L. Vance, Waddell, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Erastus Wells, Whitthorne, James 
LD. Williams, Jeremiah N. Wilhams, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Yeates, and 
Young—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Bagby, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, jr., 
William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bell, Biair, Horatio C. Barchard, Caswell, Chit- 
tenden, Conger, Crounse, Cutler, Danford, Davy, Durand, Eames, Ely, Freeman, 
Frye, Gibson, Hale, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W.. Harris, Henderson, 
Abram 8S. Hewitt, Hoar, Hoge, Hyman, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, Lamar, Lap- 
ham, Levy, Lynch, MacDougall, McCrary, Meade, Metcalfe, Miller, Monroe, Mor- 
rison, Nash, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, O'Neill, Packer, Page, Pierce, Piper, Platt, Pot- 
ter, Powell, Pratt, Rainey, Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Schleicher, Sinnickson, 
Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stowell, Thompson, Thornburgh, Washington Town- 
send, ‘Tufts, Wait, Charles C. B, Walker, Ward, Warren, G. Wiley Wells, White, 
Whiting, Alpheus 8. Williams, Willis, James Wilson, and Woodburn—s86. 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Ashe, John H. Baker, Bass, Beebo, Blackburn, Bliss, 
Blount, Bradley, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Candler, Chapin Cowan, 
Crapo, Calberson, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Egbert, 
Ellis, Foster, Fuller, Gartield, Glover, Andrew H. Hamilton, Robert Hamilton, Har- 
alson, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hen- 
dee, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoskins, Hunter, Hurlbut, Jenks, Frank Jones, 
Kelley, King, Knott, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Luttrell, 
Magoon, MeDill, Money, Oliver, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, 
Purman, James B. Reilly, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Sobieski 
Koss, Sayler, Scales, Schumaker, Seelye, Sparks, Spencer, Swann, Tarbox, Terry, 
Martin I. Townsend, Robert B. Vance, Waldron, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. 
Wallace, Walling. Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wigginton, Wike, Willard, Andrew Will- 
iams, Charles G. Williams, James Wiiliama, William B. Williams, Alan Wood, jr., 
Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—93. 


So the bill was passed. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. I desire to state that upon this question I am paired 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. SEELYE; if he were pres- 
ent he would vote “no,” and I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. ROBBINS, of North Carolina. I desire to state that upon this 
question I am paired with Mr. TarBox; if he were present he would 
vote “no,” and I should vote “ay.” 


Mr. COCHRANE. My colleague, Mr. JENKs, is absent by leave of 
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the House. If present he would vote in the affirmative. I also desire 
to state that my colleague, Mr. Ross, is absent by leave of the House, 

Mr. HUNTON. lam requested to announce that Mr. Knorr and 
Mr. GARFIELD are paired upon this question; if they were present 
Mr. KNoTT would vote “ay” and Mr. GARFIELD would vote “ no,” 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to state that I am paired upon this question 
with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BuRLEIGH; if he were present 
he would vote “no,” and I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to say that Iam paired with Mr. Jones, of 
New Hampshire ; if he were present he would vote “no,” and I should 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Upon this question Iam paired with the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, Mr. BLACKBURN; if he were present he would 
vote “ay,” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I am paired upon this question with the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Hoskins; if he were present he would 
vote “no,” and I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HARTZELL. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr, 
SPARKS, is absent by leave of the House; if present he would vote 
“ ay Bd 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. My colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, is absent 
on account of sickness; if he were present he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. JOHN REILLY. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. James 
B. REILLY, is absent by leave of the House; if present he would vote 
“on.” 

Mr. TEESE. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Hamiuron, 
is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. ROBBINS, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. FULLER; if present he would vote “ay,” and I should 
vote “no.” 

Mr. KEHR. Iam requested to announce that Mr. Crapo is absent 
by leave of the House, and is paired upon this question with Mr. 
CowAN; if they were present, Mr. CRapo would vote “no,” and Mr. 
CoWAN would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FOSTER. Upon this question I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. WALLING ; if he were present he would vote “ay,” and 1 should 
vote “ no,’ 

Mr. LORD. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. Hunter; if 
he were present he would vote “ ay,” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. WILLIS. My colleague, Mr. BLiss, is absent by leave of the 
House ; if present he would vote “ no.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On this question I am paired with Mr. 
WiLu1aM B. WILLIAMS, of Michigan ; if present he would vote “ no,” 
and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. WILLARD. On this question I am paired with Mr. Hutt, of 
Georgia; if present he would vote “ay,” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. DARRALL. On this question I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Exuts; if here he would vote “ay,” and I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. LYNDE. My colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. Burcnarp, is 
absent on leave on account of sickness in his family. If present he 
would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. WHITE. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] 
made his speech on this subject he said that every democrat on this 
floor held his seat under that clause of the democratic platform which 
declared for steady steps toward specie payments [cries of ‘ Order!” 
“Order!” ] and no steps backward. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wuite ] is clearly out of order. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman’s cclleague [Mr. Cox] is an exception 
to that rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entirely out of order. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to vote “ no.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis very improper for the gentleman 
to take advantage of his announcement of his vote to make any re- 
marks upon this subject. 

Mr. WIGGINTON. On this question Iam paired with Mr. WaL- 
LACE, of South Carolina. If here he would vote “no,” and I would 
vote “ ay.” 

Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague, Mr. McDILt, is necessarily absent 
from the House. If present he would vote “no.” 

Mr. PRATT. On this question Mr. DUNNELL, of Minnesota, is paired 
with Mr. GLovER, of Missouri. If present Mr. DUNNELL would vote 
“no,” and Mr. GLOVER “ ay.” 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague, Mr. WALDRON, is absent by leave of 
the House. If present he would vote “no.” AndI desire to make 
the same announcement in regard to my colleague, Mr. BRADLEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider thewote by which the bill was 
pot ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Leave to print in the REcorp remarks upon the bills just passed 
was granted by unanimous consent to Mr. Fort and Mr. Care. 


JOINT COMMISSION ON THE MONETARY SYSTEM. 
| Mr. COX. By instruction of the Committee on Banking and Cur 
| rency I now report the concurrent resolution of which I gave notice 
this morning. I wish both of these meanres to go to the country to- 


| gether. I call the previous question on the passage of this concur- 
| rent resolution. 
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The concurrent resolution was read, as follows : 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring.) That a commis- 
sion is hereby authorized and constituted to consist of three Senators, to be ap- 
pointed by the Senate, three members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 
winted by the Speaker, and experts, not exceeding three in number, to be selected 
he and associated with them, with authority to determine the time and place of 
meeting, and totake evidence ; and whose duty it sha.l be to inquire— 

First, tuto the change which has taken place in the relative value of gold and 
silver; the causes thereof; whether permanent or otherwise ; the effects thereof 


upon trade, commerce, and the productive interests of the country, finance, and | 


upon the standard of value in this and foreign countries ; 

‘second, into the policy of the restoration of the double standard in this country, 
and, if restored, what the legal relation between the two coins, silver and gold, 
ye the policy of continuing legal-tender notes concurrently with the me- 
tallic standards, and the effects thereof upon the labor, industry, and wealth of the 

0 ; and 
Fourth, into the policy and best means of providing for facilitating the resump- 
tion of specie payments. 

And said commission is authorized to employ a stenographer, and shall report on 
or before the 15th day of January, 1877, with the evidence taken by them and such 
recommendations for legislation as they may deem proper. 

Mr. PAGE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope there will be some discussion on this concur- 
rent resolution. 

Mr. FORT. Is not this resolution subject to a point of order? 

Mr. GOODIN. I rise to make a privileged report from a committee 
of conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ence will of course take precedence even of the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COX. If there is no objection on the part of the House, I will 
submit this proposition: let the previous question be ordered on this 
concurrent resolution—— 

Mr. FORT. LI reserve all points of order on this resolution. 

Mr. COX. If the House will order the previous question to-night, 
then I will have no objection to letting it go over till Monday, when 
there will be an hour for debate, and then the vote can be taken. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. PAGE. I must insist upon my motion to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore.- The gentleman from New York, [Mr. | 


Cox,] from the Committee on Banking and Currency, reports a con- 
current resolution upon which he calls the previous question. Pend- 


ing the demand for the previous question the gentleman from Cal- | 


ifornia [Mr. PAGE] moves that the House nowadjourn. Pending the 
motion to adjourn the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. GOODIN] rises to 
make a report from a committee of conference. The Chair will rule 
that the report from a conference committee is in order, even pending 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GOODIN. 
concurrent resolution. 


[Mr. PaGr] that the House now adjourn. If the motion to adjourn 
is not insisted upon and the vote can be taken at once on the adop- 
tion of the concurrent resolution, I will not press my report now. 

Mr. BLAND. I shall insist upon debating this resolution. 

Mr. PAGE. TI insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GOODIN. I do not withdraw my conference report if the 
motion of the gentleman from California is insisted upon. I under- 
stood the gentleman to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PAGE. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
GOODIN] cannot withdraw his report conditionally. 
it, itis withdrawn altogether. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 413) establishing the port of Saint Paul, Minnesota, 
as a port of appraisal; and 

A bill (S. No. 866) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas H. 
Williams, of Maryland. 

N. H. COVERDALE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in the 
case of N. H. Coverdale; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted— 
Mr. LEAVENWORTH for ten days; 
To Mr. WARREN for ten days from August 7; 
To Mr. BuRLEIGH for three days; and 
To Mr. BuRCHARD, of Wisconsin, indefinitely. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. I now insist-on the regularorder. The gentleman from 


Kansas [Mr. Goop1n] consents to withdraw his conference report. 
Mr. GOODIN, 


on the motion to adjourn. 
voted down, so that I may have an opportunity to submit my report 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman need not await the 
voting déwn of the motion to adjourn. His report is in order pend- 
ing the motion to adjourn; and the Chair has so informed: him. 


I1V——328 


By 
To 


The report of a committee of confer- | 


I have no disposition to retard the vote upon this | 
I only insisted upon presenting the report at | 
this time because of the motion of the gentleman from California | 


The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. | 
If he withdraws | 


I will withdraw it to allow the question to be taken | 
I trust, however, that the motion will be | 
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Mr. COX. I could have disposed of this matter by this time. 
Mr. GOODIN. This conference report will take but a few moments. 
} Mr. MacDOUGALL. I demand the regular order. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the report of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 
OSAGE 


Mr. GOODIN submitt 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 


The committee of conference vy 
| the bili (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale or the Osage ceded lands in Kansas 
ftera fulland free conference have agreed to rec 


CEDED LANDS IN KANSAS, 
ed the following report : 


to actual settlers having met, a 
| ommend, and do recomend to their respective Houses, as follows 
That the House recede from their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11; and agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its amendment to the bill numbered 12 
JOHN R. GOODLN, 
LAFAYETTE LANE, 
JAMES W. McDILL, 
Managers on the pert of the House of Representatives. 
JOUN J. INGALLS, 
FRANCIS KERNAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 





The report was adopted. 

Mr. GOODIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOINT COMMISSION ON MONETARY SYSTEM. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from California that the House adjourn. 

Mr. FORT. I want to understand whether my point of order upon 
the proposition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is re- 
garded as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order, 

Mr. FORT. I made the point that the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York to appoint this joint commission must have its 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole, for the reason 
that it involves an expenditure of money. I wish to have that point 
of order passed upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
point regarded as pending. 

Mr. FORT. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will so regard it. He ree- 
ognizes the fact that the gentleman made the point in ample time. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that unanimous consent was given for the consideration of another 
bill upon the condition that this bill should be considered at a cer- 
tain time after that bill was presented, and that there should be an 
hour’s debate on it. That unanimous consent necessarily supersedes 
the point of order. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, Let the Chair take that agreement into consid- 
eration in deciding the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The understanding of the Chair was 
that unanimous consent was given only in regard to the time to be 
occupied in discussion. The Chair does not consider that by unani- 
mous consent any rights were waived. 

Mr. HOAR. One word further. I desire to suggest, without de- 
taining the House now, that the Chair reserve his decision on this 
question until the bill comes directly before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All questions of order will b+ reserved. 
The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Valifornia 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. COX. Is it not in order for me, with the consent of the com- 
mittee reporting the resolution, to withdraw the provision for asten- 
ographer, and thus avoid the point of order, although I think the 
point is taken too late, unanimous consent having been given for the 
presentation of the measure. 1 wish to say that I do not propose to 
cut off debate on this measure. There will be an hour for debate 
after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. FORT. I made the point of order immediately upon the com- 
ing in of this report, as the RecorpD will show. 

Mr. COX. I believe the gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to be heard a moment on the point of order 
before it is decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As there seems to be a disposition to 
entertain the motion of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PaGr, ] 
the Chair will reserve all points of order and all other rights in con- 
nection with the resolution of the gentleman from New York until 
the measure comes directly before the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 81, 

Mr. BLAND. Idemand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. COX. Is the point of order still pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. HOAR. LI ask to be heard on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair will hear the gentleman 
| when the gentleman from New York yields the floor. 
| Mr. COX. I yield the floor for the purpose of hearing the gentle- 

man on the point of order. 
Mr. HOAR. As I understand this proposition, it is to appoint a com- 
| mittee of the Senate and the House to sit during the recess. It is a 


The gentleman will state his point of 


The gentleman desires to have that 
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commission of both branches of Congress to be composed of their 
own number to sit during the recess, and it is farther provided that 
they shall have power to employ a stenographer and take evidence, 
and to associate with them certain experts whose aid they shall re- 
sort to in coming totheir conclusions. It is nothing but an ordinary 
case of appointing a joint committee with authority to employ a sten- 
ographer or accountants or clerk or whatever assistants may be 
needed for the purpose of pursuing their investigations. I submit 
it was never the intention of the rule of this House applying to cer- 
tain expenditures to limit the appointment of such committees to sit 


during the recess. If the point of order lies against this proposition, | 


it must lie against every proposition to raise committees of investi- 
gation with authority to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. KASSON. With the permission of the gentleman from Mas- 
suchusetts, I desire to add to that that this is not a measure upon 
which money can be appropriated. A concurrent resolution is not a 
bill nora joint resolution, but simply relates to the proceedings of the 
two Houses, and in no such instance is it possible to give it the effect 
of law so as to appropriate money. The Mississippi investigation, 
the Lovisiana investigation, the joint and separate investigations of 
the two Houses have been provided for by virtue of separate resolu- 
tions of either House or concurrent resolutions of both Houses, and 
therefore are not subject to the provisions of the rule referred to. I 
necd only call to the attention of the Chair that on a bill the other 
day which required the printing of notes and which had the force of 
law, the Chair ruled, there being no appropriating clause in it and 


no definite sum specified, it was not subject to the point of order. | 


Certainly on a concurrent resolution no such point of order can be 
mide. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decide this at once. 
A concurrent resolution is not subject to the point of order taken by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. COX. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand a division of the House. 

The House divided ; and there were ayes 131, noes not counted. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not desire a further count, but I wish to know 
from the gentleman from New York whether he intends to allow 
debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No further count being demanded, the 
previous question is seconded, and the question now is on ordering 
the main question to be put. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
and insist on it. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman make the point of 
order before the second motion was put? 

Mr. SAVAGE, I did, 

Mr. WHITE. I wish toask the gentleman whether he made it ris- 
ing in his place? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot dispute the word of 
any gentleman on the floor. He states he made it in time. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Was he in his seat when he made the demand ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint Mr. SavaGre 
and Mr. Cox tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 133, noes 
23. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it open to debate now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The main question having been or- 
dered, unless the gentleman from New York who reported the resolu- 
tion takes the hour to which he is entitled and yields to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX. I believe the House is now ready for a vote. 

[Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that by unan- 
imous consent two hours were to be given to discussion on one bill, 
and one hour on this concurrent resolution. The Chair knows noth- 
ing of these private arrangements. The gentleman from New York 
who holds the floor insists on a vote. The Chair, therefore, holds 
that is the only question in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is dune to the gentleman from New York to say 
that by unanimous consent debate on this resolution was waived. 

Mr. COX. And the Chair has no right to put the gentleman from 
New York in the predicament of disputing his word. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Chair did not do so, but is seek- 
ing only to execute the unanimous understanding of the House. 

Mr. COX. I am willing to give the gentleman from Missouri an 
opportunity for debate. [was ready to give it to him some time ago, 
but he agreed with me it should go over. As the House has refused 
to adjourn, the gentleman can debate it now. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say this, that I am willing 
to aecept the proposition of the gentleman from New York made now. 
This is the same proposition that I made tohim, that the previous ques- 
tion should be seconded, and that a vote should be taken on Monday 
after an hour's debate, But if the object is to pass this without de- 
bate, I move that the House adjourn. 





August 5, 


Mr. COX. I yield to the gentleman now if he chooses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state distinctly 
that he only wished to state to the House what he understood to bo 
the arrangement; and in making that statement to the House he had 
no disposition whatever to charge the gentleman from New York with 
any bad faith in any possible respect. The Chair distinetly under- 
stood that two hours were to be given to the one question and one to 
the other. If that arrangement has been waived, it has been waived 
by consent of the House. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. It has never been waived. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was waived by the unanimous demand of the 
House for a vote. 

Mr. BANKS. It has never heen waived at all by anybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that in 
the judgment of the Chair the noes had it. 

Mr. BANKS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 20, noes 107, 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas 


| and nays were not ordered, and the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. COX. One-half the hour after ordering the main question js 
due to the gentlemen on the other side of the House by the arrange- 
ment that was made. I suppose I would have the disposition of one- 
half of the hour; and I yield that half hour to wy friend from Missouri, 
(Mr. BLAND. ] 

Mr. BLAND Mr. Speaker, it was not my desire to postpone action 
on this resolution. What I have dove here to-day seetas to have been 
done under a misapprehension. I had supposed there was an inten- 
tion to press this resolution to a vote without debate. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to make some remarks on this question. We 
have a resolution here reported by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency looking to the postponement of the bill that I had the honor 
to report to this House from the Committee on Mines and Mining. It 
does not necessarily work that postponement. But when the act was 
passed demonetizing silver there was no such provision as this; no 
commission, no jury was asked upon the question whether silver 
should be demonetized or not. But it was done stealthily. Now 
ofter that act has been passed in a stealthy mauner we are asked to 
pass a resolution of inquiry whether that act was proper or improper. 
This is in the character of mob law. You hang a man and then try 
him to ascertain whether or not he was guilty. You have demon- 
etized silver, and now you appoint a jury to see whether that act was 
proper or improper. That is the position that this resolution occu- 
pies with reference to that question. 

Isay it is the duty of this House first to restore the currency where 
it existed and then appoint your commission to ascertain whether it 
is proper or not to repeal that law. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GARFIELD] characterized this legislation, proposing to remonetize 
silver, as being the most corrupt that had occurred in this Congress 
during his official career. I suppose that the gentleman from Ohio 
had forgotten some of the legislation here during his official career in 
this House. I suppose he had forgotten the act of 1869, an act that 
he voted for, changing the contract in the interest of the money- 
sharks of this country and against the people, by which they were 
swindled out of millions and millions of money. I suppose the gen- 
tleman had not in his recollection at that time the Credit Mobilier 
swindles and frauds in thiscountry. Lapprehend the gentleman bad 
forgotten the fraud and ec. rruption of the Boss Shepherd ring in the 
District of Columbia. If the gentleman does not recollect all these 
frands, the country recollects them. 

Mr. FOSTER. I call the gentleman from Missouri to order. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I desire to remind the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gar- 
— is not present. 

Mr. FORT. I hope, therefore, the gentleman from. Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] will yield to a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, TheChair doesnot understand the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to yield, and insists that the gentleman from 
Missouri shall not be interrupted. The Chair desires to preserve the 
rights of every gentleman upon this floor. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rose to call the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is out of 
order. 

Mr. FOSTER. Have I not the right to call the gentleman from 
Missouri to order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri is not 
out of order. The gentleman from Ohio is out of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know why gentlemen call me to or- 
der for referring to these things. They say the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] is not in his seat. I cannot help that. I thought he 
was, It is his duty to be here during the proceedings of this House. 

Mr. CONGER. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I stated that the gentleman from Ohio had forgotten 
the fraud, the corruption, and the rottenness of his party, and the 
legislation that occurred while he was a member of this House. 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pend; the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CONGER] rises to a point 
of order. 

“Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the Speaker pro tempore just decided 
that a member had not a right to call another member to order for 
using improper language toward another member of the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair decided no such thing. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Ohiv [Mr. Foster] rose and 
called the gentleman trom Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to order, and the 
Chair decided that he had no right to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decided that the gentleman 
from Missouri was not out of order, and the Chair still so decides and 
overrules the point of order made by the gentleman from Michigan ; 
and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. BLAND. } 

Mr. BLAND. When I have made no personal allusion reflecting on 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD,] | want to know why his 
friends are so tender on the subject. 


| 


The gentleman from Missouri will sus- | 
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Sec. 5. That the gold-coin notes issued under this act shall be redeemed, on pre 
sentation, in gold coin or fine bars 
Sec. 6 


Iver in silver dollars or fine bars 
i by this act to be issued shall be pre pared 
of the Treasury, and shall be transterred to 
d in this act asa part of the bullion fand, and 
paid for in coin or coin-notes, at the option of the 


2nd 
That the cvin-notes authoriz 
under the direction of the Secretary 
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from which fund deposits shall be 
depositor. 

SEc. 7 dshall 
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i the value of the 


by this act 


That the fine gold and silver bars 
\ and value, ar 


bear the mint stamp of fineness vht 
shall be computed according to their « 
ine value in dollars 

Ss x. That the Secretary 
tions for carrying into eff 
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if rate, and the silver Dars at their coin 


of the Tr nrv shall preseribe the ne« essary regula 


t the provisions of wil 


This bill is of vast importance to the tax-payers of this country, for 
they are the debtor class to the Government. , 

The first section of the bill, as will be observed, provides for the 
payment by the Government certificates for bullion of gold and silver. 


| Twenty-five per cent. of this bullion or coin arising therefrom is re- 


Do they know anything against | 


him which comes within the category which leads them to squirm | 


here? I have not charged anything against the gentleman from Ohio 
excepting that he had forgotten that corrupt legislation had occurred 
here during the time when his party was in power. Is there any- 
thing else you remember, gentlemen, that will make my language out 
of order? If so, state it; I want to know why this commotion and 
whence it comes. When a gentleman rises on this floor and reports 
from a committee a bill that involves a principle that is stigmatized 
by the gentleman from Ohio as being steeped in rascalities, and as 
being more so than any measure which had been introduced here 
during his official career; when that is done have not I the right 
to call the attention of the country to what oceurred while he was 
in office, to show that corruption after corruption occurred here 
while he wasa member? And, Mr. Speaker, I think I am in order and 
that is the trouble with the gentleman. 

The bill I reported is a measure in the interest of the honest yeo- 
manry of this country ; here is a measure that proposes to do justice, 
to whom? 

To the toiling millions who are to-day earning their bread in the 
sweat of their face; it is a measure in the interest of the poor and 
common people of the country, and hence it excites the opposition of 
the agents of the money sharks in these lobbies, and those who seem 
to be in their interest upon this floor, Because a measure is for once 
reported to this Congress that has within it a provision for the wel- 
fare of the people of the country against the corrupt legislation that 
has gone on here for the last sixteen years in the interest of the mon- 
eyed lords it is here denounced as full of rascalities, and all this by the 
party that had perpetrated these injustices and brought corruption, 
traud, infamy, and dishonor upon the country. 

Mr. Speaker, if I did not know that a majority of this House was 
in favor of this bill I would not hesitate in saying that we were mis- 
representatives of the American people; but because the majority 
here favor this bill and because they will pass it if it can ever come 
to a vote, those that are in the interest of the lobbyists have been 
filibustering and endeavoring to defeat it from day to day. 

Mr. Speaker, the common people of the country cannot come to this 
Capitol. They are not here in your lobby. They are at home follow- 
ing the plow, cultivating the soil, or working in their workshops. It 
is the silvern and golden slippers of the money kings, the bankers and 
financiers, whose step is heard in these lobbies and who rule the 
finances of the country. They are the men who get access to your 
committees, and have ruled and controlled the legislation of this 
country for their own interests. If the constituents of those who 
are opposing this measure could lock down from the galleries upon 
them they would sink in their seats with shame for the course they 
are pursuing, because it is adverse to the interests of their people. 

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the Committee on Miyes and Mining, 
I have reported back to this House the following bill, and shall at the 
earliest opportunity allowed me put it upon its passage: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3635) to utilize the product of gold and silver mines, and for 


other purposes. 
{Part inserted in italics, part stricken out in broickets. | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That coin-notes of the denomination of $0, and 
multiples thereof up to $10,000, may, in the mode hereinafter provided, be paid by 
the several mints and assay offices at San Francisco, Carson City, Philadelphia, 
and New York, for the net value of gold and silver bullion deposited thereat; and 
of the bullion thus received not less than 75 per cent. in coin or fine bars shall at 
all times be kept on hand for redemption of the coim-notes, gold for gold and silver 
for silver. The gold deposited shall be computed at its coining value, and silver 
at the rate of 4128 grains standard silver to the dollar, less the lawful mint 
charges, and such charge for transportation from the several assay offices to the 
mints for coinage, and from the latter to the assistant treasuries respectively at 
which the coin-notes shall be payable ; and there shal be coined at the mints «f the 
United States the silcer dollar hereinbefore mentioned. 

Sec. 2. That for bullion deposited at the mints of San Francisco and Carson, the 
coin-notes issued shall be redeemable on demand at the assistant treasury at San 
Francisco; and for bullion deposited at the Philadelphia mint and assay office at 
New York, the notes shall be redeemed at the assistant treasury at New York 

See. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, cause coin 
ani tine mint-bars (stamped) to be transferred from the mint to the assistant treas 
uries at San Francisco and New York ip such amounts as may be necessary for the 
redemption of the coin-notes. i 


Sec. 4 That the coin-notes issued under the provisions of this act shall be re. | 


ceivable without limit for all dues to the United States; and the coin mentioned 
-2 this act shall be a legal tender for all debts, (of the United States,] public and 
private, not specified to be paid in gold coin, 


quired to be at all times in the Treasury for the redemption of the 
coin certificates, gold for gold, and silver for silver. It also author- 
izes the coining of the silver dollar of the value of 412.8 grains silver 
to a dollar. 

The second section of the bill names the places where these deposits 
shall be made and certificates issued. San Franciseo, Carson City, 
Philadelphia, and the assay office at New York are the only places, 
as stated by Dr. Linderman, the Director of the Mint, where the 
parting of metals is provided for. 

The third section refers to the details of providing for tye redemp 
tion of these certificates. They are in this section made redeemable 
either in bars or in coin. This would be at the option of the Govern- 
ment. 

The fourth section contains the pith of the whole bill; that is, 
restoring the money character of silver and making the silver dollar 
authorized in the first section to be coined a legal tender for all debts, 
public and private, not specitied to be paid in gold. The remainder 
of the act refers merely to the details of carrying out the law. 

The effect of the bill will be to restore the double standard of gold 
and silver, and also to obviate the objections so often urged against 
gold as well as silver, that as money, from the weight and bulk of 
the metal, they are inconvenient, for the coin certificates will take 
the place of and be used for business transactions instead of the coin 
itself. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a short outline of the bill, a hasty explanation 
of the purposes intended in framing it. By the terms of the bill we 
at once establish a convenient paper issue that will be used instead 
or coin, worth its face in coin, for the coin is always behind it for its 
redemption. But the opponents of the bill say that to make all Gov 
ernment debts payable in silver as well as gold is dishonesty, repu- 
diation, and ought not to be tolerated. These are grave charges, and 
if true the bill should not receive the sanction of this Honse; but if 
I can show that those who make the charge are the guilty parties, 
and the friends of the bill only desire to act in good faith toward the 
debtor class, the tax-payers, and the creditor class or tax-consumer, 
then the bill should pass at once and become a law. In the first place 
the enemies of the bill have been the loudest in their demand for 
specie resumption. What is resuiption of specie payments if it is 
not to resume the currency of the Government existing at the time 
of the suspension of specie payment? What wasthat currency? The 
answer is, gold and silver. That isa fact that none deny. The silver 
dollar at that time was as full and complete a legal tender for all 
demands, public and private, as was the gold dollar. 

The silver dollar was, and continued to be, equal to gold as the 
money of the country, and is so by law up to the present time except 
for the act of February, 1873, which probibited the coining of the 
legal-tender silver dollar. This act was passed no doubt for the same 
reason and at the instance of the same parties that procured the pas 
save of the act of 1869 pledging the faith of the nation to pay all its 
obligations in coin. Both acts were in the interest of stock-jobbers 
and speculators in Government bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read the act of 1869 
referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, known 
as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the Unite | 
States, except in cases where the law authorizing the isaue of any such obligatio 


has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful money or other cum 
rency than gold and silver (Revised Statutes, section 3693, page 735.) 


Mr. BLAND. 
defines no law. 
scure statute. 
law, it attempts to make that law which was not law before. 
clearly perpetrated the frand of changing the contract between 
tax-payer and the tax-consumer in the interest of the latter. I incor 
porate in my remaks a statement and the figures taken from the Saint 
Louis Republican, a jonrnal known throughout the country as a hard- 
money advocate; a journal that I think would deal equitably as be- 
tween the bondholder and the people : 

WHAT 


This act does not make clear what was uncertain. It 
The act professes to define and make clear some ob 
Instead of making clear the intent or meaning of any 


It 


ho 


THE BONDS SOLD 


FOR, 

During the war and just after its close the Government issned a great amount of 
bonds of various kinds, which. as we learn from the Treasury record of the trans 
actions, were sold at par But this recard is very dejusive, and in the sale of the 





est: oem 
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bonds referred to hides enormous losses. The bonds were sold not for gold at par, 
but for greenbacks at par, which is a widely different thing. For example, a one- 
thousand-dollar Government bond sold at par in 1565, when gold was 145, brought 
only #700 in gold value; and as the interest on that bond has been faithfally paid 
in gold ever since, and the principal itself will be paid in gold it is to be consid 
ered that for this debt of 81,000 the Government received only $700. The higher 
the price of gold at the time an issue of bonds was disposed of, the Joss value the 
Government received for the bonds, although they were sold at “par” in green 
backs, as the deceptive Treasury reports inform us. An approximately accurate 
calculation of the net result of these sales of bonds gives us another illustration of 
what republican financiering has cost us, and it deserves to be presented and placed 
to the account of that party 

The various issues of bonds and other formes of indebtedness issned in 1863 
amounted in the aggregate to $552,595,000 ; they were sold at par for greenbacks 
when gold was worth 155, and yreenbacks only 61. They therefore brought to the 
Government in gold value only $357,082,910. In 1864 the 10.40 bonds, $196,000,000 
in amount, were issued and sold at 7 per cent. premium, the ouly bonds issued dur. 
ing the war that brought a premium. As guid at that time was worth 230, the 7 
per cent. premium reduces this to 227; the gold value of the price brought by the 
ten-forties, therefore, was forty-four cents on the dollar, or 886,240,000 for the whole | 
issue. In the same year there were issued of bonds aud other forms of indebted- 
ness $130,000,000, which sold for a gold value of forty-three cents on the dollar, mak- 
ing $55,900,000, In 1865 there were issned bonds to the amount of 8551,300,000, 
which were seld for seventy cents in gold, making $385,910,000. In 1*67 there were 
issued $30,000,000 of bonds, which seld for eighty-three cents, making $315,400,000, 
In leds there were issued 842,500,000 of bonds, which brought seventy-three cents, 
waking $31,025,000. Te sum up: 


63, 8552, 595,000 bonds at 61 $337, 022, 910 
std, 196, 000,000 bonds at 44.. BG, 240, 000 | 
“tid, 130, 600,000 bonds at 43 55, 900, 000 | 
ei5, 51,300,000 bonds at 70 385, 910, 000 
n 320, 000, 000 bonds at &3 315, 400, 000 
Bue, 42, 500,000 bonds at 73 ‘ 31, 025, 000 


j 
1 
j 
1 
1 
1 


1, 852, 395, 000 1, 211, 557, 910 

The debt of $1,852,395,000 therefore represents only $1.211,557,910 received by the 
Government, or an average price of about 665 cents on the dollar. This is what the | 
‘Treasury reports call negotiating loans “ at par ;” it is a par sale of bonds that has | 

cost the people a loss of $640,837,000, or one-third the whole amount of bonds is- 


sued, 

The tax-consumers seem not satisfied with this enormons tax, 
but desire now to repudiate so much of the act of 1869 as provides 
for paying this debt in silver as well as gold. Nothing but gold | 
will satiate their financial maw. The people of this country are 
now fully aroused on the question of finance. They are looking for the 
cause of the wide-spread bankruptcies and business failores in the 
country. They cannot fail to see that the demonetization of this pre- 
cious metal, thus cutting off more than one-half the medium of coin 
payments and exchange, is the greatest calamity that could be con- 
cery ed, 

Mr. Speaker, now that this question is open for fair discussion and 
settlement we should make no mistake, no compromise that would 
further favor the tax-consumer and oppress the tax-payer. Many 
schemes are suggested, among others that silver should be a legal 
tender only for sinall amounts of $20 or $50; but this would be con- 
ceding all. Should we now do this it would be claimed hereafter that 
Congress had after full discussion and mature deliberation abandoned 
the idea of making silver a full payment of public dues, that for the 
future contracts and sales of all Government securities would be based 
upon this legislation, and to alter it would be a violation of public 
faith and honor, Let it be settled once at least in the interest of 
those who have the burdens to bear. 

Let this bill become a law and our financial troubles are ended. 
Specie payments will have been resumed. The resumption of specie 
payments must mean that we resume the coin that prevailed when | 
we suspended. This coin was gold and silver, both a full and equal 
legal tender forall debts, public and private. Our legal-tender notes 
could be redeemed and their places supplied by a note based on specie. 
We would have a monetary system that would regulate itself; 
system that would not depend for its volume or value upon the un- 
certain and partisan legislation of Congress. The power that Con- 
eress assumes now to expand, contract, and thus from session to ses- 
sion unsettle all monetary affairs is an evil that, sooner or later, will | 
bring the people of this country to the helpless condition of mere 
slaves of the money lords and plutocrats that rule the legislation here 
all the time in theirown interest, They have had their paid agents, 
lobbyists, and hired attorneys here in these halls and corridors schem- 
ing session after session for the last fifteen years, and by all manner of 
appliances have succeeded, as I have shown, in robbing the people 
of millions of dollars. Yes, Mr, Speaker, by the one act of 1869 it is | 
shown that the Government was robbed of over a half billion of dol- | 
lars. Let us settle this question once and forever and give the peo- 
ple an opportunity to attend to other matters than watching to see 





how much will be plundered from them by each sneceeding Congress, 
Silver is the money of the Constitution. Section 10, first article, 
BAYS: 


No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or confederation, grant letters of 


manque and reprisal, coin money, emit bills of credit, make anything but gold and 
silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 


Thus silver is mentioned as a part of the coin money of the Consti- 
tution, Article 1, section 6, of the Constitution reserves to the Fed- 
eral Government the sole right to coin money. No State can do it. 
So the power to coin money is given to the General Government. 
States are prohibited from making anything but gold and silver coin 
a legal tender, Now, can a State make gold and silver coin a legal | 
tender when the State is prohibited from coining money at all? The | 
answer is in the sixth section named. The Federal Government has | 


Avcust 5, 


the power to coin it. The State can make this coin a legal tender. 
It therefore becomes the duty of the Federal Government to coin this 
money so that the States may make and use it as a legal tender. The 
States have the right to make silver a legal tender, but cannot coin 
it. Now,can their constitutional right be exercised unless the Fed- 
eral Government exercises its exclusive power of coining the money ? 
This bill fulfills the obligation the Federal Government owes to tho 
States, the obligation of coining the money they may desire to use as 
a legal tender. 

I have shown that silver is the money of the Constitution, that it js 
the duty of the Government to coin it. There is no mistake that the 
silver dollar has been a full legal-tender from the formation of the 
Government till the frandulent act of 1873. Then it is the duty of 
Congress to coin it and pay Government debts with it. . 

Title 37, page 70, section 3513, is as follows: 

The silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half dollar or fifty. 
cent piece, a quarter dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, adime or ten-cent piece ; aud 
the weight of the trade-dollar shall be four hundred and twenty grains troy; the 
weight of the half dollar shall be twelve grains and one-half of a grain; the quarter 
dollar and the dime shall be respectively one-half and one-fifth of the weight of 
said half-dollar. 

Section 3516 is as follows: 


No coins, whether of gold, silver, or minor coinage, shal! hereafter be issued from 
the Miut other than those of the denomiuations, standards, and weights set forth 
in this title. 


Section 3511, ibid., is as follows: 

The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, which, at the 
standard weight of 25.8 grains, shall be the unit of valne, &c. 

Page 712, Revised Statutes, section 3536, is as follows: 

The silver coinsof the United States shall be a legal tender at their nominal value 
for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. 

These provisions are all taken from the coinage act of 12th Feb- 
ruary, 1873. The effect of these sections is: first, by section 3511 the 
gold dollar is made the unit of value; the gold standard is here 


| declared. Section 3513 provides for the coining of the trade-dollar 


and subsidiary currency and section 3516 prohibits the coining any 
other than the coin mentioned in the title. So that the silver dollar 
of 412.5 grains that had been a full legal tender up to the date of this 
act was left ont. 

Section 3586 permits the legal tender of silver coin to sums of $5. 


| This act of February 12, 1873, was a fraud, becanse its title gave no 


clew to the real intent of the act. The record shows that the act was 
stealthily passed, without consideration and without debate. The 
public generally had no notice of the pendency of such a bill, and it 
was not till during this session of Congress the law was unearthed 
and exposed. 

Mr. Speaker, when will the time come that mistakes and blunders 
will creep into our statutes favorable to the tax-paying people! All 
such oversights heretofore have uniformly been in the interest of the 
tax-consumer. Let this law be repealed as openly, as honestly, and 
boldly as it was stealthily, fraudulently, and sneakingly enacted. 
With the double standard, which will utilize our product of silver as 
well as gold, we can resume specie payments without detriment to 
any class. Indeed the question of resumption hinges upon this 
policy. With this bill enacted into law resumption is at once ac- 
complished ; but if we are to undertake resumption with the gold 
standard alone, the money sharks will foreclose the mortgages they 
have upon the people, sell them out of houses and homes, and turn 
millions of hard-working and industrious people into beggars. The 
road to resumption with the double standard will be one of prosperity 
and happiness; the other leads to a dark and dismal financial swamp, 


| through the impenetrable gloom of which the eye of no statesman 
| can discern the least glimmer of light. 


Mr. Speaker, I have heard objections to that feature of the bill 
authorizing the issue of coin certificates, that the mints could not 
coin the silver fast enough to redeem these certificates and that to 
receive them for Government dues would result in having a large 
amount of silver bullion and certificates on hand, neither of which 
would be a legal tender for dues of the Government. The answer is, 
no one would demand the coin or bullion; no one would desire the 
payment of a thonsand or a hundred thousand dollars in silver or 


| gold, but would willingly take the certificate from the Government 


instead of the coin. Practically no coin except for small change un- 
der fifty dollars would be called for or used, so that feature is in favor 
of the bill and not a valid objection to it. Another objection urged 
is that it is not clear that the Government would get the benetit of 
the seigniorage or expense of coining; but the bill provides all the 
expense of coining and transportation shall be paid by the depositor. 

I here submit a letter from Dr. Linderman, Director of the Mint. | 


| sent him a copy of the bill and requested his answer on the subject. 


The letter explains this matter satisfactorily. The bill in other par- 
ticulars has been amended so as to conform to all the recommenda- 
tions contained in this letter. The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Orvicr or THE DinEcTOR OF THE MINT, 
May 26, 1876. 
Sm: I have your note of current date inclosing bill H. R. No. 3263, and reply to 
your inquiries, as follows: : 2 
By the coining value of gold is meant the rate at which it is coined under the 
jaw, namely, 25.3 grains troy, nine-tenths fine to the dollar. The alloy is paid for 
by the depositor, but is not valued in the coin. 





1876. CONGRESSIONAL 





The nominal value of the gold coins corresponds with their intrinsic or bullion 
value; there is, therefore, no gain in value in the coinage. The foregoing is an an- 
swer to your inquiries ; 

As the parting of bullion (separation of gold from silver, both metals being re- 
turned in fine bars) is carried on only at the mints in Philadelphia, San Francisco, 
and Carson, and at the assay office in New York, it will be necessary to confine the 
provisions of your bill to those institutions. Otherwise fine gold could not be kept 
for the redemption of the notes at the place of deposit. 

I have noted in pencil on the bill the required moditications. 

Lobserve that the value of the silver is to be computed at the trade-dollar rate, 
420 grains to the dollar 
I suggest for your consideration whether the a should not be made on 
the basis of 412.8 grains of standard silver to the dollar, a bill for the coinage of 
a dollar of that weight being pow under consideration in the Senate. 

I make this suggestion without in any way committing myself to the making of 
either of these dollars an unlimited tender. Your bill is herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
H. R. LINDERMAN, Director. 
Hon. R. P. BLAND. 


With the vast mining resources of this country turning out an- 
nually silver and gold to the amount of many millions of dollars, in 


creased by developments made daily in the Pacific States and Territo- | 
ries, there is no difficulty in resuming specic payments by utilizing | 


the silver, but if the money sharks of the country prevent this we 
may expect difficulties not now dreamed of. If we have the right to 
demonitize silver, we have the right to demonitize gold. This will be 
the logical result. 


ment bonds will be paid, and thus lead to unlimited inflation. 

The question is here presented of honest resumption or on the other 
handa forced unlimited inflation of paper money. Let the bondholder 
ponder this well before refusing silver as a legal coin in this country. 
it is true that silver is now worth even less than the legal-tenders, 
but this is because of its demonetization in a great measure; but the 
fact that silver is cheaper than gold does not alter the law of the 
case. By law we have the right to pay at our option in silveror gold, 
so that we but exercise a moral, legitimate right when we pay in sil- 
ver, the cheaper money. That is the contract; that is the law, so 
expressed in the act of 1869. If the peple have found a legal way of 
averting to some extent the injustice of this act, it is a providential 
interposition that they will hail with rejoicing. We have promised 
to pay the debt in coin. Silver is coin, legal coin, the coin named in 
the law, “nominated in the bond.” Because silver is now cheaper 
than gold should we again change the contract and say the tax-payer 
must payin gold alone would be robbery, nothing more, nothing less. 
We have had too muchof legalized robbery and plander of this sort. 
Let us call a halt, pass this bill, and for once do justice to a poverty- 
stricken, over-taxed people. If A promised ten years ago to pay B 
a thousand dollars in wheat, at the end of ten years could B refuse 
the wheat because it had fallen in price and was worth fifteen cents 
a bushel less now than when the contract was made? No, sir; the 
law would compel him to stand to his contract. So should the bond- 
holder. The bonds were made payable in coin, gold and silver coin, 
not gold alone, but gold and silver, leaving the Government the right 
to elect whether to pay in the one or the other or both, 

The bill I have reported is, I think, well guarded and carefully 
drawn, and I shall use every effort to pass it or some other that will 
answer the same purpose. To this end I shall use every honorable 
exertion. I know the bondholding interest represented on this floor 
has been filibustering it for two weeks and may delay it till next 
winter; but I have the satisfaction of knowing that a majority of 
this House favor it and will hail the day when they can be brought 
to a vote upon it. 

Mr. KASSON. As the gentleman froin New York does not wish to 
proceed further in the discussion of this question I shall content my- 
self with some brief observations. In the assault which has been 
made upon the coinage act of 1873 many gross misstatements have 
been uttered. It is due to the gentlemen who were connected with 
that act, which is charged to have been surreptitiously passed, that 
the facts in relation to it should be distinctly stated. 

The records of the Treasury Department show that the coinage act 
of 1873 was first transmitted to the Forty-first Congress by the De- 
partment accompanied by a report. 


April 28. It was reported from the Committee on Finance to the 
Senate, after seven months, on the 19th of December, 1870, and again 
printed, with amendments. 
uary, 1871, and went to the House, and was printed by order of the 
House on the 13th of January, 1871. On the 25th of February, 1571, 


it was again brought before this House by the honorable gentleman | 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] not now in his seat, who reported 


it back from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures (of 


which he was chairman) with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. It was again printed and recommitted. That same gentle- 
man again introduced the biH in the Forty-second Congress, and 
after considerable discussion it was again recommitted, and was not 
again considered in the House, as it appears, until the next session. 
On the 9th of February, 1872, it was reported from the Committee on 


Coinage, Weights, and Measures by Mr. Hooper, and printed and re- 
On the 13th of February, 1872, the bill was reported back 
by Mr. Hooper with amendments and made a speciul order for the 12th 
And the bill tinally passed the House 


committed, 


of March and until disposed of. 
May 27, 1872, upon a division, ayes 110, noes 13. 





For when we refuse the one it will lead to the | 
refusal of the other, and the substitution of paper in which Govern- | 


On the 25th of April, 1570, it | 
was introduced into the Senate by Senator SHERMAN and printed on | 


It passed the Senate on the 10th of Janu- | 
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The bill then went to the Senate, and was ordered to be printed, 
and on May 29, 1872, was referred to the Committee on Finance. It 
was again reported back to the Senate in December, 1872, ordered to 
be printed and recommitted, reported back, with amendment, Jan- 
uary 7, 1873, and passed that body on January 17, 1873. It whs sent 
to the House again for con in the Senate amendments on 
January 21, 1°73. mof Mr. Hooper the bill was again ordered 
to be printed with the Senate amendments, and a committee of con- 
ference was ordered upon the di saree i ¢ votes of the two Houses. 
That committee reperted; and the bil finally became a law as the 
result of the report of the committee of conference February 12, 1873. 

This is the “surreptitious” bill of which we have heard so much. 
Hardly ever has a bill been so thoroughly considered by the two 
Houses. 

Now in the face of facts like these, when the chairman of a com 
mittee of this House has made such charges as we have just listened 
to, I inquire if this House will indorse the report of that committee 
with any confidence in their investigation without further inquiry 
| into the facts connected with this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The original bill was simply a bill to organize a 
bureau of mines and coinage. The bill which finally passed the 
House and which ultimately became a law was certainly not read in 
this House. 

Mr. KASSON. I differ entirely with the gentleman, having given 
| the history from the record. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to read the record, to 
show that the bill passed the House witgjout reading when Mr. Kerr 
called for its reading. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman speaks of the final passage of the 
bill on the conference report ? 

Mr. BLAND. I have the Congressional Globe here to show that it 
was not read. 

Mr. KASSON. 
stated them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not read on the day of its passage. 

Mr. KASSON. It came into the House here and was discussed and 
was committed and recommitted and ordered to be printed and re- 
printed about eleven times in both Houses, and was considered in both 
branches of Congress and in conference committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was never considered before the House as it was 
passed. Up to the time the bill came before this House for final pas 
sage, the measure had simply been one to establish a Bureau of Mines; 
I believe I use the term correctly now. It came from the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. The substitute which finally 
became a law was never read, and is subject to the charge made 
| against it by the gentleman from Missouri, | Mr. BLAND, ] that it was 
passed by the House without a knowledge of its provisions, especially 
upon that of coinage. 

I myself asked the question of Mr. Hooper, who stood near where 
I am now standing, whether it changed the law in regard to coinage. 
And the answer of Mr. Hooper certainly left the impression upon 
the whole House that the subject of the coinage was not affected by 
that bill. 

Mr. KASSON. Did the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAn] 
himself call for the reading of the bill ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. Why was it not read? 
read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The record will show that it was not read. 

Mr. BLAND. The reading was called for by Mr. Kerr. I have 
| the record here to show that I am competent to make a report here 
in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. KASSON. What does the gentleman desire to show now 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just this 

Mr. KASSON. That the bill was not read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will read from the Congressional Globe: 

Mr. Houtman. I suppose it is intended to have the bill read before it is put on 
its passage. 

The Seeaker. The substitute will be read. 

Mr. Hooren, of Massachusetts. I hope not. It is a long bill, and those who are 
interested in it are perfectly familiar with its provisions. 

Mr. Kern. The rules cannot be suspended so as to dispense with the reading of 
the bill 

The Sreaker. They can be 

Mr Kerr. I want the House to understand that it is attempted to put through 
this bill without being read 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] move that 
| the reading of the bill be dispensed with? 

Mr. Hoover, of Massachusetts. I will so frame my motion to suspend the rules 

thet it will dispense with the reading of the bill 

The Spkakek. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves that the rules be sus 

pended and that the bill pass, the reading thereof being dispensed with. 

Mr. Ranpart. Cannot we have a division of that motion? 

The Sreaker. A motion to suspend the rules cannot be divided. 

Mr. RaXpate. LI should like to have the bill read. although I am willing that the 
} rules shall be suspende dl as to the passage of the bill 

The question was put on suspending the rules and passing the bill without read 
| ing; and (two-thirds not voting there for) the rules were not suspended 


Mr. KASSON. And that proposition failed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. But I will read farther: 

Mr. Hoorer, of Massachusetts. I now move that the rules be suspended, and 
the substitute for the bill in relation to mints and coinage passed; and Lask that 


the substitute be read 
The Clerk began to read the substitute. 
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Is that the original bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] | 
applies iw Ul ubstitute, and that on whith the House is called to act is being read. | 
Mr. Brooks As ther to be no debate, the only chance we have to know what 

ire cdwing is to ha he bill and the substitute read i 

Lie LKRER The motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts being to sus- 
yp nf the roles and pass the substitute, it gives no choice between the two bills. 
Che Louse must either pass the substitute or none 

Mr. Brooks. How can we choose between the original bill and the substitute 
unless we heac them both read ! 

The Speaker. The gentleman can vote * 
this substitute shall be passed 

Mr. Brooks. Iam very much in the habit of voting “no” when I do not know 
what is going on. 

Mr. Houma. Before the question is taken upon suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill, I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will explain the leading 
changes made by this bill in the existing law, especially in reference to the coin- 
age. It would seem that all the small coinage of the country is intended to be re- 
coined, 


Mr. KASSON. 
Mr. HOLMAN, 


substitute : 


Mr. Brooks 


we ve both t 


ay" or “no” on the question whether 


Come to the point about the question of reading. 
I want to show that there was no reading of the 


Mr. Hoorerr, of Massachusetts 


This bill makes no changes in the existing law 
in that regard. 


It does uot require the recoina.e of the small coins. 

Then Mr. SARGENT, Mr. Farnsworth, Mr. MeCormick, and Mr, Me- 
Necly made inquiries in regard to matters of salaries and other 
changes contemplated by the bill, but none in relation to the question 
of coinage, because that was understood to have been auswered al- 
ready by Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. KASSON. Was the sibstitute read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. After the putting and answering of the 
inquiries I have referred to the record closes in this way: 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts, to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was agreed to; there being ayes 110, noes 13, 

Mr. KASSON. I must resume the floor. The proceedings which 
the gentleman has read show conclusively —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just asingle word further. I wish to say that the 
subject of coinage was not supposed to be involved in the bill, and 
the measure as passed was not read in the House. 

Mr. KASSON. Now I come to this point: not q word which the 
gentleman has read denies or modifies a syllable of the record which 
Lhave stated. On the contrary, it is shown clearly that the proposi- 
tion which was not read was the bill which was not passed—the origi- 
nal bill. As to the substitute, its reading was begun, as gentlemen 
had a right to call for it and any single member could exact it ; and 
then an opponent of the bill on the other side of the House inter- 
rupted the reading, preferring an explanation ; and then gentleman 
after gentleman rose making inquiries about the contents of the bill 
aud had them answered, after which nobody seems to have called for 
the conclusion of the reading of the bill, That is what the record 
shows. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman state whether it is or is not 
the fact that that bill changed the legal-tender quality of the silver 
dollar? 

Mr. KASSON. Ihave not found anything in that coinage law that 
indicates the slightest surreptitious act or unusual proceeding. On 
the contrary, the silver dollar was omitted from the original bill sent 
here by the Treasury Department, and the consideration of that ques- 
tion ran through all the various bills. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to read that part of 
the act which moditied the previous law so as to limit the use of silver 
as a legal tender to the amount of $5 only? 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman must exeuse me. He and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] have already occupied more of 
my time than I have myself. 

Mr. BLAND. Will not the gentleman allow me—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kas- 
SON ] must not be interrupted by the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Bianp.] The Chair protected the gentleman from Missouri in his 
rights a few moments ago; and he must now protect the gentleman 
from Towa, 

Mr. BLAND. I was simply asking 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa declines to 
be interrupted. That is sufficient for the Chair. 

Mr. KASSON. I hoy e it will be remembered that I only decline to 
be further interrupted after very large concessions in that respect. 

I know very well that by that act the legal-tender quality of silver 
was limited to $5, the coinage of the old silver dollar having practi- 
cally ceased long before. Nothing has been read which controverts 
any _ of the statement I have already made of the history of this 
legislation through two Congresses and both Houses. I wish to add 
further that there were letters on the subject from nearly all the offi- 
cers of the Mint—from Raymond, from Patterson, from the venerable 
Dr. Torry of New York, trom Mr. Snowden, from Mr. Pollock, from 
Dr, Linderman. The letters of these and other gentlemen who had 
elaborately investigated the subject I think accompanied the report 
that was presented on this question to Congress. 

I did not intend to occupy the attention of the House thus long; 
but I did think it important that fhis House should observe that the 
omission of the silver dollar from the coinage act was a proposition 
running through all its consideration. One of the amendments pro- 
posed was to make the dollar that should be coined equivalent to two 
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half dollars that were being coined. That finally failed; and the re- 
sult of the proposition on that subject was that the dollar of 41.1 
grains was left out; the proposed dollar equivalent to two of the 
existing half dollars was left out; and the “ trade-dollar” finally came 
in in lieu of all those other propositions touching the silver dollar. 

In conclusion, I will simply say that I regret exceedingly that the 
language of popular prejudice should be heard in the discussion of 4 
question of this sorton this floor. The relation between gold and silver 
and their relative value prospectively as well as at present are among 
the most serious questions that can be presented to this body. We 
cannot determine without further knowledge what that relation 
should be, whether we should coin exactly the old coin or whether 
we should establish a new fixed or variable relation to the gold dol- 
lar, in view of this unprecedented depreciation of silver or any other 
of these serious questions on which the greatest economists of the 
world are consulted by the legislative bodies of other countries be- 
fore they come to a decision. 

If at a time when European countries, especially the Latin nations, 
are limiting the amount of their silver coin, and Germany is repudi- 
ating it, and England will not have it as one of her standards, if at 
this time the United States adopts it, what will be its effect on us 
who open our hands for their refuse unless it be to depreciate it fur- 
ther here ? 

As to the effects of this bill, of which the gentleman from Missouri 
spoke, I have no time to go into it further than to say that I am not 
one of the men who propose to take care of the labor of this country 
by paying it eighty cents for a dollar's worth of wages. I am not 
one of those who propose that Englishmen buying the grain of our 
western farmers shall send here in payment of the balance of trade 
in our favor the depreciated and abandoned silver of Europe, worth 
10 per cent. less than our own paper money, and 20 percent. less than 
the gold that England now remits in payment for the surplus prod- 
ucts of our farms. I am not disposed to do all this until all the 
facts and relations of this question are submitted to us in a formal 
and carefully prepared report, with the evidence upon which its con- 
clusions rest, that we may form therefrom a more intelligent and 
deliberate judgment. 

I learn that in France, a double-standard country, about three 
weeks ago, the government suspended the coinage of five-frane pieces 
becanse of this uncertainty of information as to the result of the 
great agitation arising from the alarming depreciation of silver. 

I have here a summary of the report of a committee of the English 
Parliament on one branch of this subject, which at the request of 
other gentlemen I append to my remarks without asking that it may 
be read. 

Another question is how much surplus, if we adopt the double stand- 
ard, will come from Germany. how much will come from India, and 
how much will come from Chinaand all Asia, from all quarters of the 
world. I know of these questions, but I do not know sufficiently of 
the facts, authentically, to ask this House to vote, or even to justify 
myself in casting a vote at this stage of our session on the other bill 
now pending in the morning hour, and therefore I urge the adoption 
of these resolutlons. [Cries of “vote!” “ Vote!”] 

I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

The tollowing is the summary referred to: 


To sum up the more striking facts which have been brought before your commit- 
tee, the situation at the present moment appears to be this : 

1. The total annual production of silver bas risen to upward of 214,000,000, from 
an average of about £2 000,000 to £9,000,000 pn IsH0. 

2. Of this amount of £14,000,000 the mines of the United States are estimated 
to have produced about £7,000,000, with the prospect of an increase for some years 
to come. On the other hand, if the price of silver should remain as low as at pres 
ent, there may be some diminution in the production elsewhere. 

3. Germany has still to dispose of an amount which is certainly not less than 
£2,000,000, with the possibility that it may exceed £20,000,000; but with the pos- 
sibility, on the other hand, that a considerably larger sum than the estimated 
amount may be ultimately required for subsidiary coinage. 

4. The Scandinavian kingdoms have discontinued the use of silver, but the 
amounts of demonetized silver coin which they have thrown or can throw on the 
market are not important. 

5. Austria has apparently been exchanging silver for gold, the amount of silver 
held in the imperial bank having diminished from 210,000,000 to 26,000,000 since 
isil. 

6. Italy has been gradually denuded of her silver currency. Since 1865 large 
amounts have been exported ; her forced paper currency has apparently expelled 
the whole of the metallic currency, of which the silver coins amounted at the be- 
ginning of 1866 to about £17,000,000 sterling. 

7. France, on the other hand, has for some years past been replenishing her 
stock of silver, of which during the last four years ber imports have exceeded her 
exports by 2£34,500,000. 

8. England, Russia, and Spain have each been buyers to the extent of some millions. 

9. Japan and China and other countries in the east have absorbed a certain 
amount. 

10. India still takes silver, but in greatly decreased amounts. 

11. The home government has bills to sell to the extent of 215,000,000 per an 
num, which debtors to India can buy in the place of remitting bullion. This total 
has been gradually reached, and represents an excess of more than £ 10,000,000 com- 
pared with twenty years ago. 

12. The gross remittances of silver to India during the last four years have been 
£15,600,000 compared with £23,900,000 in the four previous years. 

Legislatively, the position is as follows : 

Germany is gradually demonetizing silver, and looks forward to its use only for 
subsidiary coinage. 

The United States is carrying out a policy of introducing silver subsidiary coin 
age in the place of all fractional paper currency now afloat, and of coining fall 
weighted silver coins, but only on a contracted scale, and only available for lez 
tender for a limited amount. 
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The members of the Latin Union and Holland have ado;ted an expectant atti 
tude, but meanwhile limat as far as possible the coinage of silver. 

No indications are given of any intention on the part of Russia and Austria to 
pass any laws with regard to their currency 

he actual facts which bave been enumerated speak for themselves 

be seen at once which of them are iu favor of a rise in the price of silver 
«hich of them tend ina contrary direction. It is important. too, that the tempo 
rary character of some of these facts and the normal character of others should be 
fully taken into account rhe surplus stock of Germany will in all probability 
weich heavily op the market for some time to come; still it is a temporary circum 
On the other hand, the United States will afford temporary relief to the 
market by retaining for her own coinage considerable amounts of the silver there 
it is indeed possible, according to the evidence adduced, that the 
| pited States will retain as much silver for her new coinage operations as Germany 
may have to sell as the re-ult of hers. 

lhe caseof France deserves especial attention. The replenishment of ber stock 
of silver can searcely be regarded as other than a temporary circumstance. Dur 
ing the last four years, out of a total of £76.000,000 of disposeble silver, France 
absorbed 235,500,000. The relief thereby given to the market must have been im 
mense. It is impossible to assume that it can be continued on the same scale. 
The natural inference to be drawn would be in the opposite direction. 

With regard to India and the East, hitherto the largest consumers of silver, so 


and it will 


siahes 


much must depend upon the prosperity of the populations, on the abundance of | 


the crops—in fact, on their powers of production—that it is impossible to make 
any forecast; and, as regards actual facts, no more con be stated than that on the 
one hand they have always possessed a very large power of absorbing bullion, 
while on the other that power has been diminished by the growth of the sums an 
nually payable by India to the home government 

The only facts in any calculations as to the future which are certain, and appear 
to be permanent, are the increased total production of silver and the effect caused 
by the necessity of the Indian government to draw annually fora heavy amount. 
Both are adverse to the future value of silver so far as they go, but they may be 
partially counterbalanced by changes in the trade with the East 

As regards Europe, much must depend upon the action taken by the governments 
of the various countries where the question of the currency to be adopted is still 
unsettled. Your committee have not considered it to be within the scope of the 
questions referred to them to make inquiry as to the intentions of these govern 
ments, though many references to their views will be found in the various official 
documents procurell for the committee by the foreign oflice. Your committee on 
this point would simply remark that it is obvious thatgif effect should be given 
to the policy of substituting gold for silver wherever it is feasible, and giving gold, 
for the sake of its advantages in international commerce, the preference even among 
populations whose habits and customs are in favor of silver, and thus displacing 
silver from the position (which it has always eceupied) of doing the work of the 
currency over at least 4s large an area as gold, no possible limits could be assigned 
to the further fall in its value, which would inevitably take place; but your com 
mittee are bound to refrain from giving any opinion on the expediency of such a 
poliey or the necessity for its adoption. 

In conclusion, your committee have to observe that, while they have endeavored 
to be as precise as possible in their statement of the facts which have been brought 
to their notice and to give an explicit answer to the questions referred to them, as 
to the causes of the present depreciation of silver, they consider that, in view of 
the many uncertain eiements to which they have pointed, and which necessarily 
enter into every calculation as to the future, they are not authorized to offer any 
turther opinion as to the probable course of the silver market beyond indicating 


as they have endeavored to do, the various circumstances which have to be taken 
into account. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to 
detain the House at this late bour of the afternoon, but as the com- 
plaint appears to be that by legislation of Congress the silver dollar 
was demonetized, and as the charge has been made by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that it was done surreptitiously and per- 
petrated an injustice and a fraud upon the people, I wish to say to 
the House that 1 have here in my hand the whole proceedings from 
the conception of the idea of the demonetization of the silver dollar 
down to the tinal consunimation in the law of 1873. 

In the report which was made by Mr. J. J. Knox, now the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, in 1870, with regard to the re-organization 
of the Mint and the draught of a bill which accompanied it, the 
silver dollar of 4124 grains was left entirely out. In the corres- 
pondence which took place between the Treasury Department and 
the officers of the Mint and scientific men all ever the country it 
was the almost unanimous conclusion of those learned men, who 
had bestowed attention on the subject, that the dollar of 4124 grains 
should be omitted. In the session of 1071, as has already been stated, 
my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLLey] offered a bill in 
which that dollar was not mentioned at all. It is No.5 of the first 
session of the Forty-second Congress. 

It was reported again by Mr. KELLEY on January 9, 1872 


de, 


with his 
recommendation that it do pass, and was debated by him and Potter, 
GARFIELD, HOLMAN, and others. On the next day the consideration 
of it was resumed and my colleague explained the bill and it was re- 
committed. It was reported back by Mr. Hooper as bill No. 1427 on 
the 9th of February, having in it asubsidiary dollar of 384 grains and 
divisions thereof but omitting the old dollar of 412} grains and pro- 
viding that no coins of gold, silver, or minor coinage other than those 
of the denominations, standards, and weights therein set forth should 
be coined. Mr. Hooper explained it in ten columns of the Globe, and 
stated specifically that the reason the dollar was reduced to 324 grains 
was that the silver dollar was worth one hundred and three cents in 
gold and was exported and we could not keep it here. My colleague, 
[Mr. Ke..ey, ] then chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, gave most substantial reasons for the omission of the 
old dollar, the sound policy of which I most heartily indorse, espe- 
cially his observations on the double standard. He said: 

I wish to ask the gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. Potter] if he knows of 
any government in the world which makes its subsidiary coinage of full value! 
The silver coin of Englan¢ is 10 per cent. below the value of gold coin. And act 


3s under the advice of the experts of this country, and of England and France 


of gold coin, and for this reason: itis unpossible to retain the double standard. The 
values of gold and silver continually fluctuate. Youcannot determine this year what 


and | 
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will be the relative values of gold and silver next year. They were 15 to 1 ashort 


time ago; they are 16 to 1 now 


Hence, all experience has oin which 


domestic 
in all 


nable at 


shown th 1{ you must have one standard 
shull be a legal tender for all others. and then vou may your 


convenience by having a subsidiary coinage of ‘si culate 
parts of your country as legal tender for a li redet 
its face value by che Government 

But I again call the attention of the House 
who oppose this bill insist upon maintaining 
cents more than the gold dollar 
dollars, and that so ioug as tl 
the country. 


promote 
iver which 
amount, and bx 


shall cir 


1ited 
Sil to the fact that the zentlemen 
iver dollar worth three and a half 
ven and a half cents more than two half 
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The debate occupied nearly forty columns of the Globe, so that 
there was no smuggling about it, but the attention was called to the 
change in the silver dollar and its reduction to a subsidiary coin. 
(See Globe, volume 89, pages 2504 to 2317.) 

Later in the session (May 27) Mr. Hooper reported a substitute (No. 
29.4) which, so far as the silver dollar was concerned, was precisely 
similar to the preceding ones, all of them ignoring the old dollar and 
restricting the legal tender of the subsidiary coins to $5. That bill 
was debated by Messrs. Hooper, Brooks, HOLMAN, Farnsworth, Sar- 
GENT, KERR, and MeNeely. 

Mr. MeNeely was a member of the Committee on Coinage, and 
said: 

As a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, having 


r care 
fully examined every section and line of this bill and generally well understand 


ing the subject before us, | am satistied that the bill ought to pass. 


It was thoroughly investigated by everybody who felt an interest 
in it, and passed, as has been stated, by a vote of 110 to 13. 
It was twenty-two times before the House and Senate, and occu 


| pied over thirty-nine columns of the Globe in its discussions. 
| 


In the preparation of the bill presented by the report of the Comp 
troller of the Currency, and it was a very able report; by the bill of 
Mr. KELLEY; by the bill of Mr. Hooper; by the substitute of Mr. 
Hooper—on every occasion that matter came up before the House of 
Representatives and before the Senate, that dollar of 4124 grains was 
omitted and its omission explained when the reason was demanded. 
In the bills presented by Mr. Hooper it was proposed to coin a dollar 
of 384 grains, as I said before, but that was eventually dropped out 
and the trade-dollar inserted in its stead. 

I therefore say, Mr. Speaker, it is due in justice to the memory of 
the dead and in justice to the living—it is due to my friend from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] not here to-day, that it should be stated 
on this floor that this bill, in the last session of Congress in which it 
was investigated, came before the Congress of the United States more 
than twenty times, and that the very question under discussion now 
was then explained by Mr. KELLEY and Mr. Hooper as fully as possi 
ble. It must be remembered that they stated very clearly the reason 
why it was that the dollar of 412} grains was omitted. It was ex 
plained in the Senate by Mr. SHerMAN and others, and the whole 
country had this matter under consideration for more thin two years, 
and at the end of that time came to the conclusion the silver dollar 
should be demonetized. I say, therefore, it is due to the memory of 
the dead—Mr. Hooper—and in justice to my living colleague who 
never does things surreptitiously, that this explanation should be 
made, that it was not done fraudulently, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] has said. And his remarks are an unjust aspersion 
upon the frankness and fairness of gentlemen formerly and now upon 
this floor. I trust he will reeall when he comes to look over the whole 
of the record in the Congressional Globe the charge he has made 
against upright and honorable men as fully and amply as he has 
made it. 

Now, in regard to the bill of the gentleman from Missouri, { Mr. 
BLAND, ] of which he has been speaking, I can imagine no legislation 
which this House can undertake that would be more disastrous to the 
interests of the country than the passage of that very bill. It would 
change the existing relations of debtor and creditor all over the coun- 
try. It would change every contract, public and private, in the land, 
whether written or verbal. And, more than that, it would be the 
most fatal blow which ever was struck at the credit of the nation. 
It is a proposition, in the first place, which would defraud the laborer 
of his wages, and it would give the bonanza silver miners four or five 
million dollars a year of additional profit on the product of their 
mines. It would take from the laboring-man 15 to 20 per cent. of his 
hard-earned daily wages and transfer it to the pockets of another. 

It would, besides that, as I said awhile ago, strike down the credit 
of the nation. And we have to remember that if this bill passes we 
say to the national creditor: ** We propose to pay you, principal and 
interest, at the rate of eighty-five cents on the dollar.” And I may 
remark that there are yet remaining nearly $1,000,000,000 of 6 per 
cents that we want to change into 5 per cents. But with this threat 
hanging over them, that we intend to repudiate the obligations of 
the Government to the extent of LD per cent., we will never be able 
to induce a bondholder to change another bond from a 6 per cent. to 
a 5 per cent. loan. 

There is another point to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House. The great plea that has been made about this matter is that 
we are entitled to pay in silver becanse at the time the contract was 
If that argument be good, I ask the 
House to remember this fact: that since 1573 we have had but one 
standard of currency, and that was the gold standard; and since that 
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time we have changed $300,000,000 nearly—I_ think $286,043,000 of 6 
per cents and $13,957,000 of the 5 per cents of 1°58 into the 5 per 
cent. loan. We have changed that amount of 6 per cents down to 5 
percents; and under the argument which they want to invoke, the 
principal and interest of those $300,000,000 of bonds must therefore 
be paid in gold; and yet by this bill it is provided that all the debts 
of the country, public and private, whatever they may have been, 
whenever they may have been contracted, shall be paid in what- 
ever currency the debtor may choose to impose upon the creditor. 
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And more than all it is intended to impose upon the people of | 


the country in their ordinary avocations of life a currency which is 
sixteen times as heavy and inconvenient as the one we have to-day. 
When a man has an obligation of a thousand dollars or more to pay 
he can now put the amount in gold in his pocket, if the debt be pay- 
able in gold, and carry it to his creditor. But if he has to pay it in 
silver he will have to carry the amount with him on a wheelbarrow 
ora wagon. It isa long step backward in financial economy. It 
therefore seems to me that this is to substitute fora convenient cur- 
rency a very inconvenient and cumbrous one. And it is at the same 
time saving tothe nations of the world that, “ Inasmuch as you have 
trusted us to reduce your loans from 6 per cent. to 5 per cent., we in- 
tend to shave another 1 per cent.off and pay you in depreciated silver.” 
The nation cannot afford to adopt such a policy; it would be ruinous 
in the end, 

{ Here the hammer fell.] 

Many members called for the regular order. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, how much of the hour is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kas- 
SON ] has five minutes of his time remaining, and the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Cox] tifteen minutes. 

Mr. KASSON. Iam not disposed to occupy any more time unless 
the gentleman from New York desires further debate. 

Mr. COX. I yield to my colleague, [Mr. Hewirt,] who desires to 
make a request of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask leave to print in the Recorp 
some remarks upon this question. 

Mr.MEADE, Task the same privilege for myself. [See Appendix.] 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. COX. Ido not propose myself to occupy any further time, but 
yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort,] after 
which I will call for a vote. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, but little can be said in two minutes. I 
would like more. Two hours would not be time enough in which to 
discuss the momentous question of restoring the legal-tender quality 
of the silver dollar. 

Mr. Speaker, my esteemed friend from Iowa, [ Mr. Kasson, ] at great 
length and detail, has just given the House what he claims is the 
legislative history of the repeal of that satisfactory law first enacted 
in the days of Alexander Hamilton and continued without complaint 
from the people till 1873, and under which silver in dollars had been 
honored in payment of all debts both public and private. 

Sir, I wish to remind my friend that with all his research he has not 
found, or at least if he has found he has not reported to the House, a 
single sentence, word, or syllable disclosing a purpose to repeal, 
change, or modify the laws relating to the legal tender of any coin; 
no word of debate, no printed bill, no report of any committee, nor 
no journal of the proceedings of either House. 

Sir, all that he states about this matter may be, and no doubt is, 
correct ; and yet it may likewise be true that no repealing clause was 
ever in any of the bills he mentions. Those were all bills relating to 
mines and mining, and to the coinage laws, and the mints of the 
United States. He has not shown that any of them contained the re- 
peatling clause as to the legal tender of the silver dollar. 

The bill that was passed was a long one, containing many sections 
about coinage and mints, and was reported by the chairman of the 
committee as a substitute, and was most likely not printed. 

Mr. ATKINS. Was the substitute read? 

Mr. FORT. And the substitute was not read. I charge it here 
until [am otherwise convinced that it is probable that at no time 
was the question ever discussed before the Senate or House ; and was 
passed in this House in less than twenty minutes after it was brought 
in, Without time or opportunity to learn its provisions. And I wish 
further to remind my friend that, no matter what he may claim as 
having happened here, the people were not consulted about the mat- 
ter. L would remind him that so far as I can learn not a single 
newspaper in the United States ever advocated any such measure. 
And if he knows of a single paper that ever hinted at such a thing 
I now pause for him to arise and name it. And I would further re- 
mind my friend that no public assemblage of the people ever so re- 
solved, and that no public speaker from the stump or elsewhere in 
this entire country ever advanced any such propesition; and if he 
knows of any such I now pause for him to mention the occasion. 

Ay, sir, the people never dreamed that such things were happening, 
that such a stupendous wrong was being done to them. 

Sir, no question involving so many millions of dollars to the country 
has been transformed into law since peace made the great war loans 
unnecessary. And yet, as I claim and believe, it was not openly and 
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Statutes were published. And for one I demand in the name of tho 
people L represent that the law shall first be re-instated as it was, and 
then it will be time to consider whether we should appoint a learned 
commission to consider the relative value of gold and silver. 

My respected friend from lowa [Mr. Kasson ] has sent to the Clerk’s 
desk to have spread upon the record a document prepared in Londop, 
as I understood him. Ido not care to take lessons in finance from 
such teachers just now. Their interests are not our interests. 

Mr. Speaker, I said the other day when I occupied the floor a few 
minutes upon this question that the history of the repeal of that ven- 
erable law handed down to us from the fathers might never be writ- 
ten, and some may wish that it never would be, 

I do not believe my friend from lowa [Mr. Kasson ]Jever did know 
anything about it except what he has stated here; but, sir, if the 
history of this repeal shall ever be fully written, I fear it will be 
found that a certain English gentleman, resident of London, was the 
author of the scheme. I know nothing about the matter of my own 
knowledge, and do not state it as a fact or in any way vouch for it, 
but am informed that this representative of our creditors in London 
came to Washington, spent the winter here, and was in close counsel 
with the author of this repeal, and in all probability he drew the 
section of the bill himself. The money lords of London commanded 
and we in bumility and in silence bowed low and obeyed. [Cries of 
“That isso!” “Good!’} 

Mr. KASSON. Who wasit? Who was the man? 

Mr. FORT. You will find out when the history is written. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. COX. The debate has taken a course not intended. Nobody 
intended to discuss the bill of the gentleman from Missouri in con- 
nection with this resolution. It does not necessarily follow that the 
resolution which I reforted should antagonize his proposition. 

This is a proposition looking to inquiry and information and re- 
port, and I trust that the vote will now be taken upon the adoption 
of the report of the Committee on Banking and Currency. [Loud 
cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!” 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays on agree- 
ing to the concurrent resolution. 

The questiog was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and on a 
division there were—ayes 15, noes 135. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the concurrent resolution ; 
and on a division there were—ayes 132, noes 31. 

So the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the concurrent 
resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. EDEN, (at seven o’clock and five min- 
utes p. m.,) the louse adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, memorials, and other papers were pre- 

sented at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 

sy Mr. LUTTRELL: Remonstrance of J.D. Stephenson and others, 
owners and ship-masters interested in coasters and the coasting trade 
of the Pacific coast, against the adoption of the amendments pro- 
posed to the United States shipping act of 1872 by House bill No. 
654, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a paper relating to the claim of Thomas J. Sherwood for 
amount paid by him for clerk hire while acting as postmaster at 
Marysville, California, to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Rénauld, Francois & Co. and others, against 
any increase of the duty on champagne wines, to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking that Con- 
gress take such steps as will secure the release of Edward O’Meagher 
Condon, confined in a British prison, to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of O. Streshley and several hundred other citi- 
zens of California, for the establishment of a post-route between Su- 
sanville and Dorris Bridge, Modoc County, California, to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of W.S. Powell and others, that the homestead laws 
be so amended as to secure persons in their titles who have purchased 
lands from soldiers who entered said lands under the provisions of 
the homestead laws, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of W. R. Wheaton, against the passage of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1760) relative to homestead. entries, to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, remonstrance of F. W. Watson .and 100 others, against the 
passage of the bill confirming title to the Albion Grant, Mendocino 
County, California, to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of John W. Dougherty, James M. 


| Roberts, and James ‘Il. Taylor, tor compensation for the schooner 
fully considered; and not over one in a thousand ever knew of the | Chesapeake Trader, lost while in the United States service, to the 
mischievous act until startled by its discovery when the Revised | Committee on War Claims. 
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IN SENATE. 
MonDAY, August 7, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 


Mr. MAXEY. 


Texas, in relation to the death of General Custer, whicliT ask may | 


be read and placed upon the journal of the Senate, as requested in 
the resolution. ° 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Joint resolution H. R. No. 395. 


Whereas General G. A. Custer has endeared himself to the people of the frontier 
of ‘'exas and elsewhere by his beld and dashing operations against the Indians ; 


and whereas the news of his late sudden death while in discharge of his dangerous | 


duties is received: Therefore, 


SEcTION |. Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Texas, That we tender | 
our sincere condolence to the family of the deceased and to the people of our suf- | 


fering frontier, and that the governor be requested to forward a copy of this joint 
resolution to our Senators and Members of Congress, with the request that the 
same be spread upon the Journals of Congress, and a copy of the same be for- 
warded to the family of the deceased. 

Approved July 2x, 1876. 

THE STaTe OF TEXAS, 
Department of State. 

I, A. W. De Berry, secretary of state for the State of Texas, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of the original enrolled H. J. R. No. 395 passed by 
the tifteenth Legislature of the State of Texas, and now on tile in this department 

In testimony whereof [have hereunto signed my name and atlixed the seal of 
State, at the city of Austin, this the Ist day of August, A. D. 1876. 

[SEAL] A. W. DE BERRY, 

Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 

and be printed, if there be no objection. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. KERNAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 994) to amend section 2931 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States so as to allow repayment by the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the tonnage tax where it has been exacted in con- 
travention of treaty provisions, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Louis Rose, asking compensation 
for the value of certain wharf property in San Diego, California, al- 
leged to have been taken possession of by the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1034) for the relief of Louis Rose. 

The bill was read and passed to the second reading, and the report 
was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 154) for the relief of Lonis Rose 





and other persons claiming title to lands within the lines of the mili- | 


tary reservation at San Diego, California, recommended its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 400) amendatory of the fifth section of the act 
of the 18th of May, 1872, making appropriations to supply deticien- 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, and for other 
purposes, reported adversely thereon ; and the bill was postponed in- 
detinitely. 


REDEMPTION OF TAX LANDS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 


whom was referred the amendment of the House of Representatives | 


to the bill (S. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of 


lands held by the United States under the several acts levying di- 
rect taxes, and for other purposes, to report it back to the Senate; | 
and, as the amendment is a mere pro forma amendment and the bill | 


has now passed both Houses and will take ouly the time of reading, 
I ask that it may be acted upon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, which was, in lines 3 and 4 of 
the bill, to strike out the words “within which lands held by the 
United States under the several acts levying direct taxes may be re- 
deemed” and in lieu thereof insert “limited for the redemption of 
direct-tax lands by the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the redemp- 
tion and sale of lands held by the United States under the several acts 
levying direct taxes, and for other purposes,’ approved June 8, 1872 ;” 
so as to read: 

That the time limited for the redemption of direct-tax lands by the act entitled 


“An act to provide for the redemption and sale of lands held by the United States 
under the several acts levying direct taxes, and for other purposes,” approved June 


8, 1872, be, and is hereby, extended to the Ist day of February, 1877; and all acts or | 


parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
there can be no objection to extending it further. 
we had was as to the amendment proposed by the House. 
examined it carefully and find that it is a mere formal, unimportant 
mnatter. 


| pressing upon me, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishouldlike to have the Senator state the ground 
of any further extension after so long a period of time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I suppose that in the condition of affairs in the 
Southern States cases have arisen where parties have not been able, 
from actual poverty, to redeem lands held by the Government, which 
were sold for taxes. The Government does not want the lands and 
does not want to deprive the people of their lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Government wants the money, the tax. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government wants the money. This bill 
authorizes these people when they can pay the tax and arrest the 
penalty, &c., to redeem the land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is for how long a period of time ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To the Ist of February next is all the extension, 
under this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope this will be the last time. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

WAR CLAIMS OF WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. DAVIS. On Friday morning last the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims (Mr. WriGHT] made an adverse report upon the bill 
(S. No, 403) to re-imburse the State of West Virginia for losses in- 
curred by reason of the destruction of its bridges, court-houses, school- 
honses, churches, turnpike-roads, and other public property by Fed- 
eral troops during the late war. After consultation with the Senator 
from Iowa, I move that the vote by which the bill was indetinitely 
—— be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed upon the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have no objection to that being done. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DAVID W. STOCKSTILL. 


Mr. THURMAN. The House of Representatives passed a bill (H. 
R. No, 1183) for the relief of David W. Stockstill, of Sidney, Ohio. It 
came to the Senate and was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and on the 2ist of last month was reported adversely. [ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate that that vote may be reconsidered, 
and that the bill, with the additional testimony that has just been 
furnished and that I hold in my hand, may be again referred to that 
committee. It can only be done by unanimous consent, two days 
having expired, and I hope it will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none. The bill will be 
recommitted, with the additional testimony. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 
I offer the following order: 


Mr. MAXEY. 


Ordered, That the Houston, Trinity and Tyler Railroad Company of Texas have 
leave to withdraw the petition and papers connected with their claim now on tile 
before the Committee on Claims 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
case? 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir. The case has not been acted upon, as I un 
derstand. The purpose is to get the papers out and systematize them. 
It is too late to do anything at this stage of the session. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to. 


Is there an adverse report in the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr 


Mr 


. WRIGHT. If there be no resolutions 
. EDMUNDS. I have a resolution. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to say one thing while I have the floor. I 
shall regard it as a very great personal favor, for reasons which I 
need not state at this time, if I can have the attention of the Senate 
this morning, after resolutions are through, to House bill No. 3359, 
known as the southern claims bill. I is a matter that is particularly 
I think we can dispose of it in twenty minutes, 
After the morning business is through, I shall ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill, if I can get the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought of introducing a resolution, but I will 
not do it if my friend from Iowa wants to get the floor, for it might 
lead to some debate. But I think my friend from Iowa ought not to 
take the floor every morning from us on special reports from his com- 
mittee. On the last occasion when I endeavored to get up the joint 
resolution about the monitor Tecumseh and the remains of the sailors 
there, the vessel being liable to be blown up at anytime by the claim- 
ants, I-was rather squeezed out by my friend from lowa, who inter- 
posed a bill a very good bill; and now he wants another passed. I 
want to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate, as soon as a quo- 
rum is present, which I do not believe exists at this moment, and I 
do not wish to do any business without a quorum, to take up that reso- 
lution. I give notice that I shall ask nnanimous consent, and if I 
cannot get it I think it will be my duty to try to secure the consent 
of a majority under the circumstances, because the loss of the day 
might result in suffering. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to state at this time, if my friend from 
Vermont will pardon me, that if he will allow me to take up the bill 


| to which I have referred I will give way and let him have the joint 
How often has the time been already extended ? | 
I do not know; either once or twice before; but | 
The only doubt | 
We have | 


resolution considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will be just as courteous as my friend. If he 
will allow me to get up the joint resolution and pass it, I will give 
way with the greatest satisfaction. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It dves not seem to me that there is anything like 
a quorum present. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I shallask a division when the Senator from Iowa 
makes his motion, and then we shall find ont how that fact is. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3359) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1271, and for other purposes. 

Phe question being put, there were on a division ayes 20. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to appeal once more to the Senate, 
it is all that I can do, not to take up this bill, to which I have no op- 
position so far as I know, until they can give us an opportunity to 
dispose of the matter of the wrecked monitor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will dispose of that as soon as we get through 
with the claims bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As soon as we get through with the claims bill 
then there will be something else. Ionly want to ask the Senate not 
to vote to take this bill up until after we take up the joint resolution. 

Mr. WEST. What is the joint resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The joint resolution I am seeking to get up and 
wish to have the Senate act upon is about the monitor Tecumseh that 
is in momentary danger of being blown to pieces and the remains of 
a hundred and fifty officers and sailors scattered over the bottom of 
Mobile Bay. The resolution is to prevent that, and the Senate ought 
to act npon it; but if the Senate chooses to go on with the other bill 
instead of doing this, my duty will be done. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ido not want to antagonize the business of the 
Senator from Vermont, and I will yield with the understanding that 
I can have my bill taken up when the Senate gets through with the 
joint resolution. I know it will take but a few moments, and rather 
than have any delay here I will waive for the present my motion 
with the understanding that my bill can be acted upon immediately 
after. 

THE WRECK OF THE TECUMSEH. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will submit the motion, and then the Chair can 
count the Senate, to take up the Tecumseh resolution. Ido not wish 
to do it unless the Chair sees there is a quorum. Ido not think we 
ought to act without a quorum, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (after a pause.) Thirty-six Senators 
are present, Which is a quorum, The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
(Il. R. No. 14") in reference to the wreck of the United States moni- 
tor Tecumseh. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution which was reported 
from the Commitee on the Judiciary, with an amendment to strike 
out the preamble and all after the enacting clause and to insert : 

Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to return and 
tender to the party claining to have purchased the United States monitor Tecum- 
ach the sum of fifty dollars, with interest at 6 per cent. added from August 7, 1873, 
to the day of the tender; said sum of fifty dollars being the sum paid by James E. 
ean ron what purported to be the sale of said monitor, then lying in Mobile 

miy 

sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, directed to assume 
the control and protection of said moniter, and he is authorized to dispose of the 
same to the party who paid said money or his assigns on just terms, providing in 
such disposition for the removal from said moniter and the proper burial of the re- 
mains of the persons carried down when she sank, such removal from the said 
monitor and burial to be under the protection and supervision of the Secretary of 
the Navy 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state that the Senator from Alabama 
[ Mr. SPENCER] is not present on whose objection the joint resolution 
went over four or five days or a week ago when I reported it; but 
we have all the facts, and in the state of public business I do not feel 
justified in letting it wait any further for him. He has made no 
further communication to me on the subject, but it is due to him to 
say, and I say publicly, here that I felt obliged to call it up now, 
whether he is present or not. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time, 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI ELECTION, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill No, 3359, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I rise to make a report from the special com- 
mittee on the late election in Mississippi. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, and having pro- 
ceeded for some time was interrupted by 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to inquire whether it is the special wish of 
any Senator here to have the report read and the time of the Senate 
takeu up? 

Mr. MORTON. I hope that the report will be read. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I trast that my friend will waive the reading and 
allow me to get up the claims bill, a bill that I have been yressing 
and for which I had the floor. There are several reasons why I am 
exceedingly anxious to have the bill out of the way. 


| 


AUGUST 7, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to further sus- 
pending the reading of the report? 

Mr. MORTON. 1 object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed, 

Mr. BAYARD. This report comes from the majority of the com- 
mittee. As a member of the committee I was made acquainted with 
the fact of the existence of this report at about a quarter cf eleven 
o'clock to-day, half an hour ago, when for the first time this paper 
was placed in my hand by the chairman in the committee-room. [| 
was notified at my residence this morning at ten o'clock that the com- 
mittee would make their report at half past ten to-day. I do not 
know whether it has been the custom of the Senate when a report is 
submitted unaccompanied by any bill or measure or based upon any 
matter before the Senate that it should be read at length. My reason 
for making this statement is that the views of the minority, which 
by intimation we were told it would be necessary for us to present, 
are in my hand and ready to be presented, but are necessarily imper- 
fect in this, that the testimony taken in the case some six weeks ago 
in Mississippi has not yet been printed ; and as it was the design of 
the two members who form the minority that we should not make a 
personal assertion of any fact, but sustain them by the sworn testi- 
mony of the witnesses, detailed in our presence, I had supposed that 
the evidence would be presented in order that it could be incorpo- 
rated as the basis of the report made. The withholding of the testi- 
mony has, however, rendered this impossible; and although the facts 
are firmly tixed in my memory, yet I do not wish to base any allega- 
tion upon my mere recollection, but produce the sworn language of 
the witnesses, I submit whether it would not be well to forego the 
reading of but one side of so grave a question as this until the other 
can also be presented in the same way, when for the presentation of 
that other side there has not*been yet the possibility of an opportu- 
nity. 

Therefore it is that I trust the reading of this report, which the 
minority have never vet had an opportunity to examine—I do not 
put it, however, on that ground—should be suspended until the views 
of the majority and the minority can be presented together. I may 
say, moreover, that there has been no laches on the part of the minor- 
ity, but we have proceeded just as fast and even in advance of the 
furnishing to them of the printed testimony in the case. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. What the honorable Senvtor from Delaware 
states is correct in regard to the testimony, and I may say that the 
majority of the committee anticipated a little the time when it was 
their purpose to present the report, under the expectation that Con- 
gress would soon adjourn. Idesire, what I think will be agreeable to 
the Senate, that the minority of the committee should have an op- 
a to present their report and have it read, if they desire to 
rave it read, or if any of their friends desire to have it read. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator desire to have his report read. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I have no desire about that. 

Mr. BAYARD. I only think that the whole story should go to- 
gether and that a fair opportunity should be given to me for the 
purpose of letting the minority views appear with his report and in 
reasonable time. I will state here to the Senate that I hold the 
proof-sheets with amendments made as far as the testimony printed 
would permit me to do it of what as I have already stated is ready 
to be presented to the Senate; but it is not yet in a condition to be 
read as the prepared report of the committee, which, as I say, none of 
the minority had any knowledge of the contents of until it was 
handed to me at quarter to eleven o'clock this morning. I submit 
therefore that the farther reading of this report be for the time being 
suspended until the views of the minority can also be prepared so as 
to be read, which I assure the Senate will not be long delayed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that his 
views may be read to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I can have proofs of our views returned by to- 
morrow, I shall have no objection. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. MORTON. I have no objection to its being postponed until 
to-morrow, but I want the report read. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. One remark I desire to make. I do not suppose 
the Senator from Delaware intended to have the Senate understand 
that there was anything unfair in the majority of the committee in 
regard to the submission of the report. 

ir. BAYARD. It was because I wished to acquit the Senate of 
that, that I do not want an unfair thing done now. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Certainly. I hope it will be agreed that the 
Senator from Delaware may complete his report and present it and 
have it read when it is finished. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then [ ask that the reading of this report be sus- 
pended until that can be done. Both should go before the country 
together. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Allow me to suggest the propriety of having this 
whole matter go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. I submit to the Senate whether it is usual on the 
occasion of a long report of this kind to have it read in full in the 
Senate, or whether it is not in almost all cases furnished to us in 
print that we may read it for ourselves. It is simply a question of 
time, and I think also a question of justice, to ask that both sides of 
the case shall be heard. 





1876. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. Suppose we let the reading of this go over until 
to-morrow? We can have it taken up to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing, it will go ever until to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. Now, Mr. President, I desire to present on behalf 
of myself and my colleague on the committee, the Senator from Indi- 
ana, | Mr. McDONALD, ] our views as the minority of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both will go over until to-morrow. 

PAYMENT OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS, 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move now that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 3359. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. No. 3359) making @p- | 


propriations for the payment of claims reported allowed by the com- 
missioners of claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871, and 
for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was 
after line 36 of section 1 to insert: 

Provided, That no payment be made to or on account of the said John M. Brown 


until settlement be made of any indebtedness due or owing from him to the United 
States. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I havean amendment at the close of the bill which 


will cover that, and therefore I ask that those words be stricken out. | 


The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was in line 215 
of section 1, to strike out “ Joy” and insert “ Ivy ;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

To William R. Ivy, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
The next amendment was in line 247 of section 1, to strike out “ Me- | 


Gahee” and insert “ McGehee;” so as to make the clause read: 

To Valentine M. McGehee, administrator, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 456 and 457 of section 
1, as follows: 

To David R. Godwin, $35,320 . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 457 of section 1 to insert: 

To Maria L. Haurut, $7,010. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out line 471 of section 1, as 
follows: 

To Maria L. Haurut, $7,010. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 495 and 496 of section | 


1, as follows: 
To Janetta Carter, widow of Armsted Carter, deceased, $1,275. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in tine 501 of section 1, to strike out | 


“nine” and insert “ three ;” so as to make the clause read : 

To Martha Crane, guardian of Anna R., Catharine M., and Clara Crane, heirs of 
Robert F. Crane, deceased, $1,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 540 of section 1, to strike out 
“Lina” and insert “ Sina;” so as to make the clause read: 

To Sina D. Nabors, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 621 of section 1, to strike out 

Broxton” and ingert “ Braxton ;” so as to make the clause read: 

To Braxton Lankford, 3150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 657 of section 1, to strike out 
“Woodward ” and insert “ Woodard;” so as to make the clause read : 

To James A. Woodard, $120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 677 of section 1, to strike out 
“Betsey” and insert “Betty ;” so as to make the clause read: 

To Betty Deese, $38. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 690 of section 1, to strike out 


“Strumpert ” and insert “Shumpert;” so as to make the clause read: | 


To Joseph Shumpert, $327. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 987 of section 1, after the word 
“Cooper” to insert “of P.;”-so as to make the clause read : 

To John Cooper of P., $473.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I trust there will be no objection to proceeding 
with and finishing this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How near done is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading is on page 48. 
are three pages yet to be read. 
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That being the general understand- | 
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Let it goon subject to a call for the regular or- 





Mr. EDMUNDS. 

| der at any moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro te npore, 
ceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was to 
strike out lines 1167 and 1168 of section 1, as follows: 

To Augustus and Frederick Schneider, $1,645 

Mr. WRIGHT. That 
be concurred in. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was in line 1172, after “ George A.,” to insert 
“James P.;” so as to read: 


The reading of the bill will pro- 


isa mistake. The amendment ought not to 


To Anne, George A., James P., and Jane F. Slight, heirs of Robert Slight, de 
| ceased, $980. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 1207, to insert the words “and 
three” after “ hundred; ” so as to read: 

To John Utz, $303. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 1228, to strike out “ Wise” 
insert “ Wire;” so as to read: 

To Peter Wire, $387. 


and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 2, to strike out “ Na- 
thaniel P. Harben” and insert “ David R. Godwin, Augustus and 
Frederick Schneider.” 

Mr. WRIGHT. That ought to be modified by leaving the 
ment as it is,except that the words “Augustus and Frederick 
der” onght not to be ineluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. WRIGHT. “David R. Godwin” 
be recommitted. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as agreed to in the modified form. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The second section ought to read: 


That the cases of Robert S. Lacey, Hampton N. Webb, William H. Brisby, David 
R. Godwin, and Robert Hoodenpyle be recommitted, &c. 


amend- 
Schnei- 
If there be no objection the amend- 
will remain as itis. It is to 


The amendment will be regarded 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, beginning in line 11, to 
strike out the following words: 

And the following proviso be inserted in line 35, page 2, after the word “cents :" 
Provided, That no payment be made to or on account of the said John M. Brown 
unfil settlement be made of any indebtedness lawfully and equitably due from him 
to the United States and evidenced by judgment duly recovered against him by 
the United States in any court of competent jurisdiction 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have three amendments to offer. I move to 
| amend by inserting between lines 1207 and 1208 of section 1 the fol- 
| lowing: 

To Gilbert Vanderwerken, $16,414.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I offer the following amendment: Insert between 
lines 308 and 309 of section 1: 

To John Campbell, administrator of the estate of Stephen S. Springer, deceased, 
$9,225. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I offer the following as a third section to the bill : 

Sec. 3. That before paying any person in this act named the sum herein appro 
priated to him, it shall be the duty of the pone accounting oflicers of the Treasury 
| te ascertain whether such person is indebted or in arrears in any manner to the 
| United States, and there shall be paid to such person only such part of the sum in 
this act appropriated to him as is in excess of such liability or indebtedness. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SPENCER. I move to amend the bill on page 2, after line 37, 
by inserting : 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall deduct from the amount di 
rected to be paid to John M. Brown the sam of 36,339.80, being the balance of principal 
| due the United States on a certain judgment obtained in the United States cirenit 
courtof Alabama on the l7thday ot April, 1867, against said Brown for $7,253.40, as 
surety for C. M. Godbold, late United States marshal, and upon which there has 
been paid the sum of $1,914, the net proceeds of sale of land under execution issued 
on said judgement; and there shall be deducted further all costs due on said judg 
ment, and no further deduction than said balance of principal and costs shall be made 
from said amount by the Secretary of the Treasury on account of indebtedness of 
said Brown to the United States 


Mr. WRIGHT. I suggest whether that amendment would be in 
order. There has been no reference of it to the committee; and this 
is in the nature of an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This does not increase the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have no wish to take uptime. I will only say 
that that whole subject was considered by the committee, and we 
have a general provision instructing the accounting officers what to 
do when they come to pay this money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does it cover the deduction of what is due to the 


| United States. 
There | 


Mr. WRIGHT. 


Yes, sir; that whole subject is covered by an amend- 
ment | offered. 


I trust this matter will not be taken up now. 
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Mr. WEST. I ask for the reading of the general provision as of- 
fered by the committee as an amendment to the bill requiring the 
accounting officers to withhold the payment when an individual is 
indebted to the United States. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment offered as section 3. 

Mr. SPENCER. Ido not think that covers the case. The object 
of my amendment is to deduct a judgment. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama why, 
when there is a general provision for deducting all sums due to the 
United States, there should be a special one to deduct so much and 
no more from one? 

Mr. SPENCER. I will explain to the Senator from New York the 
reason Why I offered the amendment. It is the understanding and 
belief that the United States charges interest but will not allow in- 
terest. The object of stating this specifically is that the United States 
shall have interest and that the claimant also shall have interest on 
this claim. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Let us have the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to say that, so far as I am concerned, 

*and it may be so far as other members are concerned, we have no evi- 
dence before us of any such judgment as is referred to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. This very name was considered by the committee, 
and rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the general provision is ample. 

Mr. WRIGHT, Ithink se. Let us have the vote, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
meuts made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa whether the 
bill as it now stands amended covers only those claims which were 
recommended by the commission ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Only those claims, nothing beyond those ; and some 
of them are recommitted for reconsideration, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PRINTING INVESTIGATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is the reso- 
lution to print extra copies of the President’s message and accompa- 
nying documents in regard to the massacre at Hamburgh, South 
Carolina. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it, if there 
be no objection. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was read: | 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Coaqress axsembled, That 
to enable the Joint Committee on Public Printing to carryout the provisions of the 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government ap- 
proved July 31, 1676, directing an inquiry into the question of the public printing, 
it is authorized to send for 


and to administer oaths; and the expenses of such examination shall be paid from 


xersens and papers, to employ and examine experts, | 


the contingent fand of the two Llouses, one half from each House, to be paid upon | 


the certiticates of the chairmen of the two Houses respectively. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether he had not better give authority to employ a stenographer 
if it becomes necessary. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; put in that amendment— 

Aud to employ a stenographer. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator that he had better make that 

. resolution a bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well; let it be put in the form of a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so changed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A concurrent resolution would do. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But it makes an appropriation out of the contin- 
gent fund. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can make an appropriation out of the con- 
tingent fund without a law. 

Mr. DAWES. A concurrent resolution would not answer. It would 
require a law to take the contingent fund of the two Houses. I re- 
ported a bill from the Committee on Contingent Expenses the other 
day to meet precisely such a case in regard to the Chinese Immigra- 
tion Committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make no objection at all. 

Mr. DAWES. The contingent fund of the Senate seems to be 
guarded a little differently from that of the House, and it has been 
found by experience that in several instances investigations of this 
kind have been balked. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can see the point the Senator makes. 

The bill (S. No. 1035) to provide for paying the expenses of the 
Joint Committee on Printing in making an inquiry in relation to the 
ao printing was read twice and considered as in Committe of the 

ole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Let the bill on its third reading be read in full 
as it will stand. 


AvGUsT 7, 





The bill was read the third time at length, as follows: 


That to enable the Joint Committee on Public Printing to carry out the provis 
ions of the act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern 
ment approved July 31, 1-76, directing an inquiry into the questions of the public 
printing, the said joint committee is authorized to send for persons and papers, to 
employ and examine experts, to administer oaths, and to employ a sty hograpber 
and the expenses of such examination shall be paid from t contingent fund of 
the two Llouses, one-half from each House, to be paid upon the certificates of the 
chairmen of the two Houses respectively. 


Mr. DAWES. It occurs to me to make an inquiry in this con- 
nection. The Senate will recollect that two or three of these com- 
missions in reference to salaries are in existing bills which have 
passed, one in reference to the Army and one in regard to one other 
subject. How are they going to be - unless a bill is passed in 
reference to each one or all put in one 

Mr. LOGAN. In the Army bill we appropriated for that commis- 
sion. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well; I was not aware of that. 

The bill was passed. 


OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I called attention the other day to 
what seemed to me a defect in the sundry civil bill, with regard to the 
office of Congressional Printer, and I thought that it abolished an 
oflice which did not exist and left the Congressione] Printer still in 
ottice; but the Committee on Appropriations, to which the matter 
was referred, reported that the law of this year was in conformity 
and in consistency with the law of 1874, which reads in the eighteentl 
volume of the statutes : 

Provided, That so much of the act entitled ‘An act providing for the election of 
Congressional Printer,” approved February 22, 1867, as provides for the election of 
such officer by the Senate, and provides that such officer shall be deemed an oflicer 
of the Senate, shall cease and determive and become of no effect from and after the 
date of the first vacancy occurring in said office ; that the title of said officer shall 
hereafter be Pubhe Printer, and he shall be deemed an otlicer of the United States, 


and said office shall be tilled by appointment by the President, by and with the ad 
vice and consent of the Senate. 


This proviso provides that “ hereafter’— that is, from the date of 
the approval of this act—* the title of said officer shall be Public 
Printer.” The title of the office has been Congressional Printer; he 
has been recognized as such by all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment; and upon examining the roll in the State Department it ap- 
pears that the word “hereafter” should be “thereafter,” and it is 
in the roll “thereafter.” The print of volume Is of the Revised 
Statutes is not a copy of the roll. Leall the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to that fact, but I do not suppose it is nec- 
essary to make a formal reference of the matter. It seems to me that 
the office of Public Printer or Congressional Printer is in a very siu- 
gular quandary. 

Mr. DAWES. How about that vacancy? 

Mr. ANTHONY. A vacancy was created by the act which has just 
passed. 

Mr. DAWES. The act just passed put an end to the office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all right now. A vacancy has occurred and 
the officer is now called Public Printer. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not know that I understand the Senator from 
Rhode Island distinctly. Did he say the roll had the word “ there- 
after” instead of “ hereafter ?” 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. The report of the Committee on Appropriations 
was based on the language of the statute, and did not go back to an 
examination of the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The language of the statute is inconsistent with 
itself, and that prompted an examination of the roll, because, if the 
word “ hereafter” was the proper word in the statute, then the oflice 
of Congressional Printer ceased two years ago. 

Mr. LOGAN. I eall for the regular order. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is before 
the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the Ilouse had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
4064) to repeal the resumption-day clause in the resumption act of 
1875; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of Osage 
ceded lands in Kansas to actual settlers. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution for the appointment of a commission consisting of 
three Senators, three members of the House of Representatives, and 
experts not exceeding three in number, to inquire into the change 
which has taken place in the relative value of gold and silver, the 
policy of the restoration of the double standard in this country, the 
wlicy of continuing legal-tender notes concurrently with the metal- 
ic standards, &c., and the best means of providing for facilitating 
the resumption of specie payments. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; an 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 


ro tempore of the 
they were there- 
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A bill (S. No. 413) establishing the port of Saint Paul, Minnesota, | Catholics of the country were taxed, and we know that in the same 


as a port of appraisal; and 
A bill (S. No. 856) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas H. 
Williams, of Maryland. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill that has just come 
from the House referred and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pfo tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
No, 4064) to repeal the resumption-day clause in the resumption act 
of 1875; and it was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. § Lask that that bill be read at length. 

The bill was read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOGY. I move that the concurrent resolution of the House 
also be referred and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring.) That a commis 
sion is hereby authorized and constituted to consist of three Senators, to be ap- 
pointed by the Senate, three members of the Ilouse of Representatives, to be ap- 
winted by the Speaker, and experts, not exceeding three in number, to be selected 
yy and associated with them, with authority to determine the time and place of 
meeting, and to take evidence ; and whose duty it shall be to ing uire— 

First, into the change which has taken place in the relative value of gold and 
silver; the causes thereof; whether permancut or otherwise; the effects thereof 


upon trade, commerce, finance, and productive interests of the country, and upon 
the standard value in this and foreign countries ; 


second, into the policy of the restoration of the double standard in this country, | I 


and, if restored, what the legal relation between the two coins, silver and gold, 
should be; 

Third, into vhe policy of continuing legal-tender notes concurrently with the me- 
tallic standards, and the effects thereof upon the labor, industries, and wealth of 
the country ; and 


Fourth, into the policy and best means of providing for facilitating the resump- 
tion of specie payments. 


And said commission is authorized to aw astenographer, and shall report on 
or before the 15th day of January, ix77, with the evidence taken by them and such 
recommendations for legislation as they may deem proper. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 
THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish to have the concurrent resolution 
of the House in reference to the sixteenth amendment referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary, and in making that motion I want to | 


say one word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to a call for the regular order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. The people of this country are sincerely 
and profoundly in earnest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will allow it to be read at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; and it was read twice, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of Americe 
in Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein,) That the fol- 


lowing be proposed to the several Statesof the Union as an amendment to the Con- | 


stitution, namely : 
ARTICLE XVI. 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion or prohib- 
iting the free exercise thereof; and no money raised by taxation in any State for 
the ouoems of public schools, or derived from any public tund therefor, or any 
public lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious sect 
or denomination ; nor shall any moneys so raised or lands so devoted be divided 
between religious sects or denominations. This article shall not vest, enlarge, or 
diminish legislative power in the Congress. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the people of our country 
are seriously and profoundly in earnest on this subject. This amend- 
ment, as the Senate will see, prohibits the appropriation of any school 
funds to any school that is under control of any sect or denomina- 
tion, and prohibits the division of such fund among different denom- 
inations. So far it is very well asa pronunciamiento; but suppose that 
a State for the purpose of propitiating some religious denomination 
does make an appropriation in violation of this amendment, what are 
we to do about it? The amendment is a mere brutum fulmen; it has 
no sanction and there is no one to enforceit. If the power was given 
to Congress by legislation to enforce the amendment, we could make 
it a high crime for any officer to pay or for any one to receive the 
money, or we could by legislation appoint some official, possibly the 
Attorney-General of the United States, whose duty it should be to 
bring the violation to the attention of the courts. The only remedy 
now under the amendment, and I donot know whether that could be 
without further legislation, would be for a tax-payer to seek the 
courts and after the money had been paid and spent, and after tedi- 
ous years perhaps the tax-payer might recover his contribution to 
that fund. Therefore it seems to me that another section should be 
added giving Congress the power to enforce this amendment. 

But there is a more serious objection to the amendment than that 
Ihave noticed. The amendment only applies to a school fund and 
prohibits its being appropriated to schools under denominational con- 
trol. There is not a word in the amendment that prohibits public 
money from being appropriated to theological seminaries, to reforma- 


and many kindred purposes. We know that in one State within a 
decade $1,200,000 was voted Protestant institutions for which the 








period several millions of dollars were voted to Catholic institutions 
for which Protestants were taxed. 


Besides, sir, even in reference to schools this amendment orly pro- 


| hibits appropriating the school fund to denominational schools. It 


does not by any means forbid appropriations from the Treasury geu- 
erally even to denominational schools, , 

I call the attention of the Senate thus briefly to this subject. 

The amendment should cover the whole subject. | propose .a sub- 
stitute to be referred to the committee with the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's substitute will be 
read. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator before the substitute is read 
to allow the Secretary to read again the latter part of the amend- 
ment. I refer to the words as to “ moneys so raised.” Let the Sec- 
retary read that clause again. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Nor shall any moneys so raised or lands so devoted be divided between religious 
sects or denominations. 

Mr. CONKLING. The words “so raised,” as I understand, refer to 
money raised for school purposes by taxation and to lands deveted in 
the same way, and to nothing else. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
yoses a substitute. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. 
New Jersey — 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me a mo- 
ment? IL wish to go to a conference committee and I want to sub- 
mit a substitute for this. I will make no remarks, but have a sub- 
stitute that I desire to offer. 

Mr. CONKLING. The substitute of the Senator from New Jersey 
has not been read. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN ] will first be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ArrTicLe XVI 

Section 1. No State shall make any law respecting the establishment of religion 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; and no public property and no money 
raised by taxation in any State, Territory, or District, or derived from public lands, 
or other public source, shall be appropriated to auy school, educational, or other in 
stitution that is under the control of any religious sect or denomination; and no 
such appropriation shall be made to any religions sect or denomination or to promote 


its interests; nor shall any public money, land, or property be divided betw4on 
religious sects or denominations 

Sec. 2 The Congress shall have power to enforce by appropriate legislation the 
provisions of this article. 


Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute proposed by the Sena- 
tor from California will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ArticLe XVI. 

Section 1. There shall be maintained in each State and Territory a system of free 
common schools ; but neither the United States nor any State, or Territory, county, 
or municipal corporation shall aid in the sapport of any school wherein the peculiar 
tenets of any religious denomination shall be taught. 

Sec. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce by appropriate legislation the 
provisions of this article. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
New Jersey that the people are in earnest on this question; but who- 
ever may be the father of the provision contained in this joint reso- 
lution and proposed to be made a part of the Constitution, if he really 
meant to meet the evil, I do not think he ought to be at all proud of 
his offspring. The defects in the resolution have not been fully 
pointed out, and I will proceed to read the resolution as it passed the 
House and is sent here, and it will be seen that there is a defect in 
it to which the attention of the Senate has not yet beeu called: 

No State shall make any law respecting the establishment of religion or prohibit- 
ing the free exercise thereof — 

Thus far it is simply imposing on the States what the Constitution 
already imposes on the United States, and that is all correet— 
and no money raised by taxation in any State— 


For what purpose, now? I call attention to the limitation— 


no money raised by taxation in any State for the support of public schools, or de- 
rived from any public fund therefor— 


That is, a public fund for public schools— 
nor any public lands devoted thereto— 
That is devoted to public schools— 


shall «ever be under the control of any religious sect; nor shall any moneys 80 raised 
or lands so devoted— 


Limited all the way to the public schools— 
be divided among religious sects or denominations. 

It simply prohibits, after a fund has been raised for public schools 
or after lands have been devoted to public-school purposes, the diver- 
sion of that fund or those lands to sectarian schools or for the benetit 
of churches. That is all it does, Theological schools, schools where 


| any particular system of religion is tanght, are not the public schools ; 
tories, to monasteries, to nunneries, to houses of the Good Shepherd, | 


and there is no prohibition there upon the States raising any amount 
of money or devoting any amount of public lands to the support of 
private schools for instruction in the religion of any sect. 
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This resolution, then, prohibits the States from committing the | Mr. BOUTWELL. Is that pending? 


wrong when it is attempted indirectly, but leaves the States full power | 
to commit the same wrong whenever they choose to do it directly, | 
‘There is the defect of this resolution and that is the main defect. 
But there is another defect. It simply prohibits the States from do- | 
ing these things; it does not prohibit the United States; and under 
the Constitution of the United States, as it now stands, it is entirely 
competent to devote lands or impose taxes and appropriate money 
for sectarian purposes, The amendment, therefore, which should be 
submitted to meet this entire evil onght to cover the whole ground : 
it onght to prohibit the Federal Government, as well as the State 
governments, from doing anything of this kind. I prepared on Sat- 
urday last a substitute which L propose to offer and bave sent to the 
committee, which covers the entire ground. It is true I have said | 
nothing in it prohibiting a division, because the language used pro- 
hibiting an appropriation or donation for any such purpose covers 
this ground and would prevent a division if it were raised for public- 
school purposes; it would prevent a diversion, and as I may wish to 
make a remark or two on this as I proceed T will read the substitute, 
The first clause is the same as that which passed the House. 





No Stete shall make any law respecting the establishment of religion or prohibit- 
ing the free exertise thereof— 


Now follows the distinctive changes— 


nor shall Congress nor any State raise by taxation, donate, or appropriate any 


money or property for the support of any church or religious society, nor for the 
support or in aid of any theological school or seminary, or of any school or seminary 
teaching the peculiar religious doctrines or subject in any respect to the control or 
direction of any church, religious society, sect, or denomination. And no special | 
or denominational system of religion or religious belief shall in any State or Terri- 
tory or in the District of Columbia constitute any part of the course of study or in- | 
struction in any school or institution of learning supported wholly or in part by 
taxation or by the donation of any money or property by any State or by the United 


States 

This substitute, as I have said, covers the entire ground. It takes 
up the poisonous tree by the root, while the resolution seut us by the 
House cuts off but a minor and unimportant branch. 1 will send the 
substitute to the Chair and ask to have it referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary with the resolution of the House. ’ 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to express my surprise at the reading of this 
resolution as it has come tous, It is very clear that you can drive 
an omnibus throngh it. All it provides is that a fund raised for the 
benefit of the public schools, already dedicated and set apart for that 
purpose, cannot be diverted to a sectarian school; but it*does not 
pryhibit a State from appropriating money out of its general treasury 
that was not raised for school purposes for the support of sectarian 
schools ; and it does not prevent a State from levying an original tax 
for the support of sectarian schools. It simply protects a school fund 
raised as a general school fund dedicated for that purpose from be- 
ing afterward diverted to sectarian schools, and leaves every State 
free to make an appropriation out of the general treasury, out of 
moneys raised for at purposes, to the support of sectarian schools or 
even to create a special tax for that purpose. It is competent, there- 
fore, for any State to appropriate money out of the general treasury 
of that State for the support of Catholic schools or Protestant schools, 
or to levy a tax directly upon the people for that purpose. This 
amendment would not interfere with any legislation of that kind. I 
hope it will be properly amended and sent back to the other House 
in time to be passed, so that it may go before the States next winter. 

Mr. LOGAN. Teall for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with the proposed amend- 
ments, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not wish to discuss this matter—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I withdraw the call for a moment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not wish to discuss the resolution at all. 
1 do not think this is the proper time to discuss it. Ihave no ques- 
tion that the object was to remove the fear which had been raised as 
a bugaboo throughout the country for political purposes. The ob- 
jections here raised I regard as captious and not of substance. Let 
the resolution go to the committee, and if it needs amendment let it 
be amended; but I do not believe that the criticisms which have been 
made here have any very good effect. The object of the resolution 
was to meet what was considered a defect and which has engendered 
a good deal of political discussion, and it has met that question fairly 
as the House has sent it here. If the Senate choose to adopt it, well 
and good. If they do not choose to adopt it, let them say so. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, With the various amendments proposed. 


THE HAMBURGH RIOTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is before the Sen- 
ate, being the unfinished business of Saturday last, which is the reso- 
lution to print 10,000 copies of the President’s message and accom- 
panying document in relation to the massacre at Hamburgh. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I desire to give notice that, if there is no other 
business more important or pressing, I purpose after the usual morn- 
ing business to-morrow morning to call up for consideration the House 
bill to perfect the revision of laws. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I suppose the Senator will not interfere with the 
disposition of the post-route bill ? 


Mr. HAMLIN. No, not pending; but it was laid on the table with 
the understanding that it should come up after we got through with 
this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, before I begin on what I was 
speaking about on Saturday, I wish to say, although I did not have 
the opportunity readi:y when the matter last before the Senate was 
disposed of, that it seems perfectly obvious from what has been stated 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CurisTiaNcy] and the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] that the proposition that 
has come over to us is perfectly illusory as it stands, clearly and ab- 
solutely so. Whether that arose from a want of due consideration 
or from a want of disposition to go further than the House has gone, 
of course is left to conjecture. The presumption must be that the 
lLouse has carefully considered the proposition, and this is all that it 
desires to do on the subject. However, that is merely in reference to 
what has taken place, and I do not care to enlarge upon it now. 

When we left off on Saturday evening, Mr. President, we had been 
drawn, legitimately I admit, into a consideration of the state of affairs 
in the States not longsince in rebellion. We had been drawn into it 
by « persistent and filibustering (if I may use such a phrase) opposi- 
tion to taking up and acting upon a simple resolution, such as passes 
twenty times in every session with universal approbation, to print an 
extra number of copies of a public document affecting the public con- 
cern, the expense of which I am told by my friend at my right [ Mr. 
ANTHONY] would be less than $300. It was said in opposition to it 
thatit was an electioneering document, designed for political purposes. 
Mr. President, in this Republic every document that affects the welfare 
and interest of the people is and ought to be a political and elec- 
tioneering document, because the essential idea of a Republic is that 
the people, every one of them, are entitled to know what the Govern- 
ment proposes to do, and is doing, and how public affairs are carried 
on, and what is “the state of the Union,” as in another branch the 
phrase is, where they have a Committee of the Whole on that sub- 
jectall thetime. But,as I bave said, this simple proposition to print 
an extra number for dissemination among the people, for their infor- 
mation, of a message of the President of the United States on a sub- 
ject of public concern respecting an occurrence that Senators who 
have resorted to expedients to prevent its being acted upon say there 
are no words sufficient to characterize the shocking atrocity and wick- 
edness of, is yet attempted to be “whistled down the wind” as a po- 
litical and electioneering document. Are the gentlemen who oppose 
this proposition afraid that the intelligent people of the United States 
will find out the truth? Or, if these official documents do not con- 
tain the truth, are they afraid that the truth cannot be made known 
to them? Ithink that is a very extraordinary proposition to advance 
in this body. But ont of it we have been drawn naturally and nec- 
essarily into a consideration of the condition of public affairs in the 
States lately in rebellion. 

When I stopped on Saturday I was proceeding to show, not by any 
assertion of mine, but by the solemn official action of that revolu- 
tionary proceeding that inaugurated what they call a new constitu- 
tion in the State of Texas, carried on by those who had been in the 
rebellion and in opposition to those who had resisted it, that one of 
the chief safeguards of republican liberty in that State,a public system 
of free education, had been substantially overthrown; and that, al- 
though on the solemn faith of keeping the provision of the old con- 
stitution that rebellious State was restored to the Union; not by that 
general faith that in admitting new States is considered to be under- 
stood and implied that they will hold on to the essential principles of 
the constitution we agree they may come in on; but on a special and 
particular provision in the act of Congress which authorized this re- 
construction that the State of Texas should never alter these provis- 
ions for this free security and maintenance of public schools. I am 
not giving the very words, but the substance, and I am sure I do not 
overstate it. The reconstructed State of Texas by an ordinance of 
its convention agreed to that and pledged the honor—for little else 
could be pledged, for there is nothing between honor and force on 
such a question—pledged the honor of the reconstructed State of 
Texas that they would stand to this provision they had adopted about 
public schools as one of the most beneficent, wholesome, productive 
of all the force that could be put into operation in that State for its 
regeneration and improvement. And yet we find them on the first 
occasion when the democracy, as it is called, which of course in that 
country is merely another name for re-organized rebellion—the mo- 
ment the democracy in that State by right or wrong gain possession 
of power, they resort to revolutionary and unconstitutional methods 
to repudiate this very provision to which their plighted faith was 
pledged. 

But my honorable friend from Texas, [Mr. MAXEY, ] who I am sure 
would not wish himself to do a thing of that kind, says that after 
all the new constitution is sufficiently effective, although the old one 
required a quarter of the general revenues of the State to be appro- 

riated to public schools and the new constitution absolves the Legis- 
ature from any duty to appropriate a dollar; they need give nothing 
at all now, whereas before they were to give a quarter; and he says 
that this is still an efficient and good system. Upon that point I wish 
to read from the report of the superintendent of public instruction 
of the State of Texas for the scholastic year ending the 31st of August, 
1875. All of his report is very suggestive and very instructive, but 





1876. 


I can only in the condensed way inwhich I wish to treat this subject 
refer to a few paragraphs. He says on page 25: 

[he honorable fourteenth Legislature failed to make an appropriation for the 
payment of county superintendents and school directors for the scholastic year 
ending August 31, 1876. 

The law of Texas, as I understand, required that these public offi- 
cers, Who had the whole management of the public-school system in 
eeneral under the State and in particular in the varions localities, 
were entitled to certain salaries, modest and small, as will be seen by 
the context; and yet the democratie Legislature of the State of Texas 
the moment it got into power failed to make any appropriation at all 
tw pay them the small stipend or to enable them to carry on the per- 
formance of their duties, much as in another quarter at this present 
time, it is said—I cannot allude to it otherwise—that a democratic 
body, full of reform and good works, proposes not to carry on this 
Government unless a good many laws shall be changed to suit their 
notions. He continues to say: 

It becomes my duty to call attention to the justice of making an appropriation at 
an early day to satisfy this class of claims. 

Under the law, school directors are allowed compensation at the rate of 34 per day 


for the time actually employed as directors, provided such employment does not 
exceed ten days in any one year. 


That is $40 apiece salary for the whole year. 
The county superintendent, in addition to his service as president of the board 
of school directors, is entitled to $1 per day for the time employedas county super 


intendent, provided the time employed in the duties of his office shall not exceed 
thirty days in one scholastic year. 


That would be $120 a year for him, 


An estimate based upon the presumption that the five directors and the county 
superintendent for each of the one hundred and thirty-nine counties known to have 
maintained public school organizations served the full time authorized by law, 
would give the amount of deticiency appropnation required to meet their claims 
as follows: 

Deticiency appropriation necessary to pay directors 
Deticiency appropriation necessary to pay superintendents. 


DOOR. seccdveceviescssncascesecics pWiddisqeddhbtatankens cebeanchivwer 


16, 680 00 


This small sum to pay the stipends of $40 at the utmost in one case | 


and $120 in the other of the very men under whose charge and con- 
trol this work must go on, the first glorious democratic Legislature of 
Texas declined to appropriate. They felt it to be their authority 
under the constitution not to carry out their existing laws, in the face 


of the plighted faith of that State that its constitution and the laws | 


made under it in respect to public schools should be faithfully car- 
ried out and executed. Now he goes on to say: 

Prior to March 15, 1875, the trustees of the several school districts were author- 
ized toopen schools and contract with teachers to conduct the schools for four 
months in the year. 

Not a very heavy proportion of time, everybody will agree; there 
was nothing extravagant about that. 

The amount of salary was not limited by law, but left to the discretion of the 
school trustees. 

Boards of school directors, under the law in force prior to the date above men- 
tioned, were empowered to levy such deticiency tax as might be necessary to meet 
the liabilities thus created by the trustees. 

Prior to the time, however, when the boards of school directors had levied the 
tax to meet the liabilities, the public schools had, in general, been tanght for the 
time reyuired by law, and warrants had been issued, payable out of the school tax 
when the same might be levied and collected. 

That is to say, they had got the school-teachers to go it on tick in 
order to give them the public schools, and would have the tax as- 
sessed afterward. 


On the 15th of March, 1875, the Legislature passed a law limiting the power of 


the boards of school directors, to the extent that under no circumstances atter said | 


date could they levy a tax greater than } of 1 per cent. in any school district, tor 
the payment of teachers, in any scholastic year. 


By which little democratic performance the school-teachers were 
left without their pay. 

The passage of this law, therefore— 

He says— 
deprived the directors of the power to provide for the payment of liabilities cre- 
ated under the law. 

It will be seen that in the counties reporting there appears to be owing to the 
teachers for the scholastic year ending August 31, 1#75, the sum of 850,598. These 
debts are local debts due from the school districts to the teachers; and, unless the 
Legislature make some pa for the payment of these liabilities in the dis- 
tricts by a special tax, the teachers who earved their salaries under one law are 
deprived of their only resource for pay by an amendment to the law made after the 
service was performed in good faith. 

_ In view of the fact that a large number of the counties of the State are interested 
in the settlement of these just claims, it is respectfully suggested that a general 


law be passed authorizing such oflicers as may be designated by law to levy a spe- 
cial tax to meet these deficiencies. 


Whether that was done after this act of repudiation, I do not know. 
I hope that a returning sense of justice induced that Legislature to 
do it. Now he speaks on the subject to which we more particularly 
referred on Saturday. 
z FUTURE PUBLIC-SCHOOL POLICY. 
Taking it for granted that the proposed constitution for the State— 


The one now adopted and in fact in force, whether by law or 
not— 


framed by the constitutional convention that assembled at the capital September 
6, In75,. and submitted to the people for adoption or rejection on the lth of Feb 
ruary, 1876, will be ratified’ 1 deem it unnecessary to make any recommendations as 
to future legislation upon this subject, since— 
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Now mark what he says, Mr. President — 


} Since 


by the terms of the p rt 
ble to establish and maintain 


sel constitution 


it is for the present impractica- 


reneral system of public free schools 


I was almost prophetic when I stated on Saturday that it appeared 
| to me from that constitution, or the little that I could understand of 
it, that it had been so changed with certain lands as a fund that any 
present maintenance of public schools for anything that that consti- 
tution required to be done was totally out of the question, and I tind 
| that fortified and proved by the report of this gentleman officially 
made that under the new constitution— 
it is for the present impracticable to establish and maintain any general system 
| of public free schools. 
‘The best that can be done under the circumstances is for the State to aid private 
educational enterprise to the extent of the means authorized to be expended 


ior 
gratuitous instruction by the terms of the proposed constitution, by providing that 


a certain proportion of the scholastic population may be instructed in private schools 
at the expense of the State. 

Then he goes on to recommend that the only way to dispose of these 
publie lands will be by selling them in very large bodies to individual 
capitalists and speculators as the only way of getting rid of them at 
all in order to get any money to do anything with. He says in con 
clusion, which is perhaps something of an indication of the state of 
public opinion in the State of Texas on this subject of free schools 

To such of the people, officers, teachers, and press as have faithfully come for 

ward in the face of the bitter prejudices, obstinate antagonism, and given me their 
|} much-needed sympathy and co-operation in the difficult and embarrassing duties 


connected with this department, iy Warmest thanks are due and herewith respect- 
fully tendered. 


* * , * * rs * 
0. N. HOLLINGSWORTH 
State Superintendent Public Instruction. 

This is not quite all upon this topic. On looking further into this 
new constitution I find these provisions, whieh, as I understand 
them—andif Iam wrong my friend from Texas,(Mr. MAXEy,) in the 
correctness of whose personal statements | have implicit faith, will 
correct me—I suppose refer to the university to be set up under the 
grant by the United States of lands for an agricultural college. My 
friend shakes his head, and I take it it does not. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that during the days of 
| the republic, nearly forty years ago, provision was made, and most 
| ample provision, for the establishment of one or more universities. 
A very large amount of land was appropriated for that purpose 
| during the days of the republic, and is patented land. 
ing to do with the agricultural college. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I think appears in the tenth, eleventh, and 
twelfth sections of this new constitution, beginning at the tenth. 


It has noth- 


The Legislature shall, as soon as practicable, establish * * * 


the University 
of Texas, &c. 


But now when we come down to the thirteenth section, which is 
the one to which I referred and which I understand by reading it re- 
fers to the agricultural college to which the United States has granted 
lands 

Mr. MAXEY. Ihave not the constitution before me. The univer- 
sity is an entirely different thing from the agricultural college. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will read section thirteen and see if 

The Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas— 


That is it, I believe. Now we come to that college for which the 
Congress has granted a munificent donationof public lands to support 
for the equal advantage, I suppose, of all the citizens of the United 
States who are competent, wichout regard to color, to get in— 

The Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas, established by an act of the 
Legislature, passed April 7, 1-71, located in the county of Brazos, is hereby made 
and constituted a branch of the University of Texas for instruction in agriculture, 
the mechanic arts, and the natural sciences connected therewith And the Legis 
lature shall, at its next session, make an appropriation, not toexceed 340,000, for the 
construction and completion of the buildings and improvements, and for providing 
the furniture necessary to put said college in immediate and successful operation. 

That is the agricultural college; and if it stopped there it would 
look very fair that while the constitution absolved the Legislature 
from appropriating a dollarof money to support publie schools, it did 
require them to appropriate $40,000 for a university. Next— 

SE 





this is it: 


14, The Legislature shall also, when deemed practicable— 
Not now by $40,000 or any other sum, but also “ when deemed prac- 
ticable,” that is by it— 
establish and provide for the maintenance of a college or branch university for the 
instruction of the colored youths of the State, to be located by a vote of the people 
| Provided, That no tax shall be levied and no money appropriated out of the gen- 
eral revenue, either for this purpose or for the establishment and erection of the 
buildings of the University of Texas 
They give to that thing for which the United States had granted 
hundreds of thousands of acres of public land for the general benetit 
of all its citizens and required the buildings to be put up by the State, 
| $410,000 for the whites. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Not to exceed $40,000, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Not to exceed $40,000; but I will call it $40,000. 
I wish to state it fully up to the mark on that side. Then when it 
comes to the other section here is another agricultural college for 
them under the gift of the United States, except that at some future 
time, when the Legislature of that State shall deem it practicable, 
they may establish and provide for the maintenance and instruction 
of the colored youths of that State a college to be located by a vote 
, of the people, but no money to aid in the establishment of the college 
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or the erection of its buildings shall be taxed upon the people of the 
State 

Mr. President, if that is the “equality before the law” that we 
have heard se much of very lately in certain platforms and in certain 
letters of acceptance, produced by the very people who enacted this 
constitution, then I think it high time that Congress, so far as it has 
the power over the agricultural-college fund, should take note of it, 
aud high time that the people of the United States who do not believe 
in humbug and in illusions and in lies, whether thgy appear in plat- 
forms or in letters, should take note. This saying of one thing to the 
ear of the people for their votes and doing another thing in the acts 
In respect of which those votes are desired ought to be carefully taken 
into consideration. Ido not speak of this becanse it is the State of 
Texas; my honorable friend knows that. It isonly the key-note that 
pitches the tune in every southern State that went into the rebellion, 
or nearlyeveryoue. There are, perhaps, one or two honorable, notable 


exceptions, but generally it is the key-note of that aristocratic reaction | 
which does not intend that the colored man shall make himself capable | 


of defending hisrightseitherin the forum or in the field, for intelligence 


is necessary to do it; that he shall be in fact, as he was in law before, | 


the mere serf of the master upon whose estate he is allowed to labor, 


That is the eminently painful aspect of this case that is attempted in | 


platforms and letters to be sugared over by sweet and general words 
about universal equality before the law; that is, if the law be made 
by the particular State wherein the equality is attempted to be as- 
serted. This is the type; it is not the exception. It represents a 
sentiment; for what can be more solemn and responsible than the rep- 
resentatives of the people of a great State assembling in a conven- 
tion, although it be revolationary in point of law, yet with all thedig- 
nity and solemnity of changing its organic fundamental law in aspects 
like these? Is not that going backward instead of forward, repeal- 
ing the fundamental and irrevocable former constitution, to which 
the plighted faith of the State had been pledged, in accepting this act 
of Congress which required a pledge upon that very point, and requir- 
ing aquarterof the general revenues of that State to be appropriated 
to universal free public edueation of all, and requiring no more that 
a dollar should be spent forsnch purposes? Then when you come to 
the gift of the United States you make it effective to the white man; 
you deny it and make it ineffectual in every respect as to the man of 
color, 

Mr. President, it is not agreeable to say things of this kind; but 
when we are obliged to consider the condition of these affairs we 


must, if we do our duty, look plainly at the historic facts as these | 


great States have presented them to us by their public action, .But 


my honorable friend from Texas said, if I understood him, that in | 


the general respects of peace and good order everybody in Texas was 
desirous of maintaining the law; that he himself had dared to prose- 
eute an offender when somebody had tossed a bullet against the 
breast of the foreman of the jury as a suggestion that he had better 
find for the defendant. What state of society is that which even the 
statement of my friend indicates? He did not state to us that this 
Was a political offender, one whose crime had grown out of political 
commotions ; and it is immaterial to my point whether it did or not. 
If it did, then it shows the very state of things to exist to which I 
have alluded, in respect of these massacres and murders everywhere 
in several of these States, always falling upon some man of color or 
some White man of republican sentiments or holding a republican 
oflice, It only shows, I say, that my honorable friend from Texas, as 
I know he would do individually, would not submit to that sort of 
public sentiment, and at whatever cost would himself stand up to 
vindicate the law. 

Mr. MAXEY. I know the Senator would not by his statement do 
mean act of injustice. If he will look atthe Recorp he will see that 
what [stated had reference to a matter that oceurred seven or eight 
years ago, during the republican administration of the State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the matter, what was the thing, if I 
may ask the Senator? 

Mr. MAXEY. It was a murder, as I stated, committed by despera- 
does upon a citizen of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the cause of the murder? 

Mr. MAXEY. It was gain. They murdered him to get some $500 
or $600 in money, which was recovered and returned to the heirs of 
the owner. The property was a wagon and horse, several hundred 
dollars in gold, and several hundred dollars in greenbacks, all of which 
Was placed in the hands of a very honest, upright merchant; and when 
the owners cane and identified themselves every dollar of it was re- 
turned. That was seven or eight years ago, when the democracy had 
no control there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, we find that only seven or 
eight years ago, even in respect of what may be called private mur- 
der, murder for the mere object of gain or mere personal hatred, it 
required the brave uprightness of my honorable friend and the cour- 


age of a jury threatened with bullets to attend to that. What can 
we expect, then, in the case of murders like those in Limestone | 


County, which nobody has contradicted and nobody questions that I 
know of ! What are we to consider is the state of public sentiment 
if so much is required in respect of a mere murder for gain, when it 
is a murder which carries ont the objects of a political organization ? 
By that I do not mean an object to enslave, but an object to win and 
put down all opposition. I have no doubt that my friend from Texas 





would stand up equally to prosecute a thing of that kind, but I am 

not sure that he would be so successful as he was in this instance of 
a murder for private gain. 
In reference to the Limestone affair, which perhaps we never should 
have heagd of but for the riot at Hamburgh, it appears that a news- 
paper printed close by the spot in an adjoining county gives as:a pub- 
lic irem of news the statement of an occurrence similar to that at 
Hamburgh, where from mere disagreement of race, or of politics, or 
from an attempt to coerce and oppress and control people, thirty or 
forty human beings, citizens of the State of Texas, have been sent to 
their graves; no verdicts of guilty that we know of yet, from any 
jury; no prosecutions; but the thing goes as a matter of course. ~ 
Mr. MAXEY. I stated on Saturday that I had never heard of the 
transaction to which the Senator now refers. Since that time I have 
taken much pains to ascertain from the Representatives from Texas 
| in the lower House if they know anything about it. None of them 
have any knowledge of such a transaction as is mentioned in the 
| Waco Reyister. The information which they have in regard to this 

affair, which occurred not eight or nine months ago, but about two 
years ago, was that the same man to whom I referred on Satur- 
day, a colored man, Trammell, was connected with the murder of 
Applewhite, in the town of Groesbeck, in Limestone County, in cold 
blood, in 1871, and was indicted for the murder during the days 
of Governor Davis, under a republican administration. The records 
were subsequently burned by an armed mob, and this same man 
Trammell was tried to be arrested by the sheriff for his crime, and 
was indicted for this arson. This, as I understand, was also under 
the republican administration. Since the democrats acceded to power 
writs of capias were issued and placed in the hands of the sheriff for 
the arrestof Trammell. The sheriff and his posse attempted to arrest 
him on those writs of capias, and were fired on by Trammell and his 
party, and Clendennin, one of the sheriff's posse, was killed; and then 
| this killing of Trammell took place. 

That is as I understand the case, and two or three perhaps were 
killed of those aiding Trammell while the sheriff was endeavoring to 
| make the arrest. That is the information which I received froin 

members of the House this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did my honorable friend receive any information 

| that there had been a judicial investigation in that county and any- 
body had been arrested and tried for that affair? 

Mr. MAXEY. That I know nothing about. I only know, as I was 
informed by a member of the House, that the sheriff was endeavor- 
ing to make the arrest of this man Trammell under writs of capias 
on indictments for murder and arson, and the sheriff’s party was fired 
| on and it ended as stated. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I must say that the member of the House 
stopped very short in his information, and possibly exactly at the 
right place. He had information that there was some provocation, 

something that stirred up this thing, but whether the hand of justice 
| ever afterward interfered to rectify whichever way was wrong the 
| informant of my honorable friend is silent. That is not a very good 
| attitude to-leave it in, for it leaves it in the very attitude that 
| appears everywhere in a general sense in all of these reconstructed 
States, that wherever violence and crime (not arising from a desire 
for private gain, which occurs every where as we know, and where the 
| hand of justice is swift to follow the offender in all these States 
as well as in the North) occur from some motive that is below that, 
prejudice, political animosity, caste, race, whatever it may be, some- 
how or other the hand of justice is paralyzed and cannot go forward 
even to investigate. That must show a state of public opinion which 
tolerates offenses of this character, because the end in view that the 
offenders have is the same end that those people who should rectify 
these things also have. If a mob gets together on the eve of an elec- 
tion and disperses all the democratic voters who wish to attend that 
election, and kills a dozen of them, and the republican community in 
which that takes place sits still from its highest to its lowest mem- 
| ber, and there are no indictments, no inquiries, no punishments, is it 
| not just to say that that republican community is responsible for 
such astate of things? If it is just to say that of a republican com- 
munity, is it not also just to say that of a democratic community? 
| If you find every time it happens in the course of turbulence in these 
| States that some one holding an office, or in the Legislature, is slain, 
that that one is always a man of one particular eae faith ; if you 
find that when any man who has been asoldier isslain italways happens 
to be the soldier who fought under the flag of the Union; if you tind 
that whenever in a neighborhood disturbance the ple who are 
slain are always the black men and those who stood by them, is it 
not a circumstance that leads us to ponder gravely as to such a state 
of society, and does it not justify us in the belief that the responsible 
agents of society, those who, as I said on Saturday, own the land and 
have in a large measure the intelligence which with property gives 
| them control are dumb and silent, can they escape the responsibility, 
and is it not just to conclude that if they do not wink at these things 
|, they at least are willing to do nothing to prevent them and to reap 
_ the benefit in a political sense that they suppose is sure to follow? 
| Is there anything unjust in that? Is there any “ bloody shirt,” as 
| the favorite phrase of our friends over the way is, about that? If 1 
| am wrong in this philosophy of jurisprudence, I should be glad to 
| have somebody correct me, but of course nobody can, because I am 
only stating, asitis put together, a self-evident truth in the economics 
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of politics and of jurisprudence. To borrow a phrase from the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, (Mr. THURMAN,] “it will not do,” 
therefore, when the attention of the country is drawn to these occur- 
rences, to say that it is drawn to them on account of hatred to the 
people. As well might any one of the hundred thousand clergymen 
in the United States be accused of hatred to the murderer, to the per- 


jurer, and to the thief because on every Sabbath morning he reads 


the Ten Commandments and exhorts his people to keep them. 

But let us leave the State of Texas, which is sad enough, and go over 
again to South Carolina, to which this particular message refers. I 
stated on Saturday from the public prints, nakedly and without any 
comment, the simple story of this event, not nearly as strongly as the 
truth would have warranted, in order to show the utter baseness, cow- 
ardice, and meanness of the performance. I wish to give now from 
democratic authority in that State the reasons why such events take 
place. Hereis an editorial of the News and Courier, printed at Charles- 
ton, in South Carolina, published on the 10th of July, 1876, referring 
to this transaction at Hamburgh : 

Assuming that the accounts of the Hamburgh fight given by the Augusta news 
papers are in the main correct, we find little, if any, excuse for the conflict itself, 
and absolutely none for the cowardly killing of the seven negro prisoners who 
were shot down like rabbits long after they had surrendered. 

The insolence of the negro militiamen, out of which the tronble came, could 
easily have been punished without a resort to arms. General Butler, who appears 
to have been in command of the whites, admitted that an apology by the militia 
men would satisfy his clients. The affront to Mr. Butler, therefore, was not the 
immediate cause of the fight that followed. 

Now mark, 

This— 

That is, the fight— 
was brought on by the demand that the militiamen— 

Not the man who was supposed to have committed the offense, but 
the whole company of the militia— 
that the militiamen surrender their arms into the keeping of the whites. 

Now mark the next paragraph, which I verily believe speaks the 
public sentiment of that class, the ancient ruling class of the whole 
South, which this paper represents; not of every man in it, I beg to 
say, but of the body:, 

The presence of armed bodies of negroes is a menace to any community. 

That is the proposition. The right of the colored man, under the 
law and in conformity with it, to have a militia company, is a menace 
to any community, and of course it follows, as this editor goes on 
tosay, that whatever is a menace to any community ought to be dis- 
posed of and put out of the way. It is not a menace to the commu- 
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nity that there should be white-league ritle-clubs and white-line or- 
ganizations all of one political party, ku-klux organizations all of 
one political party, but the presence of an armed body of negro militia- 
men “is @ menace to any community.” That is the democratic doc- 
trine. He might have added that the presence of the negro any where, 
except as a slave or a serf, is a menace to any community unless he 
votes as his old master tells him how to vote. 

The presence of armed bodies of negroes is a menace to any community. 

I should add before I go on that I think that is a libel on the col- 
ored race. When in the beat of the rebellion the great mass of the 
white able-bodied men of the South were in the field, and their plan- 
tations, and villages, and homes were left with their wives and chil- 
dren and the colored race, was there any menace to the community ? 
When the golden opportunity for wickedness, and vice, and riot, and 
crime of every description existed, when that longing for freedom 
that burns in every human bosom was at its culminating point, the 
homes and families and hamlets of the southern rebel, depending 
upon the good-will of the colored man alone, were as safe as we are 
in this Chamber at this moment. Yet the moment the man of color 
becomes free, this distinguished democratic authority tells us that to 
have him a militiaman his presence “ is a menace to any community.” 
That is the doctrine upon which the people of the United States are 
to be asked this fall to revolutionize in a peaceful way in the North, 
and in some way in the South, its Government. But he goes on to 
say, although it “is a menace to the com munity :” 

But we do not understand that the danger was such as to justify the whites in 
demanding the surrender of the arms, or in laying siege to the house in which the 
negroes took refuge, and killing the negroes who attempted toescape. The killing 
of seven of the prisoners was barbarous in the extreme. 

That is, the killing of the other thirty, whatever the number was, 
was moderately wrong, but the killing of seven there is particular 
objection to. 

We have no words strong enongh to express our condemnation of such a crime. 

That is, about the seven. 

They who do sucha deed sow the wind. 


Sotheydo. They sow the wind and light the fire that shines in the 
eyes of an intelligent and law-abiding people all over this country ; 
and without large respect to party the intelligent and law-abiding 
people of this country will not, I believe, do anything that they can 
avoid to turn the Government over into the hands of people who 
would carry it on in the way these people would, on this statement, if 
they could get the power. 

We pray— 

He says— 


that they and those who are innocent ef the wrong may not reap the whirlwind. 
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So do I. Ido not want any vengeance for such crimes; but I do 
wish that the calm majesty of the law, impartial, just, although se- 
vere, may be visited upon such crimes. But how much of impartial 
administration of the law you would get were there at this moment 
a democratic governor of the State of South Carolina and democratic 
judges and democratic prosecuting attorneys is a question ; for, I re- 
peat, there is no instance yet stated (there may be some but not 
enough to change the general tenor of my statement) in which in a 
State where the glorious democracy have had the control any of 
these political riots, assassinations, murders, or rebellions have met 
with the slightest prosécution or punishment. In one or two in- 
tances I have had occasion to exercise pretty careful observation, for 
there have been some citizens of my own State who after the war 
was over took their little all and settled in the Southern States. 
Two or three of them came back to the graves of their fathers, as 
those who have left this life go back to the graves of their fathers, 
slain for opinion’s sake. One of them contributed only two things 
to the disturbance of southern society. He had a saw-mill and an 
opinion. They did not kill him for the saw-mill because they wanted 
= lumber, but he had an opinion and he was sent home dead for 
that. 

Mr. CONKLING. They had no use for the opinion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They had no use for the opinion. 

Mr. President, when you look a little further at these questions, (for 
I do not wish to occupy too much time upon them; I only refer to two 
or three instances where a hundred might be named,) what do you 
find? Do you not find the obvious fact that in order to carry this 
next election every one or nearly every one of these Southern States 
must go in a particular way, and that, as in Mississippi only less than 
a& year ago, it is necessary that means should be resorted to in ad- 
vance in order that there shall be a peaceable election, as they call 
it, and that to have a peaceable election is to cause everybody who 
does not wish to vote the right ticket to stay away, and in order to 
cause them to stay away it is necessary that they should be made to 
feel that he who carries the wrong ballot carries his life in his hand? 
I donot think I am overstating that at all. The universal testimony 
from all sources comes up to us everywhere that this system of reac- 
tion and coercion is inaugurated for the purpose of having what they 
calla peaceful election, that there shall be no question when votes 
come to be counted as to how the ballot really was, and, in order that 
there shall be no question, one party must be kept away from the 
ballot-box ; and a few lessons like that of Hamburgh and like those 
that have taken place that have been so often referred to—and they 
could not be too often—are only necessary in order that the men who 


| have been recently enfranchised shall not dare to vote for that ad- 


ministration and that system of laws that have given them their lib- 
erty and protected, so far as possible, their rights. 

Let us see now if I am unjust in these conclusions that I draw. I 
want to call your attention, sir, to the significant history of this party 
upon these subjects, for there would be stronger reason to believe 
that these acts of violence, systematic and persistent, as I have de- 
scribed them, are flowing from this motive, if you find that the mo- 
tive is based upon an unconquerable repugnance in these people and 
in their allies to the amendments to the Constitution and the laws 
made to carry them out. If I find a whole body of men, be it a party 
or a State, who opposed with all their might and main the abolition 
of slavery, then I should expect to find that if any body sympathized 
with the violence and wrong inflicted upon the enfranchised slave, 
it would be that party, and not the one that believed enfranchise- 
ment ought to take place. 

The thirteenth amendment to the Constitution, abolishing slavery, 
passed the Senate on the 11th of April, 1864. You will observe it 
was in the heat and stress of the rebellion, a year before it fell 
through, when all hope of the restoration of the Union in its orig- 
inal condition was long since gone. It was independence to the 
Southern States or nothing. It was everything to the North that the 
Union should be restored, and restored on principles of liberty. The 
proclamation of President Lincoln had gone forth. Whether he had 
the constitutional authority to make it or not, it was a great public 
act of the Government enfranchising every slave. But in order to 
make that promise good and secure it was thought desirable that an 
amendment of the Constitution should be adopted. It was proposed, 
and on the 11th of April, 1864, it passed the Senate by the vote of 
38 to 6. Several of the war democrats, as they were called, voted for 
it, and the immortal six who voted against it are as follows: 

Messrs. Davis, Hendricks— 


Now the democratic candidate for Vice-President— 
McDougall, Powell, Riddle, and Saulsbury. 


They represented the extreme unction and sentiment of the demo- 
cratic party. I say “ unction and sentiment ” not exactly in the theo- 
logical sense, although I might say so, because they represented the 
death as well as the sentiment and faith of that party; so that I am 
not perhaps grammatically at all out of order in saying that. Here 
was the democratic vice-presidential candidate from a free State, 
after the proclamation of President Lincoln in that great stress of 
war, solemnly recording himself as the true exponent of democratic 
faith in favor of retaining the institution of slavery when it was 
proposed to get rid of it in a perfectly constitutional way. That was 
followed, as you might naturally expect it would be, about three 
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months afterward by the democratic national convention at Chicago, 
of which the presidential candidate of the democracy now before the 
people was a distinguished member and a member of the committee 
on resolutions, expressing to all the people of the United States and 
to the whole world, after this amendment had been passed—not yet 
agreed to by the States, it is true, but after Congress had passed it 
through both branches—the statement that this war for the Union, 
this proclamation of the President for liberty, this amendment of the 
Constitution for liberty and equal rights (for all were involved in the 
declaration) were a failure, and that the manifest and immediate 
business of this Government was to make peace on the best terms it 
could get. Is it then strange that with such ideas there should be 
this constant backward effort for reaction in respect of the liberty of 
schools, education, protection of private rights wherever those pri- 
vate rights come in collision with the dominant disposition of the 
ancient aristocracy? It does not appear to me that it is strange at 
all. I think, as the Senator from Texas stated about ruffians, that it 
was spewed out by the rebellion from the very nature of things and 
that it will never be cured until time and the steady hand of repub- 
lican government in the hands of those who love liberty and believe 
in these amendments shall have cured it. 

But that is not all, Mr. President. When the next amendment was 

proposed time had gone on; the rebellion was crushed; slavery was 
rone as a fact, and the thirteenth amendment had been adopted as a 
aw. Then there came its natural consequence that must flow from 
it, and that was the civil equality and the political ‘equality of the 
people who had thus been made free citizens of the United States; 
and how do you find them then? I ought to have stated as to the 
thirteenth amendment that every or nearly every democratic State 
Legislature then having the power voted against the ratification of 
the thirteenth amendment. There were only three, to be sure; they 
were Delaware, New Jersey, and Kentucky. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to call the attention of my friend before 
he passes from that. As to Governor Hendricks, the democratic can- 
didate for Vice-President, the Senator showed that he voted against 
the thirteenth amendment abolishing slavery. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to call his attention to the fact that in the 
course of the debate on that amendment the Senator from Indiana 
then, Governor Hendricks, denied the power of Congress or the peo- 
ple of the United States to abolish slavery by a constitutional amend- 
ment, he insisting that it was beyond the reach of a constitutional 
amendment. 

Mr. BOGY. That was the reason he voted against it, believing we 
had not the power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This gentleman personally I respect very much ; 
he has a right to his opinion just as I have to mine, or as I think I 
have as long as 1 do not get any farther South; and I do not doubt 
that he thought we had not the power. He would not have voted 
against it if he had been for it, and he had a good reason for being 
against it undoubtedly ; and if we had not any power to pass the 
amendment we certainly have not any power to maintain it. If the 
honorable candidate for the Vice-Presidency of this party was sincere, 
as he clearly was, in the idea that this was an absolute nullity, beyond 
our power, it isa nullity still; no lapse of time, except by a regular rev- 
olution which overthrows a government—and this has not yet been 
overthrown, and I take it it will not be forsome little time to come—can 
makeaconstitutional amendment good. Itdoes notrun by prescription ; 
and if our excellent friend should happen by accident to get into the 
presidential chair, then being sworn to maintain the Constitution of 
the United States and sworn in effect not to maintain anything that 
is not in the Constitution of the United States, away would go your 
thirteenth amendment, and Governor Smith of Georgia would cer- 
tainly have his prophecy come true in a most remarkable way, that 
the old order of things could be restored without any trouble at all 
if the democrats could only get in. That would be perfectly appar- 
ent. 

Now we come to the fourteenth amendment, which passed the Sen- 
ate on the &th of Jane, 1266, and I have the Journals here, so that 
no man can say hereafter that I have misstated the record, and I 
read from them. On the &th of June, 1866, the fourteenth amend- 
ment passed the Senate. Those who voted against it still represented 
the essential ideas of the democratic party; and they were: 

Mr. Cowan, Mr. Davis, Mr. Doolittle, Mr. Guthrie, Mr. Hendricks, Mr. Johnsen, 
Mr. McDougall, Mr. Norton, Mr. Riddle, Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. Van Winkle. 

And the States that voted against it were Delaware, Maryland, 
Kentucky, and Texas, when it was originally proposed—every or 
nearly every democratic State. After the war, bear in mind, after 
the thirteenth amendment had been adopted, and this was only the 
natural snaneten of private protection of personal rights and per- 
sonal equality before the law, and the a representative body of 
the democratic party in this Chamber, which perhaps more truly 
than anything except a national convention, and when you take acts 
altogether more truly than that, represent the ideas of that party, 
solemnly recorded their verdict against it, and every State that they 
could control—and when I say every I do not know that I am lit- 
erally correct, but substantially every State that they could control— 
recorded its jadgment against it; and some States, one that I believe 
has now furnished a democratic candidate, as it often has before, 
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lature adopted the amendment, when a democratic legislature came 
into power reversed it and withdrew or undertook to withdraw its 
assent to that amendment. I find in this valuable little Manual that 
we have that the fourteenth article was submitted to the Legislatures 
of the several States, there being then thirty-seven, by resolution of 
Congress passed on the 16th June, 1866; that it was ratified by the 
following States, giving a great number which I will not take the 
trouble now to-read, except New Jersey, which ratified it on the 11th 
of September, 1866, it having then a republican legislature. In April, 
1868, the Legislature of New Jersey came to be democratic, and New 
Jersey then passed an annulling resolution, annulling her ratitica- 
tion, and forwarded a notice accordingly to the President of the 
United States or to Congress, whichever was the proper authority. 
Oregon which, on the 19th of September, 1266, was republican and 
ratified the fourteenth amendment, became, in its caokiaaeme demo 
cratic on the 15th October, 1868, and she withdrew her ratification to 
the fourteenth amendment, and notified the United States accord 
ingly. Ohio, which republican on the 11th of January, 1867, ratified 
this amendment, became democratic in January, 1868, and attempted 
to withdraw her ratification, and gave formal notice of it to the Goy 
ernment of the United States. I see by a vote here that North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Virginia had previously rejected 
the amendment. When I spoke of New York, I was mistaken. She 
did not withdraw her ratification of the fourteenth amendment; it 
had become too late before the democrats got into power. But when 
we come to the fifteenth amendment, which I will now speak of, I 
will show you how the democracy behaved upon that, and compare 
that action with their present platform in a minute. 

The fifteenth amendment passed the Senate on the 17th of Febru 
ary, 1869. The Senators voting against it were— 

Messrs. Bayard, Buckalew, Davis, Hendricks— 


How constant that patriotic man was in voting “ no”— 
McCreery, Norton, Patterson of Tennessee, Saulsbury, Vickers, and Whyte. 


The States that voted no were again all or nearly all—I think | 
am safe in saying all, but 1 do not know positively—democratic States, 
California, Delaware, Kentucky, Maryland, Oregon, Tennessee. Now 
let us see what the State of New York did. The fifteenth article was 
proposed by resolution of Congress of the 27th of February, 156). 
New York approved it on the 14th of April, 1869. On the 5th ot 
January, 1870, her Legislature having become democratic, she un 
dertook to withdraw, and so far as her act could go did withdraw he: 
ratification of that amendment, and notified Congress or the Pres- 
ident of the fact. Ohio, her Legislature being when the fifteenth 
amendment was submitted a democratic body, rejected the amend- 
ment on the 4th of May, 1869. New Jersey had previously rejected 
the amendment, she being democratic. 

So you find on these three amendments that every democratic Sen- 
ator who had the intense faith in him, every democratic Senator who 
was not known as what was called a war democrat in Congress voted 
against every one of these amendments, and Iam bound to assume 
that he voted against them upon principle and reflection. 

Mr. MORTON. Will my friend allow me to make a statement in 
that connection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. When the fifteenth amendment was submitted by 
Congress to the Legislatures of the several States the Legislature of 
Indiana was in session and the republicans had a majority in each 
branch; but they had less thantwo-thirds of each house. The consti- 
tution of Indiana provides that two-thirds of each house shall consti- 
tute a quorum, and the construction that had commonly been given to 
it was that it meant two-thirds of all the members elected. Just be- 
fore the adjournment of that Legislature an attempt was made to 
ratify the fifteenth amendment by the republicans. To prevent its 
ratification the democratic members of the house resigned their seats, 
thus reducing the house to less than two-thirds of the whole number 
of members elected. The appropriation bills, some of them, had not 
been passed. The Legislature broke up, the Governor issued writs 
of election to take effect some time in March, and the vacancies were 
supplied ; new representatives were elected in place of those who re- 
signed. The Legislature was then convened in extra session by the 
governor, which could not last longer than forty days, I believe. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Will my colleague allow me to state that the 
same men who resigned, with one exception, were re-elected ? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. All those who had resigned were from 
democratic counties and were re-elected. But after this election the 
Legislature was convened in extra session, which could not last longer 
than forty days. They went forward and passed the appropriation 
bills and did some other business; and, as the time for the expira- 
tion of the extra session approached, another attempt was made to 
ratify the fifteenth amendment. To prevent the ratitication, the 
democratic members of the house again resigned. This led to an ex- 
amination of the question as to the quorum of the two houses. The 
language of the constitution was “two-thirds of each house.” After 
consideration and discussion, they came to the conclusion that “ two- 
thirds of each house” did not mean two-thirds of all the members 
elected, but meant two-thirds of the actual membership, and that when 
a member had died or had resigned he was no longer to be counted. 
In other words, they adopted the same rule of construction that had 


for President of the United States, having under a republican legis- | been adopted by the Senate of the United States after resiguations 
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had taken place here during the war. The language of the two con- 
stitutions was alike with this difference, that the Constitution of the 


| 
| 


United States says that a majority of each House shall constftute | 
a quorum and the constitution of Indiana said two-thirds of each | 


house should constitute a quorum. But what constitutes the house 
was held to be the same thing. It was held here after long dis- 
cussion that the House consisted of the actual membership; that 
when a man resigned he was no longer to be counted. They came 
to that conclusion in Indiana after the second resignation, and went 
forward to ratify the fifteenth amendment after the resignations took 
slace the second time, and that ratification was counted. 

Mr. McDONALD. Lhave sent for the first volume of Indiana stat- 
utes, which contains our constitution, and I shall desire to have that 
section of the constitution read in this connection. I will state fur- 
ther that my colleague is mistaken in his statement of facts in ref- 
erence to the house in which the resignations took place in the first 
instance. The first resignations were on the part of senators who 
were re-elected again, as I stated before, with but one exception. 
The second resignation was on the part of members of the house. The 


speaker of the house made the decision to which my colleague has | 


| 


} 


| 
| 
| 


referred, and in making it he went back upon every decision that had | 


been made upon the question of a constitutional quorum in our State 
from the time of the adoption of the constitution, and it has never 
been ratified by any other tribunal nor followed by any subsequent 
Legislature. 

Mr. MORTON. 
taking place in the same house the second time. I think the resigna- 
tions were in the other house the second time, but they were for the 
same purpose, to break the quorum and to prevent the ratification of 
the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, what my two friends from Indi- 
ana have stated I am very much obliged to them for, because they 
have both fortified the inference that I thought was fairly to be drawn 
from this steadfast course of public conduct by the democratic party. 
Even the body of the party in Indiana, a free State, after the war was 
so bitterly hostile to these measures of freedom and equality before 
the law that its representative men resigned from their places in the 
Legislature rather than allow a constitutional majority of that Legis- 
lature to ratify the amendment, and they went back to their dem- 
ocratic constituencies and received their approval by afresh election 
to do the same thing over again. That represents truly and fairly, as 
my friend has stated, the democratic idea. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will state, if the gentleman will permit me, 
that several of those senators were representing what were known to 
be republican districts, and that they were returned as well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must be avery extraordinary republican district 





peat, that following these amendments were of course the necessary 
acts of Congress to see that they were put in force, providing the nec 

essary legislation that each one of these amendments declared Con 

gress should have power to provide to carry them out, and from the 
first civil-rights bill of April, 1866, down to the last bill to amend 
some of the sections of an act that the Supreme Court through a 
want of proper phraseology held were not within the Constitution, 
but not without it in principle—from first to last, by every step, un- 
der every one of these amendments and#in every form, every member 
of the democratic party in the Senate of the United States has voted 
against them, has fought against them with all the vigor of intellect 
and the persistence of will for which members of the democratie party 
are 50 justly famous; and yet it is to such hands, now here resisting 
even the dissemination of official intelligence, that we are asked to 
commit the destinies of this free people under these amendments and 
under these laws in order that there may be peace and equal rights. 
Was there ever such a mockery of legislation or of justice? Was 
there ever such a delusion held out to an intelligent people of any 
country? Whey, sir, it would be worse than if a part of the sailors of 
a ship had mutinied and undertaken to cast the ship on shore, and at 
last, after a great struggle, they were captured, put below the hatches 
for a little while, and then let up on deck and sent to their respective 


| places on the ship to do their particular parts of the duty, and sud 
denly they come forward to the owners of the vessel when they get 


I presume I was mistaken as to the resignations | 


into port, and say, “ Here, turn out the captain and all the loyal crew 
who would enforce order on this ship, and give us comand; let us 
try one voyage and see what we can do with it.” It shocks common 
sense, it shocks human credulity to think such a thing is possible. 
Senators may say, as probably they will, that I am making a polit 
ical speech. Lam. I think that every speech made in the Senate 
ought to be a political speech. We are elected for the business of 
politics and to secure the people of this country, so far as lies in 


| our power by just laws and fair debate, the blessings that the Con 


| year. 


that is represented by a democrat who votes against the fourteenth | 


amendment. I should like to have that district brought to the Cen- 
tennialand puton show. [Laughter.] But my honorable friend from 
Indiana says that on his notion of the constitution of the State of 


Indiana the fifteenth amendment is not ratified, for I believe we only | 
got exactly the number of States necessary to make it good, and he | 
says that that ratification was in violation of the-constitution of the | 


State of Indiana, and very likely that is what his friends, Mr. Hen- 
dricks and Governor Tilden, mean when they say that whatever is 
lawful they do not know but they would be glad to carry ont and 
leave it to those counties of Indiana to determine what is lawful ac- 
cording to their previous notion. I am very much obliged to my 
honorable friend for that contribution to the examination of this 
subject. 

Now, Mr. President, let us goa little further. I had stated that 
every democratic Senator who represented the real democratic idea 
as put forth in its platform of 1564, that the whole war to suppress 
the rebellion was wrong and a failure and ought to be put down and 
stopped, voted against the fifteenth amendment; every democratic 
State that I remember—if there be any exception, I shall be too happy 
and too glad to state it—when it was submitted to its Legislature 
voted against it; and yet in a recent manifesto put forth at Saint 
Louis, and a still more recent and protracted one put forth at Sara- 
toga or somewhere, we are told that we are happy to accept the pres- 
ent situation, be it what it may, in order to give everybody his con- 
stitutional rights, be they what they may. I shall refer to that sub- 
a a little further on more in detail; but it ought to be stated just 

iere. 

In spite of every previous action of the democratic party, in spite 
of all its previous protests and votes in every form, in conventions in 
1868 and 1872, against these amendments and against the laws to carry 
them out, now we are told—not when you come to look at the lan- 
guage, which is studied and careful—but the people are intended to 
be told, and to be asked to believe, that there has been a sudden con- 
version, and that this party that is resisting here by dilatory motions 
the printing of a public document on a subject affecting the liberties 
and the lives of citizens of the United States has experienced as 
sudden a conversion as St. Paul did, and that there is to be no more 
persecution of people for their political opinions, but all is to be har- 
mony. There are not many people who have had the benefit even of 
the public school system of the State of Texas, I take it, who will be 
prepared to believe that tale. 

lam not going to take your time and weary the Senate by going 
through and reading from the Journals; but I have said, and I re- 


| 





stitution and the laws have intended to secure to them. Having now 
shown you what has been the history of these amendments and of 
these laws, to overturn which the Hamburgh affair is one of the 
steps, I want to show you how this is followed by a strict connection, 
when you read it exactly, by the democratic platform of even this 
Ido not mean to say that this platform is dishonest—that 
would be unparliamentary; perhaps it would be unjust; I do not 
know—but I will say that if those who framed it had been dishon- 


| est they would have resorted to catch the ear of the people to ex- 


actly the delusive and deceptive phraseology that they have put forth 
to the world. Let us see what it is upon this precise point, which is 
perfectly in coincidence with what I have been stating about its 
previous course. 


For the democracy of the whole country we do here re-affirm our faith in the 


| permanence of the Federal Union, our devotion to the Constitation of the United 


States with its amendments universally accepted as— 

What? Asa guarantee of civil liberty, of equal rights, of equal 
political suffrage? Not by a long deal— 
as a final settlement of the controversies that engendered civil war, and do here 
record our steadfast confidence in the perpetuity of republican self-government 


We stand by the Constitution of the United States and its amend 
ments “universally accepted as a final settlement of the controversy 
that engendered civil war.” 

What controversies engendered the civil war, Mr. President? Was 
it the right to hold slaves in a State of the Union that chose to hold 
them? No,sir. The republican party in 1356 and in 1860 most 
clearly declared that it had no power and had no purpose to invade 
the rights of any State in respect of its domestic institutions. Was 
it in respect of equal civil rights, without regard to race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude? No, sir; that would have been ab 
surd at that time. There was not any such issue, there could not be, 
because so long as the state of slavery existed there must be this in- 
equality of civil rights. Was it in respect of the right to vote with- 
out regard to race, or color, or caste, or condition? Of course not, 
fer that would have been absurd. Whatwasit? Everybody knows, 
andI merely occupy your time for nothing in stating it. It was the 
question whether slavery should be carried from the States into Ter- 
ritories common to the people of all the States, as a State institution, 
in spite of any will or wish of Congress or of the people who even 
might form a territorial government and erect a State there. It was 
the doctrine that the Constitution itself carried slavery out of the 
States where it existed and into every Territory that either by con- 
quest or by purchase, and in whatever latitude, might belong to the 
people of the United States. And when on an issue against that a 
republican President was elected to maintain the Constitution and 
the laws as they stood, came the secession or rebellion ; and now what 
this democratic party of 1876 proposes is that it re-aflirms its “ devo- 
tion to the Constitution of the United States, with its amendments 
universally accepted as a final settlement of the controversies that 
engendered civil war.” Not the controversies that grew out of it and 
exist now, but the ancient question of the right of a southern slave- 
holder under the Constitution to carry his slaves into Kansas or Ne- 
braska against the will of the people of that Territory, they regard 
as fully settled and they will stand by it as a settlement of a contro 
versy that engendered the civil war. 

O shame, where is the blush that might mantle faces in that con- 


4 





et er ee 


9252 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





vention, perhaps too ruddy before, to put off a sham and delusion on | 
the people of the United States of that character? If, in spite of all 
its previous history,in spite of every act of all its public men, in | 
spite of the organized act of all its Legislatures where it had the | 
power, this new party had really got a new faith of peace and unity 
under these amendments, why, in God’s name, did it not say so? Why 
did it employ such an astute scholar and dialectician to put in this 
careful phrase that we regard these amendments and will stand by 
them as settling the controv@rsies that produced the civil war? None 
of the questions that grow out it, none of the questions that agitate 
us to-day, none of these matters of reaction that what we have seen 
in the Southern States show, are referred to at all; but we are glad 
to know that we stand by the Constitution settling the question of 
the right of a person to carry slaves into free territory! 

Now look a little further, sir, and see what is to become of all 
the laws that have been passed to carry out these amendments if the 
power in this country is to be intrusted into the hands that now de- 
mand it, Here is the platform on that point. We believe— 

In absolute acquiescence in the will of the majority—the vital principle of 
republics ; in the supremacy of the civil over the military authority ; in the total 


separation of church and state, for the sake alike of civil and religious freedom ; 
in the equality of all citizens before just laws of their own enactment. 


Not in the equality of all citizens under these amendments of the 
Constitution; not in the equality of all citizens as protected by the 
acts of Congress under the amendments; but in the equality of all 
citizens of the respective States under “just laws of their own enact- 
ment.” That is, if the State of Georgia enacts a labor law which 
makes every man a vagrant whom the owner of some great estate 
does not choose to employ, that equality the democratic party be- 
lieves in; but in that great national constitutional equality which 
flows not from State laws, but from the fundamental law of the Re- 
public and the laws passed to carry it out that the Supreme Court 
have now held to be constitutional in every respect but one of mere 
phraseology, they do not believe at all, or if they do they have been 
especially industrious not to say so. 

Mr. President, I do not know but that I have taken up already too 
much of your time; but I think before I close I ought perhaps in 


justice to these eminent gentlemen to whom I have referred, not as 


persons but as types and representatives of a great party, see whether 
they accord with this platform on which they propose to run, I find 
in the letter of Governor Tilden these words: 


| 

The nobler motives of humanity concur with the material interests of all in re- 
quiring that every obstacle be removed to a complete and durable reconciliation 
between kindred populations once unnaturally estranged on the basis recognized 
by the Saint Louis platform of the Constitution of the United States, with its 
amendments universally accepted as a final settlement of the controversies which 
engendered civil war; but in aid of a result so beneficent, the moral influence of 
every good citizen as well as every govermental authority ought to be exerted not 
alone to maintain their just equality before the law, but likewise to establish a cor- 
dial fraternity and good-will among citizens— 

This is not exactly grammatical. I have no doubt it is a misprint. 
I would not accuse Governor Tilden of writing bad grammar— 
whatever their race or color, who are now united in the one destiny of a common 
self-government. If the duty shall be assigned to me, I should not fail to exercise 
the powers with which the laws and the Constitution of our country clothes its 
Chief Magistrate to protect all its citizens, whatever their former condition, in 
every political and personal right. 

If that had been said out of connection with this platform and had 
been said by a man of a party that believed in the theory of these 
amendments and of these laws, no criticism could have been made 
upon it at all, because it would be a general declaration of faith; but 
he is careful to put this in connection with the very phrase in the 
platform at Saint Louis to which I have called your attention as be- 
ing the kind of law and the kind of constitution only that he is to 
enforce and that whatever power the laws do give him, so under- 
stood, he, of course, will extend to everybody alike. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what is the use of commenting upon that? The peace and the 
unity that he speaks of at Albany and at Indianapolis is one thing. 
There are order and equal rights. But when you go to Mississippi 
and Louisiania, to Hamburgh or Coushatta or Corinth, there peace 
and order are quite different things. But, as I said, what is the use 
of commenting upon this? Have we not seen at this very session of 
Congress in both its Houses the most definite action on the part of 
the party to which I am now alluding showing that the moment they 
get the power every one of these statutes will be swept out of the 
books? Have not our democratic friends on the other side of the 
Chamber at this very session voted solid against a provision amend- 
ing the civil-rights bill so as to make its phraseology conform to the 
judgment of the highest court of the land? So they have, and with 
everything of criticism and everything of reluctance and opposition 
they had no better or other plan to suggest except just what is im- 
plied in this platform, adroitly worded as it is, to leave everything 
to the States. That is the doctrine. It has been announced here by | 
the leaders of our friends, and with their universal approval, that | 
Congress has no business to legislate in respect to any one of these 
amendments and that it belongs to the States to secure liberty under | 
the thirteenth, equality under the fourteenth, and suffrage under the 
tifteenth amendment, and that it belongs to no other power, and it is 
to remit this question to the States lately emerged from the rebellion | 
and to this state of society that holds the. existence of a military | 
colored organization a menace and the presenco of a white republi- | 
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can a disgrace, that the democratic party is to carry the next elec- 
tion and to carry it only by the votes of these very States where 
violence and disorder of the extremest kind are resorted to in order 
to effectuate the purpose. And lest there should be any doubt and 
it be said that it is not the democratic Senators alone that make the 
democratic party, have we not seen here, on an appropriation bil] 
even, a sweeping proposition from the House of Representatives to 
repeal every law that now upon the statute-books of the United 
States secures any guardianship and inspection over the election even 
of members of Congress where by the Constitution itself confessed], 
Congress has full power to regulate and see that there is an honest 
and fair election? Even in that respect, so intense is the hatred, if 
I may use such a phrase—I certainly will not use it, although I bor- 
row it from the other side—so intense is the dislike of this party to 
any legislation which secures to this nation any national rights in 
these respects that they even ride upon an appropriation bill legisla- 
tion that sweeps all that away though the subject is one the jurisdic- 
tion over which by Congress has never been disputed. But Ham- 
burgh is not the only instance. 

Mr. LOGAN, Will the Senator allow me in that connection, if it 
does not disturb him, to call his attention to another bill passed hy 
the House and now before the Senate, a bill to repeal section 121% of 
the Revised Statutes? I will read that section if the Senator will 
allow me: 

No person who has served in any capacity in the military, naval, or civil service 
of the so-called Confederate States, or of either of the States in insurrection during 
the late rebellion, shall be appointed to any position in the Army of the United 
States. 

I only want to call the Senator’s attention to the bill to repeal that 
section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not waste your time, Mr. President, by go- 
ing on further in respect of the legislative attitude of our friends on 
the other side in regard to this whole subject, although it is interest, 
ing and the proof could be accumulated beyond all computation al- 
most. But I want to come back again, for a moment before I close, 
to the state of things in the South, and I come back to it as the nat- 
ural consequence of the history I have been stating to you; for with 
this attitude of those who opposed these amendments and opposed 
these laws, what cotld you expect but that after such a state of over- 
throw as took place in the South those who believe in reaction should 
with such encouragements resort to just such measures as they do? 
Could you expect anything else? It was exactly that sort of confi- 
dence in northern democratic aid which precipitated our southern 
brethren into the rebellion. It is exactly that same confidence in 
democratic sympathy and opposition to the Constitution and to the 
laws in these respects that precipitates many, many of our southern 
brethren into these acts of turbulence and violence which my friend from 
Ohio has stated are too shocking to be described in human language ; 
but they accumulate; and to show you how even experience against 
the warning of the democratic editor of the South Carolina paper, 
that they are likely to reap in the whirlwind and that it is a great 
mistake, is not strong enough, policy is not strong enough, patience 
is not strong enough to keep people of this character from continu- 
ing steadily in that very path. Almost since this debate began and 
since this Hamburgh affair, there has occurred this in the State of 
Mississippi : 

On last Saturday, the 29th ultimo, a convention of republicans of Hinds County, 
Mississippi, was held at Raymond, a town twenty miles from Jackson and six miles 
from where the Clinton massacre occurred, to choose delegates to a congressional 
convention to be held at Brookhaven. Delegates were there from different parts 
of the county, and were as peaceable and well-behaved as men could be. 

The democrats flocked into the town early in the morning from all directions 
until several hundred were assembled. As this was the first public meeting of the 
kind the republicans felt safe in holding at that place since the Clinton riot a year 
ago, and the democrats thinking that they had the county so weDin hand that re- 

ublicans would not dare to assemble there again, they were indignant at this bold 
disregard of their pleasure. It was evident, too, that if they tolerated this conven- 
tion other meetings would be held and the county be organized for the campaign. 


This could not be permitted, and so we have to witness the scenes that followed as 
related below. 


What I have now stated is the paragraph of the editor. It may 
be exaggerated. Now comes the description from the eye-witness : 


When the convention was called to order democrats crowded in and filled the 
court-house. The yard outside, also, was filled with them, all armed and as hostile 
as they could be by insulting demonstration. One account says the convention was 
tired into and broken up in confusion. Another account is from the Jackson Times 
of the 3lst ultimo, as follows : 

“ Fire-arms were exposed in a reckless and threatening manner, and the conduct 
of democrats who were understood to be present for the purpose of supervising a 
republican convention was simply outrageous. 

‘Cartridges were exposed in the convention, and attention of delegates was ar- 
rested by significant gestures clearly indicating that they would be used in mur 
derous work if necessary to enforce democratic success. Buckshot, fired from ‘ nig- 
ger-shooters’"’— 


That is what they call the fowling-pieces down South—“ nigger- 
shooters ’— 


“weresent flying around the hospitable town of Raymond, and many of them came 
in uncomfortably close proximity to the heads of republican representatives. 

“ The most unprovoked and inexcusable outrage, however, was an assault made 
upon Mayor MeGill, of this city, and Messrs. Kerr, Knadler, Tapley, and others, 


| who were peacefully and quietly returning home in their private conveyance, a 


spring-wagon, which accommodated in all six persons. When about four miles 
from Raymond they were overtaken by eight or nine armed and mounted men. 
who reined their horses alongside of and behind the vehicle.” 


And then it proceeds to state how they were abused. It is the old 
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story over again. It is not necessary to read it. 
yoes on: 

Colonel McGill is mayor of Jackson, serving his second term, and was re-elected 
last winter by the votes of both parties. Captain Kerr is register of the United 
States land office at Jackson, and a native of that city. Both these gentlemen were 
gallant confederate soldiers— 

But they had dared in the interest of a real peace and reconcilia- 
tion to say that they were willing that these constitutional amend- 
ments and these laws should be taken for what they really meant, and 
that they would not go for reaction but for real equality and real 
liberty, and as a consequence of course they were served a great deal 
worse than anybody else was— 

Both these gentlemen were gallant confederate soldiers. Mr. Knadler was a Union 
soldier, but until recently acted with the democratic party in Vicksburgh. Mr 
Tapley is an educated young colored man, also a native of Jackson. There could 
have been nothing offensive in that party but their politics. 

This conduct of the White-Liners may be traced to a well-matured and settled 
system of warfare which they have inaugurated in that county. The Raymond 
Gazette, of the 26th of July, says— 

And that is a democratic paper, representing democratic news and 
democratic, intelligence— 

“Tt remains to be seen if the white tax-payers of Hinds County will again permit 
a handful of carpet-baggers and a half dozen home radicals to attempt to organize 
colored people in solid column for offensive political operations against the said 
white tax-payers. It remains to be seen, we say, whether this thing is again to be 
allowed in Hinds County.” 

That is the democratic talk for you, and it represents, as I have 
said, exactly the theory upon which Governor Hendricks and his as- 
sociates resisted all these amendments, exactly the theory upon which 
he and his successors resisted every law in every form to carry them 
out, and exactly the theory upon which Governor Tilden and Gov- 
ernor Hendricks now say that they will take these amendments as 
settling only the dissensions that engendered the civil war. They 
will settle everything down to the Ist of April, 1861, but they will 
settle nothing since. That is the attitude. 

Mr. President, every time these subjects have been discussed here 
(and they have generally been introduced by democratic opposition 
to some simple proposition or measure legitimate and correct in itself) 
in reply to mere statements of facts about these atrocities and their 
origin and motive and purpose, we have had one single, uniform re- 
sponse, that the republican party still keeps up a strife of hatred and 
animosity and that it flaunts “the bloody shirt,” as they with the 
elegance that belongs to their party style it, the bloody shirt of poli- 
tics; and that is the only answer. It is good for my friend from 
Ohio to denounce this particular Hamburgh outrage if it is as repre- 
sented as he says, but if I denounce it and undertake to look into the 
causes that led to it, then Iam exhibiting hatred to the South, I 
am flaunting, as the saying is, that political bloody shirt to move 
men’s minds to animosity. Nothing is more unjust, Mr. President. 
It there is any one duty that the Congress of the United States owes 
to the whole people, it is the duty to calmly and dispassionately un- 
mask every fraud that any party is attempting to perpetrate upon 
the intelligence of our people. It is our duty to uncover to the in- 
telligent voter of this country every act of violence that stabs the 
Constitution that we all have sworn to support. It is our duty to 
maintain as far as we can, both by debate and by law, the real se- 
curity of peaceful liberty, peaceful equal rights, peaceful equal suf- 
frage in every State; and that duty no cry of hate and no cry of 
bloody shirt or other vulgar language of that kind I trust will deter 
us from performing. We have no hate for the southern people. We 
desire, more intensely if possible than they can, that there should be 
the real brotherhood that tlows from the peaceful operation of equal 
laws everywhere. We have passed no amendment that they do not 
now pretend at least to say is right. We have passed no law that in 
every free State would not be considered wholesome and just for the 
protection of the liberty and the equality and the political rights of 
citizens; and yet out of that they say we have manifested hate and 
dislike. Ne, Mr. President, it is not so. No hearts beat warmer for 
the real restoration of these Southern States than do the hearts of the 
republican soldiers and the democratic soldiers and the republican 
party of the Northern States and of the West. There is nothing that 
we have done upon which the finger of any man can be placed to 
show otherwise. We have only enacted wholesome, equal laws that 
meet in the State of Vermont—we having similar State laws—with 
the universal approbation of everybody ; and it is only those who 
desire to go backward into the era of caste and of aristocracy and of 
a real slavery, rather than those who desire to go forward into the 
new era of peace and equal rights, who raise this cry of hate, based 
only as I say on the fact of the laws we have passed. 

Why, Mr. President, I cannot point out to my southern friends bet- 
ter the attitude of the North, as it is called, or the republican party 
toward them, than that which is stated in these lines of an almost in- 
spired man, who has written so much for equal rights and for peace, 
himself a member of that only sect in our country that does not be- 
lieve it to be lawful or right to take up arms for any cause. Here is 
what he says upon this very topic, and it is expressed in such a way 
that I hope my friends cannot misunderstand it, the true sentiment, 
as I believe, of all that great party and that great people for whose 
sake in some degree I have now spoken : 

From you alone the guarantee 
Of union, freedom, peace, we claim ; 
We urge no conqueror's terms of shame, 
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Alas! no victor’s pride is ours 
We bend above our triumphs won 
Like David o'er his rebel son. 


Be men, not beggars. Cancel all 
By one brave, generous action ; trust 
Your better instincts, and be just. 


Make all men peers before the law, 
Take hands from off the negro’s throat, 
Give black and white an equal vote. 


Keep all your forfeit lives and lands, 
But give the common law’s redtess 
To labor's utter nakedness. 


Revive the old heroic will; 
Be in the right as brave and strong 
As ye have proved yourselves in wrong 


Defeat shall then be victory, 
Your loss the wealth of full amends 
And hate be love, and foes be friends. 


Then buried be the dreadful past, 
Its common slain be mourned, and let 
All memories soften to regret. 


Then shall the Union's mother-heart 
Her lost and wandering ones recall, 
Forgiving and restoring all ; 


And Freedom break her marble trance 
Above the Capitolian dome 
Stretch hands and bid ye welcome home. 


Mr. President, if that be peace, then we are for peace; if that be 
hatred, then it is that hatred misnamed, which is a real love, which 
only stretches overthe South the national authority that the national 
Constitution gives in order that the equal rights the Constitution se 
cures shall be protected. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me to 
make a report from the committee of conference on the river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit a report, which I send to the Chair, upon 
the bill (H. R. No, 3022) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We are quite unable to understand the report. 
Let it go over until to-morrow and be printed so as to show what. it 
is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to the present consideration of the report, and desires it to be printed, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let the bill be printed as it will read if amended 
as the committee propose. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would require a great deal of printing. I 
suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that I have here a mem- 
orandum of the changes made in the bill by the conference report. 

Mr. ANTHONY. All right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the memorandum be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That will accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the memorandum read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad to have it read also. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let the memorandum be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I send it to the desk. The additions are made on 
one side and the deductions on the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorandum will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the memorandum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What I wish to call attention to is the success of 
the comparatively small and unimportant places called rivers and har 
bors, to the injury of the great works of internal improvement whicly 
alone are contemplated by the Constitution, in order to patch up here 
and there some disappointment in local affairs—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Icall my friend to order. I asked that the report 
go over and be printed; but certainly I do not intend to stop my friend. 
I only want to have it understood that there is not unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope if the Senator from Ohio is permitted to at- 
tack the report that I shall be allowed to say a word or two in defense 
of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to letting it go over until to- 
morrow. We certainly cannot vote for it as it now stands. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no objection either, provided it is under- 
stood that it is not only printed but printed so that we can understand 
exactly what is beingdone. I willconsent toany form of that. I sug- 
gest that the memorandum had better, if it can, show the States or local- 
ities in which these works are located. I do not know where some of 
them are at all, as I listened to the reading. Doubtless the chairman 
does, and in a moment can add the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will add that to the memorandum and have it 
printed in the Recor. 
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Mr. CONKLING. Then how is the bill to be printed ; simply over 
again as it was passed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The conference report I suppose will be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING. I submit that it is idle to print merely the con- 
ference report, and then print the billover again, as the bill has been 
printed already. If it is to be printed, I submit it ought to be printed 
with the proposed amendments incorporated in it. Otherwise how 
are we going to print it? The bill is here as we passed it. We know 
how that is. It was not changed ina single instance. Therefore we 
may as well I think have it printed as it will stand when amended 
by the conference report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed just asa bill from the House 
would be, as amended, showing what is stricken out and what is in- 
serted, 

Mr. CONKLING. If printed that way, there would be no use to 
print it as we agreed to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the original House bill be printed 
with the amendments agreed to by the Senate, and then indicate 
upon the same items the changes made by the conference committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, let the print show every step in the 
progress of the affair. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the whole thing will appear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made 
suggested, 

The following is the statement submitted by Mr. ALLISON: 
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ADDITIONS. 
Dunkirk, New York 


backs sagt Sh RODEO On wil eee 
ES om Sdhenidiihes ihteane ore 
nt CE sidan benassbusn ss ganéubbhensbnaenbn’eesbasiees 3, 000 
Sanugatack, Michigan Vite ekeendmatinesdah mals ewen kaweehe y wenn 3, 000 
I CED ccveciocnescctcsn encosessdsunusmicpesesavers a 10, 000 


a i a wi ede wea nena aka Ree . 5,000 
Monroe, Michigan ............ ia 5, 000 






Passaic, New Jersey Scent Miacashaseeeeatakeericaiaianiae atkins ae .. 10,000 
i a oe ci hes wet eeeb repeal men aainn 10, 000 
Ashtabula, Ohio pilink banks eG Menta A Ue keaa bib ieeewiaak wekeies 5, 000 
IN vnirkn 55x00 nn wane ren réensbas ob anskneneboansvenss 5, 000 
Fairfort, Ohio. . a a ae El 5, 000 
LOD Seen, SEMNUMNOR RAVER... isevecsncesececconevesvens 24, 600 
Helfast, Maine...... inate bhbnes Winnaw iebeessakueaeadebis in auntie eaeniiee 5, 000 
Cheectammbeiie, PIeriOs...... ic.cocceccccccccsccesccess ms 5, 000 
2 OL, oc cnncte sn ae Cee ReNnenE NaN Kene epee ab eeedien 15, 000 
ED 5 siennis boneut meade <ese sents rhb nkieninens oneal 2, 500 
RD I, SIND ives nnd annnnnsnnce hens kwauessenSEEKt arson ened ennnan 13, 500 
DEDUCTIONS. 
i nn i -. - .. crsan@undeht eaeeeverbee sno spuabbesiunes 3, 000 
Hell Gate, New York ee wnbentietndweeshgank vatien stceuneeabon vise’ 40, 000 
Hudson River, New York and New Jersey. ..............-00-seceesceeeces 16, 000 
I ttn ewe eebell piussmeeenenansed MesINOtEeeeEs 10, 000 
ERE EET EG AAA LED LIE ERE ELE, 5, 000 
Norfolk, Virginia 4, 600 
Sault Ste. Marie, Michig: 20, 000 
Ohio River....... . 25, 000 
Cape Fear River, North Carolina 7,00 
Sabine Pass, Texas etieee 2, 000 
tialveston Ship Channel, Texas ....... $2SbSeRSSSORnASees: DEScoSerDereCe 3, 000 
Galveston Bar, Texas senavhtanssesniestadviaansene -. 8,000 


The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
smendments of the Senate to the bill (H. RK. No. 3022) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and barbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses, 
as follows 

Chat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 4, 6, 12, 35, 46, 78, 102, 
110, and 128, 

hat the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, BH, 27, VR, 29, 30, 
H1, 32, 33, 34, 36, ¢ 38, 30, 40, 41, 43, 45, 47, 4%, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 
tz, 63, 64, 65, 66 Ge, GY, 70, 71, 72 , 74, 76, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, BG, B7, BR, 89, 90, 
O1, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, OR, 99. 100, 103, 104, 106, 107, 108, 109, 111, 112, 114, 115, 117, 
11K, 220, 121, 124, 125, 12 i, 127, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 1: 36, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 
143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 152, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 162, and 164, and 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out with an amendment, as follows: Insert “three” in lieu 
of “five; and the Heuse agree thereto. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
words proposed to be inserted insert the words ‘‘and fifty ;" and the Senate agree 
to the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 13, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out withan amendment, as follows: Lusert “ five” in lieu of 

ten; and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
words proposed to be inserted insert “and thirty-two,” and after the word “ thou- 
— in line 1, page 6 of the bill, insert “ five hundred ;” and the Senate agree to 
the same 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 44, and agree to the clause 
poe to be stricken ont with an amendment, as follows: Insert “ fifteen” in 

ieu of “ twenty-five ;” and the House agree thereto. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 56, and agree to the clause 
»roposed to be stricken out with an amendment as follows: Insert “ thirteen” in 
ieu of “ thirty ;" and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 57, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Insert ‘‘thirty- 
eight" in lieu of * forty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 

five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
uumbered #5, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 

sixty-six’ and insert “ fifty ;" and the Senate agree to the same.. 
















- 





That the Senate recede from its amendment nnmbered 93, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken oat with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of “ three 
thousand ” insert “two thousand tive hundred ;" and the House agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 101, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
“thirty-nine thousand and six hundred” insert “thirty-tive thousand ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 105, and agree to the same, with anamendment as follows: Lusert “one 
hundred and forty-two” in lieu of “one hundred and tifty ;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 113, and agree to the 
clause proposed tobe stricken out, with the following gmendment: In lieu of “ fifty 
thousand" insert “ twenty-nine thousand six hundred ;" and the House agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 116, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lien of 
“fifty” insert “thirty: and the Senate agree thereto. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 119, and agree tothe clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “seven” in 
sert “five ;” and the House agree thereto. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 122, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “tive” in lieu 
of “ten; and the House agree thereto. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 123, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “ five” in lieu 
of “ eight;”’ and the House agree thereto. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 134, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “five” in lieu 
of “eight; and the House agree thereto. 

That the Tlouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 148, and agree tothe same, with the following amendment: In lieu of the 
words proposed to be inserted, insert as follows: “ Provided, That $10,000 thereot 
shall be expended for removing the bar at Fort Smith, Arkansas; and provide: 


Surther, That $40,000 of the above sum shall be expended on the Missouri River, in 


cluding improvements opposite Saint Joseph, Missouri, and at Nebraska City 
and the Senate agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 153, and agree to the same, with the following amendment: Strike out 
“two hundred” in line 22, page 15 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof “one hun 
dred and seventy-five;” = the Senate agree thereto. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 160, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Insert “sey 
enty-two ” in lieu of * seventy-tive ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 161, and agree to the same, with the following amendments: Insert atte: 
the word “ water” the words “at mean tide,” and after the word “ river” the words 
“to the port of New Orleans ;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 163, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Insert afte: 
the word * thereof” in line 18 of said amendment the following: “not to exceed 
$10,000," and the Senate agree to the same. 








W. B. ALLISON, 
A. A. SARGENT, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
FRANK HEREFORD, 
JOHN H. REAGAN, 
OMAR D. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the House 


THE HAMBURGH RIOTS. 
Mr. MORTON, I call for the regular order. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. Morvon on the 2d instant: 
Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President's message and anenpene ing docu 


ments in regard to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, the scenes we have recently witnessed 
and declarations heard make it proper for us to stop and scan well 
the political and social horizon and see in what direction our craft is 
drifting, for we should not forget that the political and social waters 
have dangerous reefs and shoals hid beneath their surface as well 
as the physical sea. Therefore, in our moves and counter-moves on 
the great political chess-board, and in our efforts to checkmate each 
other, we should not forget to watch carefully in what direction the 
gales are driving us. Although no storm may be raging, yet there 
can be no absolute calm; the vessel moves onward for weal or woe ; 
there is no standing still even though the sails be furled. 

But a few years ago the furious storm of rebellion drove us onward 
through the fierce waves and rough breakers of intestine war, hur!- 
ing us rapidly onward toward the dangerous reefs of disintegration 
and dissolution; but the counter-current of patriotism and loyalty 
bore us safely through the storm. 

All who have studied with any care the history of other nations 
know full well that governments which have to undergo this fierce 
ordeal are subject not only te a single but to a double crucial test of 
their ability to stand the shock. Not only is their ability to with- 
stand the strain of rebellion and internal war put to the trial, but 
also the ability of their institutions to counteract and control the 
effects of the rebound in case of success; in other words, their abil 
ity to withstand the reaction which always follows the closeof a tierce 
internal war. The strength of the action and reaction is as a matter 
of course in proportion to the magnitude of the movement and of the 
forces and material brought into operation as compared with the en- 
tire strength of the nation. Judging by this rule, which is certainly 
a correct one, it must be admitted by all that the trial to which this 
Government was subjected by the recent rebellion exceeds that of 
any other of a like character of which history gives us any account. 

We have passed safely through the first act, the first crucial test in 
the great ordeal, and are now in the midst of the second act and are 
as a nation undergoing the second crucial test, which, as the first, 
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of the North were greater at the close than at the commencement of 


are proverbially a fast people, and causes produce results more rap- | the rebellion. But the gates to foreign emigration so long closed 
“lly with us than elsewhere, yet no statesman will contend for a mo- | being opened again, the stream set in afresh, thus adding new 
ment that a period of but little more than half a score of years is han ds to our productive forces; while, on the contrary, the demand 


sufticient to outlive the reacting forces put in operation by the mighty 
convulsion through which we have passed. A war of sections seldom 
if ever equaled in magnitude and the enfranchisement of 3,000,000 
of slaves must necessarily have produced a strain upon our institn- 
tions unequaled by that ever felt by any other nation. 

It is a fact contradicted by no instance in history of which I am 
aware, that the reaction in such cases tends in the nation to aggran- 
disement and extravagance, and to trickery, deception, and falsehood 
in the overthrown party in their attempt to regain power. 

As an example proving the first part of this proposition it is only 
necessary to trace the history of France since the close of the great 
revolution, struggling and panting for liberty and republicanism, yet 
alternately republican and monarchical and so swayed by the in- 
tiuences and passions of the day that we see her deliberately by the 
yoice of six millions making Louis Napoleon president, next seven 
millions create him dictator, and lastly nearly eight millions declare 
him emperor. 

Asan example proving both parts of the proposition I may refer 
to the causes which led to the rapid increase of power and wealth of 
Athens, which culminated under Pericles and as suddenly faded away 
through corruption and vice until swallowed up by the rising Mace- 
donian power. 

But I will not stop to give examples with which Senators are fa- 
wiliar, but proceed at once to examine some of the elements at work 
in our national, social, and political life, and therefrom cast the horo- 
scope of the near future if these are allowed to work out their nat- 
ural results, 

But first let me say that no party in any nation or country has ever 
heretofore carried the Government through such an ordeal thus far 
so snecessfully and with such good results as has the republican party 
in this case. 

Thus proving, so far at least, despite the sneers cast at American 
statesmen and American patriotisin, the ability of her leaders to make 


| lessness, and crime follow. 


had decreased, the war supply being no longer necessary, and our for 
eign commerce crippled and diminished. Prices necessarily began to 
fall as the demand grew less in proportion to the production, and as 
financial expansion was stopped, the diflicult work of contraction was 
begun by the Government. 

t is unnecessary for me on this occasion to trace the various steps 
of this process, as it is well known that at last-the retrograde move- 
ment culminated in the financial crash of 1573. The necessity for 
retrenchment became at once apparent to all who paid any attention 
to the signs of the times; in fact many of the more prudent had fore 
seen the coming storm and had already begun to take in sail, 

It is, however, difficult for a people who have once had a taste of 
unusual prosperity and who have once entered upon the highway ot 
extravagance to withdraw voluntarily from its allurements and de 
scend to that economy which the changed condition of affairs re 
quires ; and, as a natural consequence, in social life we see a fierce 
struggle on the part of each individual to retain that position in life 
and external display attained in more prosperous times. Debt, reck 
Add tothis the feverish state of mind 
produced by the commotion and excitement of war, and we see a 
double cause leading to this result. 

Another effect of the unusual excitement and prosperity was a large 
increase of tradesmen, artisans, and speculators, which resulted in 
withdrawing large numbers from the rural districts to the cities and 
centers of population. Extravagance in dwellings, furniture, dress, 
and all that pertains to external display followed as a matter of 
course. The municipal authorities, catching the spirit of the times, 
were drawn into the maelstrom of extravagance ; expensive improve 
ments were undertaken, and these cities and municipalities became 
burdened with debts under which they are now groaning. Such a 
result was to be expected as a part of the ordeal to which we as a 
nation have been subjected by the great war of the rebellion, and 
we may be thankful to-day for the early revival of that healthy spirit 


yood the dream of our sages which Moore has so bitterly cast in verse: | of public sentiment which is rapidly throwing off this incubus. 


Even here, beside the proud Potomac’s stream, 
Might sages still pursue the flatt’ring theme 
Of days to come, when man shall conquer fate 
Rise o'er the level of his mortal state, 

Belie the monuments of frailty past. 

Although errors may have been committed and mistakes made in 
the attempt to steer the vessel safely through the storm and thus re- 
verse the verdict of history, yet they are fewer in number and far less 
yrave than could have been anticipated, when we take into consid- 
eration the usually demoralizing effect of war. Nevertheless, in our 
attempt to solve this great problem and conduct the country safely 
back to its ante bellum status, a new factor has entered into the oper- 
ation which needs the most rigid serutiny before we as a people can 
safely allow it to work out its effect in the great work of reconstrue- 
tion. 

I allude, asa matter of course, to the re-introduction into the politi- 
cal arena of that element which in the late rebellion and struggle for 
unity stood opposed to the loyal portion of our people. 

In order to understand fully the effect this element is likely to pro- 
duce in the administration of the Government and thus indirectly 
upon social life, it will be necessary for us before considering its im- 
mediate tendencies to glance hastily at the chief results which have 
so far grown out of the war. 

One of the inevitable consequences of a long war during which we 
were shut in and confined to our own resources was to develop to an 
unusual degree our productive powers. 

This, in that portion of the country free from the devastating effects 
of the war, naturally bronght about high prices, both of labor and 
productions, and with these a corresponding idea of extravagance. 
Speculation ran rife, overleaping all the bounds of moderation which 
had hitherto halted the most reckless; mannfactories swelled their 
proportions, while others sprang into existence; railroads began to 
spread over the land like a vast net-work of iron, while even wilder 
schemes were inaugurated on the faith that the success of others in- 
spired. The amount of money suddenly thrown into circulation, and 
the recklessness naturally inspired by the commotions of war, led to 
risks and speculations of which our people would not have dreamed 
in tranquil times under any financial system. 

When the war ceased and the Army was dismissed to private life 
the money which the soldiers, officers, and others brought with them, 
together with the dunes and pensions paid by the Government, con- 
tinued for a time to supply the unusual demands thus created and 
keep in motion the operations started under the war impetus. 

But the cause which produced this effect, the great force which 
put these wheels in motion having suddenly ceased, the natural effect 
began ere long to be felt; the thousands of hands now returned to 
the tield of labor in the civil walks of life began to divide the profits. 
he regions of the South whose energies had been crippled and pros- 
trated by the war afforded one field of expansion for the gathering 
und swelling energies of the North, while the newly opened mineral 
regions of the West afforded another outlet. Paradoxical as it may 
appear to the eyes of those of other nations, the productive powers 





But this disposition to congregate in the centers of population, in 
addition to its effect on the cities themselves, had a tendency also to 
bring into conflict certain important industrial interests, which to a 
certain extent has had its influence on the politics and legislation of 
our country. 

In the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries the monarchs of France 
adopted the mistaken policy of drawing away the nobility from the 
rural districts to the cities, and especially to Paris. This had a direct 
tendency to destroy the syinpathy between the nobility and rural 
population, which ultimately, as De Tocqueville clearly demon- 
strates, was one of the causes producing the revolution. And al 
though the unfortunate Louis sought earnestly to assist and benetit 
by liberal public measures this rural population, yet these very efforts 
assisted only under this state of affairs to precipitate the gathering 
storm. 

It is true we have no titled nobility in our Republic, and thank 
God for it. Yet like causes are calculated to produce like effects ; 
and although I have no fear of such results in this country as fol 
lowed in France, yet we can already see some of the evil etlects of 
this tendency to centralize great wealth and moneyed power. From 
it grew up great monopolies, as for example the railroad combina 
tions, whose interests ought to be one with that of our agriculturists, 
yet from this centralizing tendency they seem to be opposed. This 
has given rise to organized opposition which has been carried into 
the political as well as commercial arena. 

And as I have mentioned this subject as an example in point, allow 
me to diverge for a moment in erder to say that the wants and needs 
of the great agricultural interests of our country have not received 
that attention to which they are e:.titled. Yet this has not arisen so 
much from an unwillingness on the part of the various legislative 
bodies and Congress to do full justice to these great interests, as from 
a want of knowledge of what was necessary to be done. It has been 
too often the case that those who have undertaken to represent in a 
special manner these interests have been more anxious to promote 
their own interests and to rise to prominence on this plea than to 
originate useful and practical measures; and in some instances hasty 
legislation instead of harmonizing the great transporting and agri 
cultural interests has only resulted in bringing them into more direct 
opposition. That there are errors which need correction there is no 
doubt, but this is to be bronght about not by antagonizing the two, 
but by fostering and elevating the agricultural interests of the coun 
try and thus bringing the two into harmony without contracting 
either. Our Agricultural Department instead of being what it now 
is should be one of the broadest in its scope, if not the most exten- 
sive in its details, of all our Departments. 

But to return to the subject ; let me now trace very briefly our po 
litical history since the war and see what the indications are for the 
future. 

The dominant party was fully apprised of the lessons which his 
tory teaches in reference to the eflect of great internal wars and 
was conscious of the fact that the natural effect of the rebound, unless 
carefully controlled and restrained by a strong hand and judicious 
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management, would be to lead to too great a centralization and con- 
solidation of power in the Federal Government. But the problem 
was attended with unusual difficulty, not only on account of the 
magnitude of the contest and the large numbers engaged, but also 
on account of the new element thrown into the solution by the sud- 
den emancipation of three millions of slaves who had necessarily to 
be introduced into the body-politic. 

To freely pardon the vebdilions element as soon as the contest was 
over and re-admit it to representation in the councils of the nation 
would no doubt have had the appearance of great and unusual magna- 
uimity which might perhaps have won back the hearts of many. But 
to do this before the great questions involved in the contest had been 
permanently settled and irrevocably fixed and riveted upon our insti- 
tutions would have rendered the victory of Government and loyalty 
over rebellion and disunion a nullity and would have resulted only in 
confusion and renewing in the halls of Congress the contest the war 
was supposed to have settled. 

Duty, honor, and the perpetuity and good name of our nation, as 
well as the blood of thousands and tens of thousands shed on a hun- 
dred battle-fields, required that we should fix firmly and irrevocably 
upon our institutions the questions decided by the verdict of war. 
To have done less than this would have shown either a want of fidel- 
ity on our part to the trust reposed in us or inability to perform the 
duty imposed. That one step toward a stronger national centraliza- 
tion was necessary; the contest itself and the principles involved 
proved to every thinking, loyal mind which had studied with any 
care the problem. The extravagant idea of State rights held by many, 
and which had long been a thorn in the side of the National Govern- 
ment, had necessarily to be modified; and the public mind, which 
from the commencement of the rebellion was naturally drifting in 
this direction, readily acquiesced in this decision, as has been proved 
more than once by their votes at the polls. The status of the freed- 
men, Which was one of the bitterest elements in the contest, had also 
to be so fixed that naught but revolution could ever change it. Here, 
then, was presented a problem such as no nation or party ever before 
had to grapple with; paradoxical in its propositions and apparently 
contradictory in its results, yet to be weunahh out by the same forces 
and at the same time; astep toward centralization on the one hand 
was to be taken, while a long step was to be made on the other hand 
in widening the scope of freedom. 

The problem presented to-day to the statesmen of France in order 
to produce a republic is less complicated than that presented to the 
republican party of the United States at the close of the war. Let 
what may be said of the politicians of to-day, let self-constituted 
judges and political scribblers cry them down as they may, I assert, 
and the future unbiased historian will confirm it, that no party in 
this or any other government has worked out with more consummate 
skill a greater national problem than the republican party has in this 
case, 80 far as these two great points are concerned. The sovereign 
power of our Government has become a fixed fact in the minds of the 
American people, never to be effaced, and yet the legitimate rights of 
the States are left untouched; the universality of freedom in our 
bounds has reached that point where it will never be challenged, and the 
odious name slave will never again appear on any of our statute-books. 
What the loyal and patriotic Union Army decided on the field of battle 
a oe Congress and administration have forever riveted and 
fixed upon our institutions. Let it not be said then by any one who is 
true to his country, who loves the Stars and Stripes, that this party has 
been unfaithful to the trusts reposed in it. Our dangers taerefore, 
and we are not without them at will presently show, lie not in this 
direction; these two points are forever settled; the theory of State 
supremacy and involuntary slavery lies buried in the grave with those 
who fell in their defense, and though these brave but mistaken and 
misguided men may, I hope, be resurrected to a happier and wiser 
life, these principles will forever sleep in the tomb of oblivion. 

But, sir, in bringing back the country to its normal standard, not 
its exact ante bellum status, for this can never and ought never be 
done, but to that true normal standard which the Great Ruler of 
nations intended it to occupy, there wereother questions to be solved, 
whichalthough not so vital as those Ihave mentioned, were of scarcely 
less importance as affecting our progress and prosperity, especially 
politically. 

The martial spirit which had been engendered by the war could 
not be at once dissipated at its close, nor was it wise to attempt it 
with too strong a hand, because it was necessary that those who had 
periled their lives in behalf of their country should receive their re- 
ward and approval from the people after their return to their homes. 
The patriot must feel that his devotion to his country is approved, 
otherwise his ardor is necessarily cooled. But more than this, the 
leaders of the party felt it absolutely necessary, notwithstanding they 
well knew its tendency to centralization, to keep alive this martial 
spirit until the great questions decided by the war should be incor- 
porated in our institutions. 

Victors in a republic are proverbially magnanimous. But the 
masses of the people when the causes of the contest are removed 
sometimes sweep rapidly and often without sufficient caution from 
one extreme to the other, unless guided by rudence. It was 
necessary, therefore, for the party in power, in order to make 
permanent, to keep alive for a time the martial spirit, yet guard well 
its tendency toward centralization ; for while Scylla was on one side 
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Charybdis was on the other. In this difficult task the nation stood 
nobly by them and refused to place it in other hands. 

But in this process, which necessarily required time and persever- 
ance, some became impatient, urging that the gates which were for 
the time barred against the return of a portion of the rebellions ele- 
ment should be thrown wide open and all freely admitted. The re- 
sult of this impatience, as is well known, was in part the cause of the 
formation of the so-called liberal party, which was not produced by 
an abandonment of any great principle settled by the war, but merely 
a difference of opinion in regard to the policy which should be pur- 
sued. But the partial withdrawal of many men then called leaders 
did not succeed in weakening the confidence of the people in the 
party which had brought them safely thus far through the fiery or- 
deal; again they stood nobly by it in its efforts to lead the nation 
gradually back to an enduring peace. 

At last the time arrived when it was deemed proper and safe to re- 
move the ban and re-admit to the right of joining in the administra- 
tion of the Government all who desired this boon, and thus combine 
in our united whole every section and interest. This, as a matter of 
course, brought a new element into the solution of the yet not com 
pletely finished problem, who, by at once taking advantage of the 
dissatisfaction produced in the minds of many by the crash of 1873, 
have complicated the work of final restoration and peace, and are 
rapidly developing a system which bodes no good for the future. 

have already said that we need have no fear of another rebellion 
growing out of the doctrine of the supremacy of State rights, or of 
the slavery question, for these questions are forever settled. Our 
danger now lies in another quarter; nor is it that of centralization, 
for, although not wholly beyond the breakers which line this coast, 
yet the force of the indriving current has been broken. No, sir, the 
danger lies in another direction; nor are the indications which point 
toward that danger as few or faint as many seem to imagine. 


THE COMBINATIONS IN VARIOUS INTERESTS TO AFFECT AND VITIATE LEGISLATION. 


Labor and capital have become arrayed against each other to 
such an extent that it has been necessary again and again to call in 
the aid of the State to quell the riots resulting. In some cases even 
the General Government has been compelled to proceed with a strong 
hand against improper combinations intended to evade or violate our 
revenue laws. But, sir, the republican party is no more responsible 
for this than it is for the seasons of drought, the fierce storms of the 
past season, or the grasshopper raid; it is anatural outgrowth of that 
inordinate desire of gain and restless spirit born during the commo- 
tions of war. But to that party is due, sir, the credit of warning the 

veople against the threatened evil and of first grapplingwith it, as it 

a with other encroaching evils. Through these efforts reaction has 
set in against this current, and crafty politicians watching closely the 
signs of thetimes have rushed to the front urging on the swaying ele- 
ment toward the other extreme, with the ery of rings! rings! rings! 
hoping thus to foist themselves into position and power. 

The change in the political complexion of Congress just at this par- 
ticular juncture, when circumstances had made it necessary to exam- 
ine into certain frauds perpetrated upon the revenue of the Govern 
ment, and also when the contest for the approaching presidential 
election began to be waged, the advantages of the position were at 
once seized upon by the opposition to institute a series of endless in- 
vestigations. And the very willingness of the republican party to 
lay open its inmost heart to inspection and desire to root out the least 
remains of evil have been used as weapons to strike at its vital ener- 
gies and as far as possible cripple it in the noble work it has been so 
patiently and faithfully performing. 

Such a scene as is being carried on in the political arena was never 
before witnessed in our country. Committees of Congress, instead of 
devoting their time to the examination of the proper business before 
them, are transformed into inquisitorial bodies. In fact I may say, 
without any great exaggeration, that Congress seems to have been 
transformed into one great investigating body, an immense inquisi- 
torial court, a naliemen star chamber to hunt down characters and 
blast reputations. Why, sir, it would seem as though we had sud- 
denly leaped backward inta the distant _ to gather models from 
the secret council of Venice, the Spanish inquisition, and the star 
chamber of James I, after which to mold the Congress of our centennial 

A newspaper article concocted in the fertile brain of some reckless 
reporter charges a member of Congress who has always stood fair 
both in private and public as to morals and honesty with some act of 
corruption or some unfair or improper dealing. Forthwith a com- 
mittee is charged with the work of investigating the matter and day 
after day is spent in this now all-important work, while the legiti- 
mate business of Congress is left hanging on the Calendar uncared 
for and unattended to. Witnesses from far and near, and at a cost to 
the Government of hundreds and thousands of dollars, are dragged 
to the capital, who, when examined, in five cases out of six can only 
state they know nothing about the matter in controversy. Here and 
there in the vast array of officials necessarily employed an occasional 
unfaithful one is found ; and even these few not contined to one party, 
but belonging alike and in equal ratio to both. . 

Each unexplained private business transaction or unguarded silly 
letter, each mistake in calculation in an old account or more than 
ordinary attorney-fee, is deemed the opening of a mine of corruption 
and is heralded over the country as the commencement of a discovery 
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which is to shock the country to its very center. One or two having 
peen found unfaithful, the whole country is set ablaze with reports 
of astounding developments, and the ery goes forth that political 
heads are falling before the scythe of democratic reformers as 

Thick as autumnal leaves that strow the brooks 

In Vallombrosa. 


As one after another of these fancied revelations, these supposed 
mines of corruption, fade away as the facts are unfolded and the 
rays of truth fall upon them, and the chase begins to flag, a fresh 
relay of spies are sent out to ransack the records of those who stand 
most prominent before the country. The official files are carefully 
examined for a couple of decades back, each account is critically 
refigured and each letter found, carefully read. The very slum and 
{ilth of society is diligently scraped for witnesses, who for a mo- 
mentary notoriety are ready to manufacture some tale of scandal. 
Worn-out lobbyists who for years have clung like parasites upon the 
skirts of Congress are rehabilitated and brought to the front as ac- 
cusers of and evidence against perhaps the very men they have been 
boring and importuning for years to assist in passing some iniquitous 
measure they have again and again rejected. Even the lunatic asy- 
lums, prisons, jails, and penitentiaries are opened and lunatics and 
confessed criminals are brought forth as aids in these inquisitorial 
investigations, in order to blacken the character and stain the repu- 
tation of some prominent individual. The very graves are asked to 
aid and the dead to assist in this work of defamation ; and in nearly 
all cases the accused party is not permitted to be present. 

A new trade has suddenly come into operation, and a new art has 
sprung into existence in our midst—the trade of accuser of public 
wen, and the art of manufacturing plausible stories to fit the accu- 
sations. An exemplary life and a character of untlinching honesty 
and integrity form no safeguard against the one or defense against 
the other; the only point to be determined is this, Is the individual 
in the way; or, Does he stand too prominent before thecountry ? This 
is sufficient to mark him as a proper object for these inquisitorial on- 
slanghts and to cause him to be tracked and trailed by secret spies, 
and every scrap of his past record, even to his private business mat 
ters, to be raked from their files and scrutinized. Private contidential 
letters written with unguarded faith in personal friendship are un- 
earthed and brought to light and exposed to the prurient curiosity be- 
gotten and fostered by this unhealthy state of public morals. Per- 
sonal honor, which should keep these sacred, is thrown to the dogs, 
and the mails and telegraph lines are burdened with grists which are 
poured into this mill of scandal to be ground out as food to feed pub- 
lic curiosity; a certain class of newsmongers become self-constituted 
spies; your coachman, your servant, and even your washerwoman, if 
possible, is set as a watch over your actions and made an evesdrop- 
per to catch each unguarded word. 

Tell me, sir, what all this forebodes? For although the picture is 
painted in strong colors it is no stronger than the facts warrant. Is 
it a manifestation of a great desire to purify public morals; or is it 
an effort on the part of some to rise to prominence by slandering oth- 
ers? Does it indicate the dawn of unprecedented purity in political 
life ; or of political recklessness and anarchy? Does it foreshadow 
the coming of a political millennium to be ushered in by democratic 
rule when congressional clerks shall all be saints and doorkeepers em- 
blems of purity; when political leaders shall live without salaries and 
frauds be unknown? Or does it indicate a desire to put on pharisa- 
ical robes and wear broad phylacteries with mottoes culled from the 
records of democratic administrations ? 

Sir, history will not contradict itself, and if these things give us 
any warning, it isto beware of introducing into political rule and 
social life a system of espionage. It has ever been one of the precur- 
sors of a reign of anarchy and revolution. And although we may 
not have reason to fear in this case such extreme results as were 
brought upon France in 1789, yet we do have great reason to appre- 
hend that its effect will be to unsettle and produce a state of confu- 
sion in political and social life. Faith in public honesty and private 
integrity will be destroyed, the management of our governmental 
affairs and political positions, instead of being placed in the hands of 
our best men, will eventually be handed over to those who can best 
ply the tricks of espionage and the arts of accusation and defama- 
tion. The political arena will become the hot-bed of gamesters and 
tricksters; and instead of purifying public morals, office-holding will 
be deemed an evidence of corruption and bribery, and its uncertain 
tenure will only cause the holder to ply more energetically his arts 
to gain wealth. 

I am, sir, no advocate or defender of corruption or dishonesty in 
polities or business, and would be glad to know that every unfaithful 
servant and derelict officer would receive the just condemnation his 
error deserves, But this system of espionage and star-chamber in- 
vestigation and defamation which is now being introduced into the 
political arena through the accidental turn of the wheel of political 
fortune, instead of working out this desired result, only tends to de- 
stroy faith in public men and to arouse suspicion and distrust in the 


minds of all, and thus sap the very foundations of our institutions. | 


It is adouble-edged weapon, and as often cuts the individual or party 
that wields it asthe one at which itis aimed. Destroy faith and con- 
fidence in human integrity and honesty, and you necessarily produce 
dishonesty and corruption. Destroy faith in our public men and 
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cause the people to believe that being in office or being in a public 
position is equivalent to being dishonest and corrupt, and you neces 
sarily destroy every incentive to honesty and integrity. 

I am not standing here to-day, sir, as the apologist for any corrup 
tion or dishonesty which may be found in the republican party. Far 
be any such intention from me. No, sir, such is not my desire or in- 
tention. If it were true that under the rule of this party corruption 
and unfaithfulness had grown to an extent unknown under the ad- 
ministration of any other party, I would say at once to the people, 
“Hurl it from power and intrust your affairs to more faithful serv- 
ants.” But, sir, not only is the charge untrue in fact and without 
foundation, but also the figures themselves show that in proper- 
tion to the numbers of officials engaged and amounts disbursed no 
party has ever before administered the Government with so little 
loss as the one now in power. The opposition may affect a smile at 
this statement, and democratic papers may pretend to scout the asser 
tion and hold up to public gaze a republican official or two who have 
proved unfaithful, but they dare not place the records side by side 
before the public as they are. I challenge them to the comparison. 

Had the republican party adopted the method of concealing and 
covering up from public gaze the errors and frauds of its officials as 
did the democratic party when in power, the ery which has gone be 
fore the country would never have been heard. 

I ask Senators and the public to look at the list of public thefts 
alone committed under the old democratic rule that has been made 
public and were almost forgoften by that party now held up to us as 
a pattern of honesty. 

Thousands, tens of thousands, yea even hundreds of thousands at 
a single grab; not one, two, or three only, but scores, aggregating 
nillions of dollars. Could you add to this the money extorted by 
ofticials for sale of offices, for granting contracts—as for example those 
of removing the Indians and furnishing Army supplies, and a thou 
sand and one others of which the records give us no account—I would 
have a list before which all charged to the republican party sinks 
into insignificance. 

But, sir, there is another reason why the few errors of this party 
are heralded before the country in such exaggerated style. Under 
the régime of the slave-power ignorance was purposely fostered, and 
education, except to the few, withheld. The masses were kept in 
ignorance of the guilt of their democratic saints, and it is only since 
the war these things are beginning to appear in all cases to the pub 
lic. Under republican rule education has been fostered to an extent 
never before known in any country, and the great body of the peo- 
ple to-day stand in reference to education the peers of their rulers. 
So that even were it desired to cover up errors, which, thank God, 
the republican party does not try to do, it would be impossile to the 
extent that it was done in the days of democratic rule. 

I repeat it, sir, 1 am not trying to-day to act the part of an apolo 
gist of the party to which I belong. That party has never attempted 
to avoid the closest scrutiny, and wherever any evidence of probable 
guilt existed has subjected its officers to the severest investigations. 
No, sir, the republican party needs no apologist ; the facts fairly and 
correctly presented are all it desires. Even the investigations recently 
instituted have struck left as well as right, and as many and I be- 
lieve more, have fallen in the democratic tan in the republican ranks. 
Such, therefore, is not my object; it isa much higher and I trust a 
much more important one than this: it isto place before the Senate 
and the country in plain, unvarnished colors the course which is now 
being pursued in this respect and to call attention to the dangers 
which are likely to result if allowed to go on unchecked. 

The motto which says “ Do right though the heaveus fall” is cei 
tainly a correct one, and so far as it becomes the duty of Congress to 
investigate the manner in which public officers have discharged their 
duties and fulfilled the trusts reposed in them it should be done thor 
oughly and fearlessly, no matter what may be the result to the party 
or administration. But, sir, 1 protest against investigations or trials 
proceeding upon the new principle which appears to have been incor 
porated into the political code of the present day, that “the accused 
is presumed to be guilty until he prove himself innocent.” If this 
is to become the established rule in our congressional star-chamber 
proceedings we may expect ere long to see lettres de cachet issued by 
those in authority, and those who stand in their way quietly incar- 
cerated in prison-cells. 

In congressional investigations as well as in courts of law the only 
safeguard is to cling with unyielding grasp to that old and time- 
honored principle which lies at the very base of criminal law, that 
“the accused is presumed to be innocent until proven guilty.” 

But, sir, the primary object of investigations appears no longer to 
be to protect the revenues of the Government and correct errors, but 
to destroy the reputation of those who stand as prominent individuals 
before the country as candidates for the chief positions. Presidential 


| candidates appear to have been the favorite game to be hunted down 


by these investigations; as soon as one is scented a pack of hounding 
spies and servile tools are set upon his trail to find, if possible, some 
transaction, some word, or some act upon which to hang an accusa 
tion, and as soon as the first bark is heard a host of ready and irre 
sponsible witnesses are on hand to give testimony. 

In the good old days of bards and chivalry there was a court fool 
who often spoke severe truths in the midst of his jests ; so in our Sum 
day Jester of some time since I see this thing curtly but sharply ex- 
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pressed, Speaking of a western nomination, it says: “The moment 
the head of a candidate appears above water every one ‘ goes for him,’ 
and in a few days his character looks as if the tly-wheel of the great 
Corliss engine had struck it.” Se long as this is confined to the at- 


cially, no matter how mach we may deprecate it ; but when Congress 
or one of its committees is made use of as a weapon to assist in hunt- 
ing down good names and slaughtering hitherto untarnished charac- 
ters, it is high time for us to look whither we are tending; and espe- 
cially does it behoove us to bealarmed at the prospect before us when 
in pursuit of this unworthy object the bounds of propriety and consti- 
tutional restrictions are transcended with impunity, when courts of 
inquisition unauthorized by our Constitution are set up and made 
the means and excuse for seizing private papers, ferreting out indi- 
vidual transactions. 

If such, sir, is the result of the first slight taste of power by this 
disturbing element, what are we to expect should it through the 
effect of the swaying tide of human sentiment or the accidental turn 
of the political wheel of fortune come into full control of the Gov- 
ernment? Already the wantof faith in the possible integrity of Gov- 
ernment officials is beginning to be riveted on the minds of our peo- 
ple, and yet at a time when there is in fact not near so much corrup- 
tion relatively as during the palmy days of democratic rule. This if 
continued must eventually extend to social life and business transac- 
tions, and sap the very basis of society.. It is time for us to have the 
moral courage to say to accusers of our public men and to scandal- 
mongers that our publie servants are presumed to be innocent, and 
that charges, to receive notice must be of serious character, properly 
presented, with a reasonable probability that they will be sustained, 
and coming legitimately within the purview of Congress. In other 
words, it is time for us to have the courage to say to all who come 
with their stories that we claim to be honest men; that we stand here 
as the representatives and defenders of honest men, and not of thieves; 
and that while we shirk no responsibility and fear no investigation, 
we deem the character of any and all good men too sacred to be tar- 
nished or blackened by the mere statement of a scandal-vendor or 
by a newspaper squib. Sir, let all deeds stand forth, but let not the 
damnable crimes of treason and treachery to country be covered up by 
vile vilification and slander of the country’s defenders and preservers. 
Democratic tacties are understood and will be laid bare to the world 
before this campaign is over. When a party will allow the poor and 
unfortunate to be murdered by wholesale merely because they will 
not vote the democratic ticket, is not the fact patent to all that by 
force and intimidation they expect to obtain power in the South, and 
by slander and a villainous system inaugurated they expect to ob- 
tain power in the North? Is it not true that every man who be- 
came prominent as asoldier during the war against the rebellion, that 
has stood by his guns and been faithful to the republican party, has 
heen assailed in every way possible in order to destroy his influence 
with the people? But, sir, it has come to be a saying in this Cham- 
ber and in some of the feeble-minded newspapers that we are “shak- 
ing the bloody shirt” if we call attention to brutal wholesale murder 
of colored republicans. All I have to say in answer to that is that 
when democrats will stop staining the shirt with blood, we will quit 
shaking it; until then it will be shaken in the faces of an indignant 
people. 

Sir, in my judgment a conspiracy exists to-day as much so as it did 
before the war to obtain possession of this Government by the means 
i have mentioned. Murder of negroes, intimidation of voters, with 
slander, falsehood, and every means possible to be used, so that the 
power that failed to destroy the Government by force of arms may 
now with their allies obtain possession and run it for their own polit- 
ical aggrandizement and gain. If they can control and govern, all 
well; if not, what then, sir? 

Has not past experience given us the answer? 
aetion heretofore when they lost political power ? 
the resort, 


What was their 
Rebellion, sir, was 


Mr, President, is it possible that so soon the country is asked to 
trust them again? 

No, Mr. President, the loyal people of this nation will not, in my 
opinion, wrest the political power and control now from the hands of 
those who saved the country because they loved it; those who pre- 
served the tlag because they cherished it; maintained the Constitu- 
tion because they believed in it, and crushed slavery because they hated 
it; to place that power in the hands of those who trailed our flag in 
the dust because it was the emblem of liberty ; trampled our Consti- 
tution under their feet because they respected it not ; attempted to de- 
stroy our free Government because they hated it, and fought to main- 
tain slavery because they loved it, 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, some timeago I said that it was against 
my taste and judgment to enter into a political discussion on this 
tloor; but it seems that on a mere resolution introduced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana asking for the printing of a certain num- 
ber of copies of a message of the President of the United States an 
extended political discussion has again been forced upon the Senate. 
1 do not know that I shall speak long; but not following the lead of 
the Senator from Vermont, I will not travel all over God's creation 
on this occasion, but will try at all events to adhere somewhat to the 
question before the Senate, unless I should happen to go off on the 
discussion with regard to the tigures which were shown the other day, 
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for everything,as I learn on the floor of the Senate, is to be discussed 
up™ a mere resolution to print a certain number of copies of a mes 
Now, what isit? In 


| answer to a Senate resolution of July 20, 1870, calling for information 
tacks of individuals and the press we have nothing to do with it offi- | 


in relation to the slaughter of American citizens at Hamburgh, South 
Carolina, this message came, and it was “read, ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed.” What is it? 

To the Senate of the United States : 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of July 20, 1876, calling upon the Pres 
ident to communicate to the Senate, if in his opinion not incompatible with the 
_— interest, any information in regard to the slaughter of American citizens at 

jamburgh, South Carolina, I have the honor to submit the following inclosures, 
to wit: 

No. 1. Letter of the 22d of July, 1876, from Governor D. H. Chamberlain, of South 
Carolina, to me. 

No. 2. My reply thereto. 

No, 3. Report of Hon. William Stone, attorney-general of South Carolina. 


No. 4. Keport of General Hl. W, Purvis, adjutant and inspector general of South 
Carolina. 


No. 5. Copy of evidence taken before a coroner's jury investigating facts relat 
ing to the Hamburgh massacre. 

No. 6. Printed copy of statement by M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 

No. 7. Printed letter from the same to the editors of the Journal of Commerce 

What the President of the United States had to do with that, God 
only knows; Ido not. It was no public matter intrusted to the 
President of the United States. 

No. 8. Copy of letter from Governor Chamberlain to Hon. T. J. RoBERTSON. 


One would suppose that a member of the Senate was able to bring 
before the Senate his own information and his own letters. 

No. 9. An address to the American people by the colored citizens of Charleston, 
South Carolina. 

And what has that to do with this case, so far as the President of 
the United States is concerned ? 

No. 10. An address by a committee appointed at a convention of leading repre 
sentatives of Columbia, South Carolina. 

And now comes— 

No. 11. Copy of letter of July 15, 1876, from the district attorney of Mississippi 
to the Attorney-General of the United States, 

In response to an inquiry from the Senate of the United States in 
regard to a transaction at Hamburgh, South Carolina! 

No. 12. Letter from same to same. 

No. 13. Copy of report of a grand jury lately in session in Oxford, Mississippi 

All this in answer to an inquiry of the Senate of the United States 
with regard to certain transactions at Hamburgh, South Carolina. 
What does the President say? 

These inclosures embrace all the information in my possession touching the late 
disgracefuland brutal slaughter of unotfending men at the town of Hamburgh 
South Carolina. My letter to Governor Chamberlain contains all the courments | 
wish to make on the subject. Asallusion is made in that letter to the condition of 
other States, and particularly to Louisiana and Mississippi, I have added to the in 
closures letters and testimony in regard vo the lawless condition of a portion of the 
people of the latter State. 

In regard to Louisiana affairs, murders and massacres of innocent men for opin 
ion’s sake, or on account of color, have been of too recent date and of too frequent 
occurence to require recapitulation or testimony here. All are familiar with their 
horrible details, the only wonder being that so many justify them or apologize for 
them. 

But recently a committee— 


And I desire the Senate to mark this, whether they print the 10,000 
copies or not— 

But recently a committee of the Senate of the United States visited the State of 
Mississippi to take testimony on the subject of frauds and violence in elections. 
Their report has not yet been made public; but I await its forthcoming with a feel 
ing of confidence that it will fally sustain all that I have stated relating to fraud 
aud violence in the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. President, I will try to keep within the rules of order; I will 
try to remember the high position occupied by the President of the 
United States, for I honor the office, whether I do its occupant or not. 
Now, the first inquiry here is, what information did the Senate require 
of the President of the United States? Information in relation to the 
slaughter of American citizens at Hamburgh, South Carolina. What 
does the President of the United States in answering that resolution 
of inquiry, a very proper resolution of inquiry, and one with which 
no member on this floor, on either side, finds the slightest fault? It 
may have been proper. I will not go into the motives of the honor 
able Senator from Indiana. I will not talk about the bloody shirt, 
for fear that the Senator from Vermont will say that such language 
is not elegant language and not worthy this Chamber. The inquiry 
was put to the President of the United States, and the duty of the 
President of the United States was either to withhold the inform:- 
tion regarding that matter because it was not proper to give it, orto 
give it, and then stop; and before I get through I will satisfy, if not 
the Senate, the country, that the President of the United States has 
gone out of the line that becomes the dignity of the oflice. 

Sir, the Senate asked for information regarding an occurrence at 
Hamburgh, South Carolina. If public policy warranted the Presi- 
dent in giving that information, then he was in duty bound to give 
it; if publie policy demanded that he should withhold that informa 
tion, then he should have withheld it. But he goes further, and be 
comes a volunteer in this matter. The President of the United States 


arraigns—I understand the word I use, and its full value and its full 
meaning—he dares to arraign the people of two States in this Union 
about whom no inquiry was made by the Senate of the United States 
Sir, what business had the President of the United States to under 
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take to volunteer information to this body, his equal in point of in 
telligence? What business bad he to volunteer information to mem 
bersof this body with regard to matters in Louisiana ar 1 Mississippi? 
sir, he goes further, and one would have supposed either that the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. BoUTWELL] or the representative of 
the minority of the committee, [Mr. Bayarp}]—and either of those 
ventlemen will take the remark kindly, I know—had informed him 
exactly what their report would be, and what the facts were that 
they had found. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will indulge me a moment I will 
suggest to him what business he had. Section 3 of the second arti- 
cle of the Constitution imposes upon him this duty—— 

Mr. EATON. Be kind enough to tell me the page, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Page 45 of the Manual. 

He shall from time to time— 

Mr. EATON. Wait one moment, if you please. 
I think I have had my attention directed to that. 

Mr. DAWES. 

He shall from time to time give to the Congress information of the state of the 
Union— 

Mr. EATON. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. EATON. 

Mr. DAWES. 
and recommend — 


Mr. EATON. I submit to no further interruption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to be further 
interrupted. 

Mr. DAWES. Will you not allow me to continue the reading ? 

Mr. EATON. I submit to no further interruption. I should have 
come to that ina moment. It is tothe Congress of the United States 
that the President is to submit information. I shall arrive at that 
before I get through with this business. The honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts may possess his soulin patience. 1 willreach that, as 
much of it as he will like. What business, I ask again, had the 
President of the United States to become a volunteer to charge upon 
the people of Louisiana and Mississippi these outrages which he 
speaks of ? If it was his duty, and now I call the attention of my 
honorable friend from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. DAWES. I have been giving my friend from Connecticut my 
undivided attention, and I solicged the opportunity of answering, 
but the Senator objected. 

Mr. EATON. You will get the opportunity by and by, not now. 
I ask your attention now, not your words but your attention. Let 
every Senator hear what I say and answer it if he can, any way, now 
or at any time. Did the President of the United States under his 
oath of office have any authority to communicate information to the 
Senate under that section of the Constitution to which the Senator 
directed my attention and which I had upon my brief? 

He shall from time to time give to the Congress— 

Not the Senate— 
information of the state of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such 
measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient. 

Mr. President, let us look at this act of the Executive, for he is only 
aman. If there have been outrages in the State of Louisiana; if there 
have been outrages in the State of Mississippi, such as demanded the 
attention and action of the Executive of the United States, his oath 
of office, the oath which he has taken, should have compelled him to 
communicate that information to the Congress of the United States. 
Such is the organic law of the land, binding alike on Presidents, and 
Senators, and people. He is one of the people, and one only ; yet he 
dlares to arraign the people of two States and bring them before the 
Senate of the United States and before the country of which he is 
President and does not, according to the oath of his office, give to the 
Congress of the United States any information which he has at hand. 
| hope that the honorable Senator from Massachusetts has learned 
by this time that I have not forgotten that clause in the Constitution. 
If Louisiana had been suffering, it was the duty of the executive of 
Lonisiana to call upon the President of the United States for the in- 
terposition of the power of the United States if the Legislature of 
Lonisiana was not in session. I will read that clause of the Consti- 
tution : 


Now zo 


That is all, sir. 
Not quite. 
I submit—— 


The United States shall guarantee to every State of this Union a republican form 
of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, and on application 
of the Legislature or of the executive (when the Legislature cannot be convened) 
against domestic violence. 

If there was any danger of domestic violence in the State of Louisi- 
ana, then it became the duty of the executive of Louisiana, if the 
Legislature was not in session and could not be easily convened, 
to inform the President of the United States that there was trouble 
in his State and ask for the assistance of the United States. If 
there was trouble in the State of Mississippi, it was the duty of the 
Legislature of Mississippi, if in session, or of the governor if the 
Legislature was not in session and could not be convened, to notify 
the President of the United States; and then it would have been the 
duty of the President of the United States to have notitied Congress, 
now in session here, of what was transpiring in those two States and 
demand, if he required it, the action of Congress upon that matter. 
Who will deny it? 1 will give way to any honorable Senator to an 
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Was there any other course for the President of the United 
States to pursue and be honest to himself and honest to his oath ? 
Has he done either of these things? He has not, but he has ventured 
to enter the political arenaas an informer. That is what he has ven 
He has dared to arraign two States of this Union. If 
what he says is true, why has he not informed Congress of it under 
his oath of office? Therefore I say here, and let it go before the 
country with this message, that it is not true; it is false. I know 
whereof I speak. I make the charge boldly that it is false. There 
is no truth in this message with regard to Louisiana. I will come 
to Carolina by and by. I will take these things up by piecemeal. 
There is no truth in this message with regard to Louisiana and Mis 
sissippi, because if it is true he is forsworn if he has not given that 
information to the Congress of the United States as the Constitution 
of the United States forces him to do. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. EATON. Yes, sir; with great pleasure. 

Mr. McMILLAN. At the time this message was delivered and the 
report of the grand jury of the United States which accompanies the 
President’s message was made, I desire to ask the Senator whether 
there was any application for aid from the State of Mississippi, and 
further to ask him whether it is not a democratic governor and a 
democratic Legislature which govern Mississippi at this time and at 
the time that message was presented to the Senate ? 

Mr. EATON. Well, I will take these things up. There are a good 
many questions. But first the Senator asks me if it is not a dem 
ocratic Legislature and a democratic governor that govern Missis 
sippi. ILdonot know. Lhope so. It would be some sign of good 
vovernment if there be such. Next he asks me if the grand jury 
were in session at a particular time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; I asked whether at the time the report 
of the grand jury of a United States court which accompanies this 
message was sent to the President the governor of Mississippi and the 
Legislature of Mississippi were not democratic, and whether any ap 


swer, 


| plication for aid was made at that time to the President of the United 


States? 

Mr. EATON. That is very possible: but the Senator does not 

It is too small, 
lam endeavoring to make no escape. 

Mr. EATON. Let me answer the first question, and then I will 
hear another. The Senator insinuates that there have been outrages 
here which a democratic governor and a democratic Legislature have 
not brought to the notice of the United States. 
That I deny. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I insinuated only—— 

Mr. EATON. One moment. I have not yet got though; when I 
do, I will give you the floor. He next intimates that the President 
of the United States received this information from a grand jury be 
cause he could not get it from a governor, Very well; now I will sup 
pose all that true. If he got it from a grand jury, why did he not 
under his oath of office give his information to the Congress of the 
United States and not to the Senate upon an inquiry relating to a 
riot at Hamburgh, South Carolinat Now I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I make no insinuations in any respect whatever. 
I proposed to the Senator from Connecticut simple questions in re 
sponse to a statement of his upon the floor of the Senate as a Senator 
of the United States that facts stated by the President in his mes 
sage to the Senate first, stated by the foreman of the grand jury of a 
United States court in his report to the court, are false. The Senator 
has stated that the statements in the message are false, and those 
statements are embodied in the report of the grand jury of the 'nited 
States to the United States court. 

Mr. EATON. Is the honorable Senator through? I stated this, 
and I state it again, and Jet it go to the country for what it is worth, 
that if the President of the United States is true to his oath of office, 
and he has received any information of this character regarding the 
condition of Mississippi, it is his duty to report it to Congress. That 
is what I say; and therefore I do not believe this trash anyway. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator denied in his place in the Senate 
that the facts were true, and put himself at issue with the statements 
in the message of the President of the United States distinetly and 
flatly. 

Mr. EATON. Do you know they are true? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do, sir. 

Mr. EATON. How do you know? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam at liberty now to state that I know it by 
the testimony of innumerable witnesses delivered before a commit 
tee of this Senate under oath. 

Mr. EATON. I might not believe that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Sent there for the special purpose of making 
the investigation. 

Mr. EATON. I might not believe that, for I have heard that some 
of them are not worthy of belief. No matter—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator may not believe any truth. 

Mr. EATON. The gentleman cannot drag me out of my course ; it 
is notin hispower. What I said was this, and the people know it; the 
Senate know it; that if there was any such information as this, it 
was the duty of the President under his oath of oftice to give it to 
the Congress of the United States, and thef®fore I do not believe it, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President 


Mr. McMILLAN, 


That he insinuates. 
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Mr. EATON. I will not submit to further interruption. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I merely desire to have the Senator retain the 
position which he chooses to occupy. Thatisa direct statement that 
the facts were not true. 

Mr. EATON. I did not Say S80. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. [appeal to the record. 

Mr. EATON. When the Senator from Minnesota asserts that, he 
asserts on this floor what I did not say. 

Mr. McMILLAN. lam content to rest that with every member of 
the Senate present when the Senator made the declaration. 

Mr. EATON. What I said was this, and I say it again; it is not 
for that Senator to make a question of veracity with me—— 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I make no question of veracity. 

Mr. EATON. It does not belong to him or to me to make a ques- 
tion of veracity. Iappeal to gentlemen whom I see in my eye if what 
I said was not just what I say now, that it was the sworn duty of the 
President of the United States if these things were true to bring 
them before the Congress of the United States and he had failed to 
do that, and therefore I did not believe that they were true. That is 
just what I said exactly. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Before that the Senator made the distinct state- 
ment, and I appeal to the report of his speech. 

Mr. EATON. Is there any further question of veracity between 
the Senator from Minnesota and myself? Ihave explained this thing 
exactly as I understand what I said, and I do not believe there isa 
Senator within the sound of my voice except the Senator from Min- 
nesota who does not agree with me. 

Now, sir, I give it as my deliberate opinion as a Senator of the 
United States, having in view my own position, having in view the 
honor of the State which Tin part represent on this tloor, that the 
resident of the United States has traveled outside of his line of duty. 
Sir, he is not your master, nor mine, thank God. The time has not 
yet come when a President of the United States can do acts that would 
not be tolerated in any member of this Senate and yet not be subject 
to rebuke, Sir, this is a political slander, a political slander against 
the democratic party of the United States. The very reading of the 
last clanse settles that. Let us look at it: 


Their report has not yet been made public— 


Ile had no right to know anything about it; he had no right to 
know a word of it any more than I. It was a report to be made from 
a committee of this body to this body, not to anybody else. And yet 
he says: 

Their report has not yet been made public; but I await its forthcoming with a 


feeling of contidence that it will fully sustain all that | have stated relating to 
fraud and violence in the State of Mississippi 


Isthisso? Did the committee of this body who were bound to re- 
port to this body give information to the President of the United 
States so that he might volunteer this to the world when he was not 
required to give it? Sir, I leave that question to answer itself or be 
answered hereafter by somebody else. 

Now it is asked that this political slander, this charge against two 
of the sovereign States—I do not know that the Senator from Ver- 
mont will like that term, but I shall continue to use it as long as I 
remain a Senator upon this floor; his State chooses to use it and so 
dloes mine—that this political slander against two of the sovereign 
States of this Union shall be published to the extent of 10,000 extra 
copies to be paid for with democratic money, at least half of it. ! 
wish my friends on that side would pay their own bills. When we 
desire to publish a slander of this kind, if we do desire it, and I hope 
we never shall, against the republican party, we will pay the bills 
ourselves; we will not ask our republican friends to join with us to 
pay the expenses of the transaction. 

Senators have said on this floor, the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana, Whom I do not now see in his seat, and I regret to speak of an 
absent Senator, ventured to say on this floor, regardless of the amen- 
ities and courtesies that ought to govern Senators, that there were 
Sevators here who dared not—dared not was the language ; sir, I am 
within the rule of all parliamentary discussion ; I will not be outside of 
it—he said there were Senators on this side of the House who dared 
not speak against this outrage in South Carolina. Sir, that was not 
courteous ; that was outside of the amenities that govern in courteous 
deliberative assemblies, I trust that my honorable friend from In- 
(liana in using that language used it in heat, without thought or re- 
flection. He does not mean to say ; he does not dare to say—let me 
use that word now toward him as he has used it—no, I take it back, 
sir; I regret that I have used it—he does not mean to say that hon- 
orable gentlemen occupying seats upon this floor would fail under 
any circumstances to denounce a cowardly outrage. He does not 
mean it; he cannot mean it. It cannot be true, and therefore he 
cannot mean it. I do not mean to accuse him of falsehood ; far from 
it; but I mean to say that he spoke in the heat of debate. He would 
no more say that to my honorable friends from Georgia [Mr. GORDON ] 
or Missouri [Mr. CocKkRELL] or North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] than 
they would say it to him; that he was afraid to denounce a man who 
had pickod a pocket, for the inference would be that he was in league 
with the pickpocket. Whenever an assertion of that kind is made, 
the inference is that the parties who dare not denounce the act are in 
league with the men whe would be guilty of an outrage that nobody 
can defend, . P 


a 


Sir, I admire and have admired for years the consistency and pluck 
of my honorable friend from Indiana. He certainly is deserving of 
the admiration of us all. Physically weak in his condition, he is yet 
here in his seat almost always. I am always glad to see him here; hy; 
I donot alwaysadmire his language any morethan my friend from Ver 
mont admires the courtesy and the elegance of the expression “blood, 
shirt.” Let us look for a moment at another expression that my hon- 
orable friend from Indiana used that to me is laughable in its utter 
absurdity. He spoke with great and vigorous vehemence when he 
said that Tilden dare not say anything in his letter of acceptance 
against this Hamburgh matter. Well, upon my word, Mr. President, 
of all the laughable things that I have ever dreamed or heard of iy, 
my life it is that a man nominated for a public office, the highest 
public office in the land, should go dribbling about massacres or any- 
thing else, either massacres in Hamburgh or stealings in the Treas 
ury Department, either massacres in Hamburgh or stealings in Saint 
Louis. I should hardly have supposed that Governor Hayes, in his 
letter of acceptance, would go to Saint Louis and would pitch into 
those rascals who had been stealing in the whisky ring there. | 
should rather have supposed that he would say what he did say, that 
the civil service of the Government should hereafter be honest], 
cared for in every Department of the Government. I do not intend 
to give his exact language, but I mean to give certainly the language 
of a gentleman. I think that is about the substance of what he said. 

But my friend said Tilden dare not, he repeated it four times, that 
Tilden dared not introduce into his letter of acceptance anything 
about this Hamburgh massacre because—now look at it, look at the 
animus—because he expected certain southern States to vote for him 
in the fall. Mr. President, as a member of the democratic party, as a 
personal and political friend of that great man who is its leader in 
the coming battle, I say that that remark of the Senator from Indiana 
is an insult, an insult to the man, an insult to the party, an insult to 
every man who stands in the line of the democratic party. It ought 
not to have been made. Sir, the democratic party, from my friend, 
Mr. Tilden, down to myself, one of its humblest members, condemn 
crime everywhere ; and it is not for the Senator from Indiana or any 
other man of God Almighty’s molding to charge on the party to which 
I belong an offense of that character. If he does, I throw it back in 
his face as false and not to be tolerated among gentlemen on this 
floor, and it will not be tolerated without rebuke so long as I have 
the honor to be a member of this body, no matter who the man may 
be that makes the allegation. 

Sir, it would be a nice state of affairs if Hon. Samuel J. Tilden, of 
New York, renowned as a public man of great sagacity, shonld have 
traveled to Washington and have obtained from the Senator from 
Indiana proper language in which to couch his letter of acceptance! 
Is it not a great pity that he did not consult the honorable Senator 
from Indiana as to what language he should use in his letter of ac 
ceptance? As he did not consult him, I desire the Secretary to read 
what I send to the desk, that shows the difference between the Sen 
ator from Indiana and the gentlemen who is the banner-bearer of the 
democratic party. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The necessity of a reform in the scale of public expense, Federal, State, and mu 
nicipal, and in the modes of Federal taxation, justifies all the prominence given to it 
in the declaration of the Saint Louis convention. The present depression in all 
the business and industries of the people, which is depriving labor of its employ 
ments and carrying want into s0 many homes, has its principal cause in excessive 
governmental consumption. Under the illusions of a specious prosperity, engen 
dered by the false policies of the Federal Government, a waste of capitalhas been 
going on ever since the peace of 1865, which could only end in universal disaster 

The Federal taxes of the last eleven years reach the gigantic sum of $4,500,000,000 
Local taxation has amounted to twothirds as much more. The vast aggregate is 
not less than $7,500,000,000. This enormous taxation followed a civil conflict that 
had greatly impaired our aggregate wealth and had made a prompt reduction of 
expenses indispensable. It was aggravated by the most unscientific and ill-ad 
justed methods of taxation that increased the sacritices of the people far beyond 
the receipts of the Treasury. It was aggravated, moreover, by a financial policy 
which tended to diminish the energy, skill, and economy of production and the fru 
gality of private consumption, and induced miscalculation in business and an unre 
munerative use of capital and labor. Even in prosperous times the daily wants 
of industrious communities press closely upon their daily earnings. The margin 
of possible national savings is at best a small percentage of national earnings 
Yet now for these eleven years governmental consumption has been a larger 
portion of the national earnings than the whole people can possibly save even 
in prosperous times for all new investments. . 

The consequences of these errors are now a present public calamity. But they 
never were doubtful, never invisible. They were necessary and inevitable, and 
were foreseen and depicted when the waves of that fictitious prosperity ran highest 

In a speech made by me onthe 24th of September, 1869, it was said of these taxes 
They bear heavily upon every man’s income, upon every industry, and every busi 
ness in the country, and year by year they are destined to press still more heavily 
unless we arrest the system that gives rise to them. It was comparatively easy 
when values were doubling under repeated issues of legal-tender paper money to 
pay out of the froth of our growing and apparent wealth these taxes ; but when 
values recede and sink toward their natural scale the tax-gatherers take from us 
not only our income, not only our profits, but also a portion of our capital. I do 
not wish to sunapenaees alarm. I simply say that we cannot afford the costly an¢ 
ruinous policy of the radical majority of Congress. We cannot afford that policy 
toward the South. We cannot afford the magnificent and oppressive centralism 
into which our Government is being converted. We cannot afford the present mag 
nificent scale of taxation. To the Secretary of the Treasury I said early in If 
there is no royal road for a government more than for an individual or a corpora 
tion. What you want to do now is to cut down your expenses and live within yout 
income. : 

I would give all the legerdemain of finance and financiering, I would give the 
whole of it for the old homely maxim : “ Live within your income.” — ‘This reform 
will be resisted at every step, but it must be pressed persistently. We see to-day 
the immediate represeutatives of the people in ove branch of Congress while strug- 
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cling to reduce expenditures compelled to confront the menace of the Senate and 
Executive. Unless the objectionable appropriations be consented to, the operations 
of the Government thereunder shall suffer detriment or cease. In my judgment 
an amendment of the Constitution ought to be devised separating into distinct bills 
the appropriations for the various departments of the public service and excluding 
from each bill all appropriations for other objects and all independent oo | 
In that way alone can the revisory power of each of the two Houses and of the Ex- | 
ecutive be preserved and exempted from the moral duress which often compels as- | 
sent to objectionable appropriations rather than stop the wheels of the Govern- | 
ent. 

i (n accessory cause, enhancing the distress in business, is tg be found in the sys- | 
tematic and unsupportable misgovernment imposed on the States of the South. 
Besides the ordinary effects of an ignorant and dishonest administration, it has | 
intheted upon them an enormous issue of fraudulent bonds, the scanty avails of 
whieh were wasted or stolen, and the existence of which is a public discredit, tend- 
ing to bankruptey or repudiation. Taxes, generally oppressive, in some instances | 
have confiscated the entire income of property and totally destroyed its marketa- 
ble value. It is impossible that these evils should not react upon the prosperity of 
the whole country. The nobler motives of humanity concur with the material in- 
terests of all in requiring that every obstacle be removed to a complete and dura- | 
ble reconciliation between kindred populations, once unnaturally estranged, on the | 
basis recognized by the Saint Louis platform, of the “ Constitution of the United | 
States with its amendments universally accepted, as a tinal settlement of the con- | 
troversies which engendered civil war.” But in aid of a result so beneficent the | 
moral influence of every good citizen, as well as every governmental authority, 
ought to be exerted, not alone to maintain their just equality before the law, but | 
likewise to establish a cordial fraternity and good-will among citizens, whatever 
their race or color, who are now united in the one destiny of a common self-govern- 
ment. If the duty shall be assigned to me, I should not fail to exercise the powers | 
with which the laws and the Constitution of our country clothe its Chief Magistrate | 
to poctesh ae its citizens, whatever their former condition, in every political and 
versonal right. 

; Reform is necessary, declares the Saint Louis convention, to establish a sound 
currency, restore the public credit, and maintain the national honor ; and it goes 
on to demand a judicious system of preparation by public economies, by official 
retrenchments, and by wise finance, which shall enable the nation soon to assure 
the whole world of its ae ability and its perfect readiness to meet any of its 
promises at the call of the creditors entitled to payment. The object demanded by 
the convention is a resumption of specie payments on the legal-tender notes of 
the United States. That would not only restore the public credit and maintain the 
public honor, but it would establish a sound currency for the people. The meth- 
ods by which this object is to be pursued and the means by which it is to be at- 
tained are disclosed by what the convention demanded for the future and by what 
it denounced in the past. 


Mr. EATON. Mr. President, these are the words, not of a lunatic, 
but these are the words of a sagacious, far-seeing statesman; a 
man who knows what he is talking about. Think of it for one mo- 
ment, let it come home to this Senate that within eleven years 
there have been taken from the pockets of the people more than 
$7,500,000,000 in the way of taxes, Sir, the income of the people, as 
Mr. Tilden says, cannot stand this drain upon their resources. It is 
utterly impossible that they can stand it. We hope to see the same 
change in the United States after the election of Samuel J. Tilden, 
which I do not permit myself to doubt as I am nota heretic, that has 
occurred in the State of New York. The taxation of the State of 
New York before the accession of Mr. Tilden to power was $16,000,000 
annually, After his accession to power it was $2,000,000. Now I de- 
sire every Senator to coolly and deliberately take the opinion which 
I utter into consideration. I say we cannot stand it, and nobody 
knows better than my distinguished friend from Massachusetts whom 
1 now have in my eye, [Mr. BoUTWELL, ] that we cannot stand a con- 
tinued taxation of $750,000,000 a year; the industries of the people 
will not warrant it; and therefore I say on the fluor of the Senate, 
with the responsibility of a Senator attached to my saying, that four 
years more of personal government of this sort and you cannot pay 
your debts at all. I commend this to the consideration of the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, who gave me some tables to 
which I shall allude before I get through, that the United States are 
now paying and have been paying for the last eleven years $750,000,000 
a year in the shape of taxes. They cannot stand under it; the in- 
dustries of the country do not admit of a payment of that sum in 
the way of taxes; and therefore if this matter is continued for four 
years longer down go your notes and down goes the price of your 
bonds. There must be a change here such as there was in New York, 
where instead of $16,000,000 a year the taxation was reduced to 
$4,000,000 a year, and instead of $144,000,000 or $150,000,000 a year for 
the carrying on of the Government of the United States the figures 
must be brought down to $85,000,000 or $90,000,000 a year, so that the 
surplus may go to pay the debt of the country and thus keep its 
bonds at their price and keep its currency where it now is. 

But I did not mean to be Tom into a discussion of that sort. It 
only came from a remark which Mr. Tilden used in his letter of ac- 
ceptance. It will do to read again : 

The nobler motives of humanity concur with the material interests of all in re- 
quiring that every obstacle be removed to a complete and durable reconciliation be- 
tween kindred populations once unnaturally estranged on the basis recognized by 
the Saint Louis platform of the “Constitution of the United States, with its amend- 
ments universally accepted as a final settlement of the controversies which engend- 
ered civil war ;” but in aid of a result so beneficent to the moral influence of every 
citizen, as well as every governmental authority, ought to be exerted, not alone to 
maintain their just equality before the law, but likewise to establish cordial, fra- 
ternal, and good-will among citizens, whatever their race and color, who are now 
united in the one destiny of a common self-government. If the duty shall be as- 
signed to me I should not fail to exercise the powers with which the laws and the 
Constitution of our country clothe its Chief Magistrate to protect all its citizens, | 
whatever their former condition, in every political and personal right. 

Mr. President, if this be false, no matter what was said could not 
add to it; but if it be true, in the name of the common Father of us 
all, what more can be asked from any living man, a candidate for any | 
place? If he is false to that, untrue to it, if he wrote it for the pur- 
poses of deceit and deception, if he wrote it for the purposes of getting 
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votes, and not from a high sense of duty and honor, then of course the 
words mean nothing;*but if as an honest man, if as a representative 
man of one-half of all the intelligence of this broad land, no, not one- 
half, but all of it; I say if he wrote it as an honest man, and as a rep 
resentative of me, and you, and you and all the other democrats of 
this broad land, then the man who would ask for more is not honest; 
the man who would sneer at it would sneer at his dying mother. I 
say, sir, it is all that an honorable man says if he means it, and, God 
helping me, I believe he does; in my heart of hearts, I believe he does. 
I mean it. I mean the country to understand that he means it. The 
man who stands upon this floor, or any other floor, and undertakes to 
sneer down the honest language of an honest man may go before the 
people and they will sneer him down. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator yields to me 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless the Senator from Connecticut himself 
desires an adjournment, I think we had better finish this political 
discussion and go on with important business to-morrow. 

Mr. EATON. My friend from Ohio should recollect that it is ex 
tremely hot, and I am tired. I have agreed to yield for an adjonrn 
nent, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ject. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
venient for him. 

Mr. EATON. Ido not care whether I go on in the morning, if there 
is anything particular to be done then, or the next day or next week 
if we are going to stay here that long. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iamafraid we are, and I suggest whether it would 
not be well to lay this aside informally and take up the subject that 
was before us when this was taken up. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Connecticut ought to have 
the privilege of concluding his speech. If this goes over it may not 
be taken up again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


If the Senator desires it himself, I shall not ob- 


I do not wish the Senator to goon if it is not con 


There is no danger of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I should like, if that motion could be withdrawn, 
to move for an executive session. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I submit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider 
ation of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses 
sion, the doors were re-opened and (at five o’clock and five minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDAY, August 7, 1576. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 

Several gentlemen rose and addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can recognize no gentle 
man, except for a correction of the Journal, before the morning hour 
to-day. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


CORRECTION. 
Mr. HARRISON. I think I am entitled to the floor to correet 
RECORD as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. HARRISON. I find, sir, that in the Recorp of August 4, un 
der the head of “Correction of error m enrollment,” a motion was 
made by Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, to correct a bill. I find also in the 
proceedings of the Senate in the Recorp of August 5 that one of 
the Senators spoke of these corrections and errors in enrollment as 
of frequent occurrence. I wish, in behalf of the Committee on En- 
rolled Biils and also of the clerk, to state that these were not errors 
of enrollment, but were errors in the original bills. The bills were 
enrolled properly, and the gentleman who compared them, [ Mr. BAKER, 
of New York.] who is now absent, feels it due to him that this cor- 

rection should be made. 


the 


ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour commences at fif 
teen minutes past twelve o’clock, and this being Monday, the first 
business in order is the call of the States and Territories, beginning 
with the State of Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint reso- 
lutions for reference to their appropriate committees, not to be brought 
back on motions to reconsider. Under this call memorials and _ reso- 
lutions of State and territorial Legislatures may be presented for ref- 
erence and printing. 

TRACKS OF BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4066) requiring the removal 
of the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad from certain streets 
in the city of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time. 


OF BUSINESS. 
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Mr. HALE. I eall for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read in full, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ENGINEER CORPS, 

Mr. BALLOU introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4067) to promote efticiency 
in the Engineer Corps; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I eall for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JANE B. WILCOX. 

Mr. MEADE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4068) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jane B. Wilcox, of Jefferson County, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT A. M’DONALD. 

Mr. STENGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4069) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert A. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH W. REED. 

Mr. STENGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4070) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth W. Reed; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIAS DPD. BRUNNER. 

Mr. ROBBINS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H.R. No, 4071) 
granting a pension to Elias D. Brunner; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


CHEAP TRANSPORTATION OF FREIGHT. 

Mr. O'BRIEN (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 407%) to 
provide for cheap transportation of freight between tide-water on or 
near the Atlantic Ocean and the Ohio and Mississippi Valleys; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

Mr. FORT. I cannot see any reason for reading that bill; it is 
already printed. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I desire that the bill be read, in order that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] may be informed as to its provisions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
O'BRIEN ] has a right to have the bill read. 

Phe Clerk began the reading of the bill; but before concluding, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I ask that the further reading of this bill be 
dispensed with. I believe the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. O’BrrEN ] 
does not insist upon the further reading. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Che Clerk resumed the reading of the bill; but before concluding, 

Mr. LAWRENCE said: I suppose this reading is for the purpose of 
consuming the morning hour. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed 
to introduce a joint resolution to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That cannot be done. The gentleman 
can ask unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of 
this bill, and then he can introduce his joint resolution when the State 
of Ohio is called. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Well, I ask that the further reading be dis- 
pensed with. 

There was no objection ; and the bill, without farther reading, was 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. WALKER, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4073) to 
amend section 2097 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF INVESTIGATING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I send a resolution to the Clerk’s desk to be read, 
and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the rnles be so amended as to allow the committees of investiga- 
tion to report at any time during this session. 


Mr. ee: Simple House resolutions are not in order under 
this call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are not in order under this call. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COX. This resolution can be offered under the second call of 
the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be a second call. 

Mr. LEVY. I desire to introduce a bill for the relief of John F. 
Cheney, a resident of Feliciana Parish, in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 


Mr. COX. I desive to raise a point of order in regard to the reso- 








RECORD—HOUSE. AUGUST 7, 





| lution of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. DoUGLAS.] By referenc: 


| to page 205 of Barclay’s Digest 








Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [ Mr, 
Cox] rises to a point of order. 

Ma COX. My point of order is that by reference to Barclay’s [)j 
gest, page 205, the following will be found: 

A resolution to amend the rules may be read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules during the first call of the States and Territories in the morning hour of Mon 
day, and thus constitutes notice, according to the usages of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If this is a resolution to amend the 
rules for reference to the Committee on Rules, it was clearly in orde; 
under this call. At the time the resolution was read the attention of 
the Chair was taken up by members speaking to him, and the Chai; 
supposed it wasa simple House resolution. The point of order of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is welltaken. A resolution to 
amend the rules for reference to the Committee on Rules is in order 
during the first call of the morning hour, and constitutes the notice 
required for an amendment of the rules. The resolution, therefore, 
will be referred to the Committee on Rules, and printed. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the motion to refer by substituting 
the Committee on Appropriations for the Committee on Rules; and 
upon that amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to that reference. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman may object toit, and can show his ob 
jection by voting against it. 

Mr. RANDALL. A proposition to change the rules should go to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HALE. That is not a debatable motion, and I call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. COX. I raise the point of order that the gentleman cannot 
make that motion. 

Mr. HALE. This is the first time I ever heard the point made that 
a change of reference cannot be moved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot deprive the gent}: 
man from Maine [| Mr. HALE] of his right to move to amend the mo 
tion to refer. The House can do what it pleases about the amend 
ment. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Maine made his motion too late 
The Chair certainly had stated that the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HALE. I rose in my place before the Chair made any 
nouncement, 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I rise to a point of order, and I desire the Chair to 
hear it, because it is a legitimate one. My point of order is that 
under the rules of the House a resolution to amend the rules must be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. We can only suspend a rule of 
the House by a two-thirds vote. A motion which may be ordinarily 
carried by a majority vote, such as a motion to refer some matter to 
the Committee on Appropriati.as, is not in order in this case, because 
the rule requires a resolution for an amendment of the rules to be re 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, and that rule cannot be suspended 
except by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that the Chair has any doubt about 
the matter, but the answer to that point is that, although the rule 
declares that all subject-matters shall be referred to their appropriate 
committees, it has always been held that during the morning hour 
of Monday a motion may be made to refer a bill or resolution to any 
committee, and that motion must be voted upon. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say that as this proceeding, snggested by 
the gentleman from New York, is one which revolutionizes the pro 
ceedings of legislation, I would like to hear read the rule under which 
the Committee on Rules is appointed, that we may ascertain what 
authority the House has over this subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. In what respect does this resolution revolutionize 
anything? 

Mr. BANKS. Because under this rule, before four o’clock to-day, 
this House can have abolished the Supreme Court of the United States 
and placed upon the bench of that court any number of its members 
that it may choose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suppose any bill which the House might pass 
would have to be concurred in by the Senate and approved by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. BANKS. Iam speaking of the action of the House. 

Mr. COX. There is no revolution about this proposition ; it is only 
intended to facilitate business. 

Mr. BANKS. ILask for the reading of the rule which authorizes 
the appointment of the Committee on Rules, so that we may know 
what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
send the rule to the Clerk’s desk ? 

Mr. BANKS. It is not for me to send the rule to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COX. I understand there are only three minutes left of this 
hour. I desire the Chair to decide this question, so that I may have 
the benefit of the rules. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think I can answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BANKs.] The authority in the 
case is the same as the authority for nine-tenths of our legislation. 


Mr. BANKS. I do not want to hear anything about the other r.ne 
tenths. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I beg permission to say that the authority 
is a decision made by the last House on an appeal from the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker Blaine, that a resolution to amend the rules could be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules in the morning hour of Monday. 
That decision will be found on page 205 of the Digest. 

Mr. BANKS. That decision of the Speaker is perfectly right—that 
4 resolution to change the rules can be presented in the morning hour 
of Monday; that is by an express provision ; but I want to know what 
the authority is for the appointment of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. COX. Ido not want to have the morning hour exhausted, as 
time is of the essence of this matter. It has never been disputed that 
all resolutions to amend the rules go to the Committee on Rules as of 
course; and no motion to refer to another committee is in order. 

Mr. BANKS. Such a proposition as this does not go to the Commit- 
iee on Rules as of course; and it never has been suggested in this 
House that when a proposition is made to refer a subject to one com- 
mittee, the substitution of another committee might not be proposed 
ly way of amendment. That is always allowed; and the motion of 
the gentleman from Maine is clearly in order. 

Mr. HALE. The matter of reference must be for the House to 
settle. 

Mr. COX. I will ask the Chair whether, under the rules, this is 
notice of this resolution? That isall I wish. Ido not ask to have the 
resolution adopted pow. I desire only to give the notice required by 
the rule. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not. The Chair will ask the 
ventleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to repeat his last statement, 
which the Chair did not hear. 

Mr. COX. My last statement was that the offering of this resolu- 
tion, whatever may be the action of the House upon it, is tantamount 
to notice, which is all I desire at this time, sothat the Committee on 
Rules may bring the resolution back at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the decision of the Speaker of 
the last House it certainly is notice. During the last session the then 
Speaker of the House, as the Chair remembers, ruled distinctly that 
it was in order to present during the first call of the morning hour of 
Monday a resolution for reference to the Committee on Rules, and 
hy implication that it was not in order to present it for any other ref- 
erence; and that such presentation was tantamount to the notice re- 
quired under the rules for a proposition to amend the rules. The 
Chair therefore holds that this resolution must be referred, under the 
rules, to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Chair overrule my motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does overrule it. 

Mr. HALE. Then I take an appeal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe the morning hour has expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. HALE. Then, as I understand, this matter is hung up on the 
appeal. It is not an agreeable thing for me to take an appeal from 
the decision of the Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
appeal. 

Mr. HALE. Then the matter stands suspended on the appeal. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has made the appeal after the expira- 
tion of the morning hour; and it is too late. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the appeal is entertained, I move to lay it on 
the table, and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Pending that, I make the point of order that the morn- 
ing hour has expired and this matter goes over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour does not necessarily 
expire unless some business of higher privilege arises to bring it toa 
close. The pending question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to lay on the table the appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. Will the Chair state his ruling from 
which the appeal is taken, so that the House may understand the 
question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided it is in order 
during the first call on Monday to introduce a simple resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Rules; that its introduction and read- 
ing at that time is equivalent to notice; and reference to the Committee 
on Rules is in order at that time; that it is not in order during the 
morning hour of Monday to introduce a simple House resolution for 
reference to any other committee except the Committee on Rules. 
From that decision the gentleman from Maine takes an appeal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I move to lay that appeal on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair rules that it is not in order to move an 
amendment to the reference ? 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The -Chair has simply decided that it 
is not in order during the morning hour of Monday to introduce a 
simple House resolution for reference to any other committee. 

Mr. HALE. Lrise to a question of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One question of order is already pending and the 
gentleman cannot rise to another as under the rules two points of 
order cannot be pending at the same time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairthought the gentleman from 
Maine rose in reference to this same matter. 

_Mr. HALE. It is on the same matter. I want the ruling of the 
Chair distinctly as to the position of the resolution introduced by the 


The Chair will certainly entertain the 





gentleman from New York. I made a motion to refer it to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Chair overruled that motion. | 
reluctantly, only to save the point, took an appeal. Pending that th 
morning hour expired. I ask the Chair to state where the resolution 
is, because it claimed it is now in the Committee on Rules. I ask the 
Chair to rule where that resolution is. If it has gone to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, then the appeal is useless. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has gone to the committee by the decision of 
the Chair, and until that decision is reversed it will remain there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for a vote on my motion to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I demand a division of the House. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 110, no 1. 

Mr. HALE. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COX. Before the vote is taken I should like to inquire of the 
Chair whether the resolution has not already gone to the Committee 
on Rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is there, unless 
the decision of the Chair is reversed. 

The question was taken; and the vote was—ayes 121, nays 11, not 
voting 153; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins. Bagby, John H. Bagley, jr 
Banning, Beebe, Blackburn, Bland, Beone, Bradford, Bright, Cabell, John H. Cald 
well, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cate, Caultield, Chittenden, John B. Clarke 
of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cox, Cut 
ler, Davis, Dibrell, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin 
Gause, Gibson, Goode, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Harrison, 
Hartzell, Hays, Hereford, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman, Hook 
er, “% rn House, Hunton, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Franklin Landers 
Lane, Levy, Lewis, Lord, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, McMahon, Meade, 
Metcalfe, Milliken, Morgan, Mutebler, New, O'Brien, Odell, Payne, Phelps, Piper 
Poppleton, Powell, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Riddle, John Robbins 
William M. Robbins, Miles Ross, Savage, Scales, Sheakley, William FE. Smith 
Southard, Springer, Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, Terry, Thompson, Throck- 
morton, Tucker, Turney, John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Charles C 
B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, Erastns Wells, Whitthorne, Wiggin 
ton, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams 
Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Woodburn, and Young—t!21 

NAVS—Messrs. John H. Baker, Banks, Burleigh, Caswell, Joyee, Kimball 
goon, O'Neill, Platt, Robinson, and Sampson—t1 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, George A. Bagley, William H. Baker 
Ballou, Bass, Bell, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown, William K 
Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burehard, Candler, Cannon, 
Cason, Chapin, Collins, Conger, Cowan, Crapo, Crounse, Culberson, Danford, Dar 
rallgDavy, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Durand, Eames, Egbert, Ellis, Ely 
Evans, Faulkner, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Gartield, Glover, Goodin 
Hale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris 
John T. Harris, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Haymond, Hendee, 
Henkle, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenk 
Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Lapham 
Lawrence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lynch, MacDougall, McCrary, MeDill, Me 
Farland, Miller, Mills, Money, Monroe, Morrison, Nash, Neal, Norton, Oliver 
Packer, Page, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Pierce, Plaisted, Potter, Pratt 
Purman, Rainey, James B. Reilly, Rice, Roberts, Sobieski Koss, Rusk, 
Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, A, Hern 
Smith, Sparks, Spencer, Strait, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Thornburgh 
Martin I. Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, Wait, Waldron 
Alexander 8S. Wallace, John W.Wallace, Walling, Warren, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler 
White, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James 
Williams William B. Williams, James Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, 
Woodworth, and Yeates—153. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. CONGER stated that his colleagues, Mr. WALDRON and Mr. 
BRADLEY, were absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote is 121 yeas to 11 nays. 

Mr. HALE. There is no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That fact being developed on the call 
of the roll, no motion is now in order except a moteon to adjourn or 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; let us have a call of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to adjourn takes preced- 
ence of the motion that there be a call of the House if insisted on. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. As it seems to be the general wish, I withdraw the 
motion to adjourn, so we may have a call of the House. 

The motion that there be a call of the House was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Abbott, Banks, Bass, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown, Buck 
ner, Samuel D. Burchard, Candler, Chapin, Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, Dar 
rall, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglass, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner 
Fuller, Garfield, Glover, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Henry R. Harris 
John T. Harris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram 8. Hewitt, Hill 
Hoge, Hoskins, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Knott, Lamar, Georg: 
M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lynch, Money, Neal, Oliver, John F. Phil 
lips, Plaisted, Pratt, Purman, James B. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski Ross, Schumaker, 
Seelye, Singleton, Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Throckmorton, Martin L Town 
send, Waldron, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Warren, Whee! 
er, White, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Will 
iams, William B. Williams, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood 
and Woodworth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will now see that the 
doors are closed. The calling of the roll develops the fact that one 
hundred and ninety-six members are present. What is the pleasure 
of the House. 

Mr. COX. I move that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 
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Mr. CASWELL. I rise to a question of order. The morning hour 
has expired, and I desire to move to suspend the rules 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot by that motion 
interrupt the proceedings under-the call of the House. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] has already made that motion. 

The motion of Mr. Cox was agreed to; and all further proceedings 
under the call were dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the pending question ? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on laying on the table 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is that question, 
on which the yeas and nays have been called; and on that roll-call 
a quorum did not vote. 

Mr. HALE. Before the roll is called again, let me suggest as re 
gards this matter of investigating committees making reports that 
this side of the House has not objected to committees reporting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to debate. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox ] will object to my making a brief statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam objecting. Iam not answering for the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. HALE. When the minority reports are ready to be presented 
with the majority reports, this side of the House does not object and 
in such cases has not objected. 

Mr. COX. Willthe gentleman give assurance that the same course 
will be pursued in this respect hereafter as heretofore? If it can be 
agreed that these reports may be promptly brought befere the House 
and action taken upon them, all this proceeding can be withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. It is not for me to give an assurance of that kind for 
this side of the House. I can only call the attention of the gentle- 
man to what has been done heretofore in the case of the reports of 
the Naval Committee and others. So far as lam aware, when com- 
inittees are prepared to report and the majority and minority reports 
are both ready, we do not on this side of the House propose to object 
to these reports being made. But this resolution would leave us en- 
tirely at thegnercy of a majority of the House, to present their report 
without being accompanied by the views of the minority. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We do not intend to take any such advantage 
of it. 

Mr.COX. Such a thing has not been done thus far, that a majority 
report has been presented without the minority report accompanying 
it. The only trouble has been that gentlemen have objected to the 
reception of both majority and minority reports. 

Mr. HALE. Have we objected in a single instance where both 
sides of a committee were ready to report ? : 

Mr. BEEBE. The gentleman from Maine himself objected to a re- 
port which | attempted to present, when both the majority and the 
minority of the committee were ready to report. 

Mr. HALE. In that case I suggested that the majority report 
should not be made until the minority report accompanied it. 

Mr. RANDALL. All we desire is that these investigations shall 
be spread upon the record. 

Mr. HALE. Whenever both sides of a committee are ready to re- 
port we will be prepared to receive the reports and to act upon them. 
Mr. COX. Can the gentleman give an assurance to that effect ? 

Mr. HALE. I give the assurance of what we have done before 
with reference to the very important reports of the Naval Committee, 
the Real Estate Pool Committee, the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department, and others. 

Mr. BEEBE. Did the gentleman not object when I presented the 
report of the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department 
although I went to his seat and stated to him in his place in the 
House that both sides of the committee were ready to report ? 

Mr. HALE. I insisted in that case on the minority report going in 
along with the majority report. 

Mr. BEEBE. The minority report was ready. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is entirely willing that this 
proceeding should go forward if it is conducted with reference to a 
settlement of the question at issue. But when it merely tends to a 
bitter discussion the Chair cannot consent to its going on. 

Mr. COX. I did not engage in any bitterdiscussion. What I pro- 
posed was, that if we had any assurance that no objection would be 
made to the reception of both the majority and minority reports of 
orang committees hereafter, this resolution would be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] cannot give such 
an assurance. If such an assurance were given some member absent 
to«lay might come in and say he was not bound by that assurance. 

Mr. COX. That is true. I see the necessity for a rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to further discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison laying on the table 
theappeal from the decision of the Chair; on which question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 7, not 
voting 152; as follows: 








AUGUST 7, 


YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Bagby, John IH. Bagley, jr. , Ban 
ning, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, Cabell, John H. ald 
well, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Cate, Caulfield, Chittenden, John B. Clarke 
of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cox, Cut}>, 
Davis, Dibrell, Douglas, Durand, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Felton, Finley, Forn; 
Fort, Franklin, Gause, Gibson, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardey 
bergh, Harrison, Hartzell, Haymond, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooke: 
H@pkins, Hunton, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Franklin Landers, Lane, Ley, 
Lord, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, McFarland, McMahon, Meade, Meteal(; 
Milliken, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, New, O'Brien, Odell, Payne, Phelps 
Piper, Poppleton, Powell, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, Jo}, 
Robbins, William M. Robbins, Miles Ross, Savage, Scales, Schleicher, Sheak|e, 
Slemons, William E. Smith, Spencer, Springer, Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Teos 
Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, Turney, John L. Vance, Rob 
ert B. Vance, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Walsh, Ward, Erastus W e!!. 
Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, James D. Williams, Jer 
miah N. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Yeates, and Young—12% 

NAYS—Messrs. William H. Baker, Caswell, Joyce, Magoon, Potter, Robinson 
and Woodburn—7. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, George A. Bagley, John 
Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown 
William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C, Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh 
Candler, Cannon, Cason, Chapin, Collins, Conger, Cowan, Crapo, Crounse, Culber 
son, Danford, Darrall, Davy, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Eames, Ellis, E! 
Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield, Glover, Goode, Goodin 
Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John 1 
Harris, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henderson, Henk!e, Abram 
S. Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, Holman, Hoskins, House, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurlbut 
Hlyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, Georges 
M. Landers, Lapham, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynch, MacDon 
gall, Met y, MeDill, Miller, Money, Monroe, Nash, Neal, Norton, Oliver, O' Nev! 
Packer, Page, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Pierce, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt. 
Purman, Rainey, James B. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Say 
ler, Schumaker, Seelye, Singleton, Sinnickson, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard 
Sparks, Strait, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thornburgh, Martin I. Townsend, Wash 
ington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Alexander S. Wal 
lace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Warren, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whit« 
Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James W 
iams, William B. Williams, James Wilson, Alan Wood, jr.. Fernando Wood, and 
W vodworth—152. 








During the roll-call, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE said: Upon all questions connected with polities 
I am paired with Mr. Hoskins. If he were present I would vote 
Son.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HALE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote upon the call of the roll de 
velops the fact that there is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. COX. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Abbott, Ashe, Bass, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown 
Buckner, Samuel D. Burebard, Candler, Chapin, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri 
Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, Darrall, Davy, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dun 
nell, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Fuller, Gartield, Glover, Goode, Haralson, Henry R 
Harris, John T. Harris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram 8S. Hew 
itt, Hill, Hoge, Hoskins, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Lamar, Frank 
lin Landers, George M. Landers, Lawrence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Meade 
Money, Monroe, Neal, O'Brien, Oliver, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Purman, James 
B. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski Ross, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Sparks, Stowell 
Swann, Tarbox, Thornburgh, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Van Vorhes, Waldron 
Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 8S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Warren, 
Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams 
Charles G. Williams, James Williams, William B. Wiliams, Alan Wood, jr., Fer 
nando Wood, and Woodworth—95. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will now cause the 
doors to be closed. One hundred and ninety members are present, 
being more than a quorum. What is the further direction of the 
llouse ? 

Mr. COX. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and 
bring to the bar of the House such of its members as are now absent 
without the leave of the House. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. The names of the absentees should 
first be called for excuses. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Pending the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 71, 
noes 103. 

Mr. HURLBUT and Mr. LAWRENCE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires the doorkeepers to 
understand distinetly that the doors are to be kept closed. The pro- 
ceedings under the call have not been dispensed with and a dilatory 
motion does not affect them. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by.Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House to the bill of the Senate of the following title: 

A bill (S. No. 84) extending the time for redemption of lands held 
by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate(S. No. 614) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the 
United States Treasury in lieu of investments, and requested a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed as the managers on the part of the Senate Mr. INGALLS, 
Mr. OGLEsBy, and Mr. McCREERY. 


1876. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill and joint resolution of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3359) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims under the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1871, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) in reference to the wreck of the 
United States monitor Tecumseh. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in a bill of the following title: 

A bill (8. No. 1036) to provide for paying the expenses of the Joint 
Committee on Printing in making an inquiry in relation to the public 
printing. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


The question recurred upon the motion to adjourn, upon which the 
yeas and nays had been ordered. 
” The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 14, nays 162, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John H. Baker, Horatio C. Burehard, Frye, Hale, Hubbell, 
Hurlbut, Kasson, Kimball, Franklin Landers, Lynch, Nash, Pratt, Smalls, and 
Spencer—14. 

INA YS—Mesars. Adams, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bagley, 
John H. Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Beebe, Black: 
burn, Blair, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, William R. Brown, Burleigh, Cabell, 
John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Cannon, Cason, Cate, Chittenden, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, 
Crounse, Cutler, Danford, Davis, Davy, Douglas, Durand. Durham, Eames, Eden, 
Egbert, Evans, Finley, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Freeman, Gause, Gibson, Goodin, 
Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Harrison, Hartridge, Hart- 
zell, Haymond, Henderson, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hoar, Holman, Hop- 
kins, House, Hunton, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kehr, Knott, Lane, Lapham, 
Lawrence, Levy, Lewis, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Magoon, Maish, MacDougall, 
McCrary, McDill, McFarland, McMahon, Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Mon- 
roe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, O'Neill, Packer, 
Page, Payne, Phelps, Pierce, Piper, Platt, Poppleton, Potter, Rainey, Randall, Rea, 
Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Robinson, 
Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Savage, Scales, Sheakley, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. 
Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Southard, Springer, Strait, Stenger, Stevenson, 
Stone, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Turney, 
Van Vorhes, John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Gilbert C. Walker, 
Walsh, White, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, James D. 
Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Wilshire, James Wilson, Woodburn, Yeates, and 
Young—162. 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Bass, Bell, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, 
John Young Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Campbell, Candler, Caswell, 
Caulfield, Chapin, Collins, Cook, Cowan, Cox, Crapo, Culberson, Darrall, De Bolt, 
Denison, Dibrell, Dobbins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Felton, Foster, Fuller, 
Gartield, Glover, Goode, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry 
kt. Harris, Jobn T. Harris, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram S. 
Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hosking, Hunter, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, 
King, Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Meade, Money, 
Neal, Oliver, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Powell, Purman, James 
I. Reilly, Roberts, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Singleton, 
Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Martin I. Townsend, 
fucker, Waldron, Charles ©. B. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, 
Walling, Ward, Warren, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, 
Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, William 
Bb. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and Wood- 


worth—109. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. My colleague, Mr. WALLING, is absent by 
leave of the House, 

Mr. WILLIS. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. LEAVENWORTH. 
If he were here I would vote “ay;” I am doubtful how he would 
vote, 

Mr. COCHRANE. My colleague from Rennsylvania, Mr. Ross, is 
absent by leave of the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. ODELL. My colleague from New York, Mr. Hew1r7, is absent 
by leave of the House. 

Mr. STONE. My colleagues, Mr. BuckNER, Mr. Dk Bott, Mr. PHIL- 
ips, Mr. GLOVER, and Mr. HATCHER, are absent by leaveof the House. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that a warrant be 
issued to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody and bring to the 


bar of the House such of its members as are now absent without ex- 
cuse, 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. YEATES. Are excuses for absent members now in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear excuses after the 
order has been issued to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may then be too late. I desire to make a state- 
ment in regard to one of my colleagues. 

Mr WILSON, of Iowa. In regard to making excuses during a call 
of the House, it has been ruled both in the last Congress and in this 
one that proceedings under the order for the call of the House must 
go on, becanse otherwise the House might be occupied with closed 
doors for three or four days even in hearing and considering excuses 
for absent members. Consequently, it was ruled by Mr. Blaine in the 
last Congress and it has also been ruled in this Congress that the or- 
der = go to the Sergeant-at-Arms, after which excuses can be re- 
ceived, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that to have 
been the order of proceedings heretofore, and will adhere to it now. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask leave of absence for one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It cannot now be granted. 


1V—330 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


After the lapse of some twenty minutes, 

Mr. SCHLEICHER moved that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SCHLEICHER] is “not present ” 
according to the roll-call. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. I was present, although my name may not ap- 
pear upon the list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair knows nothing except the 
official record, which shows that the gentleman is “ not present.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
considered as present. 

Mr. PAGE. I object. [Laughter. } 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Then I will make the motion to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LAWRENCE] “ pres- 
ent?” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
present.” [{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ask the 
Chair whether it is in order at this time to move to revoke all exist- 
ing leaves of absence except those granted to members on account of 
their own sickness or the sickness of members of their families ? 

Mr.COX. That cannot be done at this time. 

Mr. BANKS. It is not in order to transact any business while the 
doors are closed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It 
course. 

Mr. HOAR. 
a proper time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has some doubt whether 
the motion can be made at all; but certainly it is not in order now. 

Mr. CONGER. Those leaves of absence are granted by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HALE. Upon the point just stated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, ] I suggest that when that is done, notice 
be also given that objection will be made to future requests for leave 
of absence. 

Mr. COX. 
on his feet 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No business can be transacted at.this 
time. Nothing can be entertained except some motion connected 
with the call or a motion to adjourn. All other business is out of or- 
der. Members can neither give any notice nor perform any other 
legislative act except such as the Chair has indicated. 

Mr. CONGER. Does that preclude the making of miscellaneous 
remarks? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I would like to have about 
allotted to me for general remarks. [ Laughter. ] 

A MeMBER. Take leave to print. 

Mr. POTTER. If it will not take my colleague, Mr. CoNGER, from 
the floor, I make the motion that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ODELL. I move that the House take a recess for one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order at this time. 

The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS appeared at the bar of the House and said : 
Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the order of the House I have now at 
this bar Mr. WALKER of New York, Mr. MEADE, and Mr. THORNBURGH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. WALKER, you are reported as hay- 
ing been absent from the session of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. WALKER, of New York. I have no excuse to make except 
that I was called out by some friends outside the Hall, and had this 
morning answered two roll-calls already. 

Mr. COX. I move that he be discharged on the payment of costs. 

Mr.CONGER. Iaskthegentleman from New York on what grounds 
he bases that motion ? 

Mr. COX. On public grounds. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I think then it should be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. [Renewed laughter. } 

The motion of Mr. Cox was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. THORNBURGH, you are reported 
as having been absent from the session of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I was contributing a little to the plethoric 
purse of our caterer below; and the “man and brother” who bore 
my order did not get back in time for me to return to this Hall to 
answer to my name. That is all the excuse I have. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the gentleman be discharged. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MEADE, you are reported as hav- 
ing been absent from the session of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MEADE. I was in my committee-room attending to some 
necessary business. The record will show that I have been here all 
the morning. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the gentleman be discharged. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The gentleman from Ohio is also “ not 


cannot be done at this time, of 


I give notice, then, that I shall make that-motion at 


I suggest to the gentleman from Maine now that he is 


fifteen minutes 
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The Sergeant-at-Arms again appeared at the bar of the House and 
said: Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the order of the House, I have 
now at its bar Mr. LAWRENCE, Mr. BLAND, and Mr. SCHLEICHER. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. LAWRENCE, you have been reported 
as absent from the session of the House without itsleave. What 
excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I was present when the call of the roll com- 
menced, and pending that call I went to the Senate to make inquiry 
about some bills. I returned to the House after the roll had been 
called, but before the number of absentees had been announced by 
the Speaker I rose and endeavored to get the attention of the Speaker 
: so that my name might be called; but the Speaker, without observ- 
4 ing me, announced the result; and the result was that I was here, 
though marked absent. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the gentleman be discharged. 

rhe motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 137, noes 10. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. SCHLEICHER, you are reported ab- 
sent from the session of the House without its leave. Whatexcuse have 
you to offer ? 

Mr. SCHLEICHER 
















































































Mr. Speaker, I was in the cloak-room, and did 
not hear my name when it was called. When the list of absentees 
was called I came into the House and was informed my name had 
been omitted. I went to the Clerk’s desk and asked my name be re- 
corded, when the Clerk said it was too late. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move the gentleman from Texas be discharged. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the House 


















































Mr. BLAND, you are reported absent 
without its leave. What excuse have 








from the session 

you to offer ? 
Mr. BLAND. I have been in the Hall ever since the session began, 

and think I have voted on every roll-call except perhaps one or two. 
















































































Mr. COX. You have been out, I suppose, attending to the silver 
bill. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HOAR. I move the gentleman be discharged on payment of 
costs— 

Mr. BLAND. I have the floor and wish to conclude making my 
excuse, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri must 

§ not be interrupted. ’ 








Mr. BLAND. I received a card from a Senator, and while convers- 
ing with him in the cloak-room my name was called and I was re- 
ported absent, although present all the time in the House. I have 

been in the House ever since the session commenced. 
‘ Mr. HOAR. I move the gentleman be discharged on the payment 
of costs in silver. (Laughter. ] 

































































Mr. HARRISON. I move an amendment, that silver be not de- 
‘ manded of him until the passage of the silver bill. [Laughter. ] 
H Mr. BLAND. Of course that makes it a legal tender. 
; The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Massachu- 





setts intend by his motion that the gentleman from Missouri shall be 
discharged on payment of fees ? 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. LANE. I move that the gentleman from Missouri be discharged 
without payment of fees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the gentleman from New York, 
{ Mr. WALKER, ] who was discharged on payment of fees, be discharged 
without payment of fees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
fees will be remitted. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House having 
in custody under its order Mr. TUCKER, of Virginia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. TUCKER, you are reported as absent 
from the session of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I had been in the House in the morn- 
ing, but went over to the Senate Chamber to see a friend. 

Mr. MILLS. Did you get any lemonade? [Laughter. ] 


















































The Chair hears no objection, and the 














































































































Mr. TUCKER. I may be permitted to correct the gentleman from 
Texas. I took a promenade, but it does not follow that I took any 
lemonade, anaes 
Mr. KASSON. Or cold tea? 
Mr. TUCKER. Nor cold tea. That is my only excuse. 
7 Mr. CONGER. Was the gentleman from Virginia in the Hall when 
_ a his name was ealled? 
5 Mr. TUCKER. I suppose I was not. I was in the Hall this morn- 








ing when my name was called on the first call of the House, but I 
was not on the last call. 


Mr. CONGER. ’Tis a pity that the gentleman was “so near and 
yet so far.” [ Laughter. } 

Mr. BANNING. I move the gentleman be discharged without pay- 
ment of fees. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. I move all further preceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 89. 
So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I move the House adjourn. 

rhe House divided ; and there were—ayes 57, noes 101. 
Mr. O'BRIEN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 
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ent time? 








custody, under its order, 









from the session of the House without its leave. 
you to offer ? 


duty. 





now state his excuse. 


may have to propound to me. 


in order until the gentleman from Maryland has been heard. 
gentleman from Maryland will proceed with his statement. 





AvuGus? 7, 





Mr. O'BRIEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. _ LS. Is it in order to move unanimous consent at the pres 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
MILLS. 


Not for the transaction of any busi- 


bess. 


Mr. Then I move all further proceedings under the call be 


dispensed with. 


The motion was disagreed to, only 34 voting in the affirmative. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House 
Mr. RoBertTs and Mr. HENKLE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HENKLE, you are reported absent 
What excuse hays 


, having in 


Mr. ROBERTS. 


I have been absent in the discharge of a publi 


duty, serving my constituents and looking after their interests in the 
Navy Department. 


Mr. O'BRIEN. I move the gentleman be discharged. 
Mr. HUBBELL. I could not hear the gentleman's explanation, 


and hope he will state it over again. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, the gentle 


man from Maryland will again state his excuse. 


Mr. ROBERTS. 1 have been absent in the discharge of a publi: 


Mr. STEVENSON. It is very difficult to hear the gentleman, and | 


suggest he take the Clerk’s desk so that members may vote intelli 
gently on his excuse. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, the gentle 


man from Maryland will take the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. ROBERTS took the Clerk’s desk and proceeded to fan himself 


amid great laughter. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland will 


Mr.ROBERTS. lam happy, gentlemen, to answer any question you 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. YOUNG. Imovethe gentleman beallowed to print. 
Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the excuse of the 


[ Laughter. | 


gentleman from Maryland, and while he occupies the floor he cannot 
be interrupted. 
then be in order to excuse him. 


When he has finished his statement a motion will 
Mr. CONGER. That is what I propose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled that no motion is 
The 


Mr. ROBERTS. I am the victim of circumstances, [great laugh 


ter, ] which are very disagreeable. 


Mr. KASSON. That is sufficient. I move that the gentleman be 


discharged. 


Mr.CONGER. 1 move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed to 
refer the gentleman back whence he came, not to be brought back on 
a motion to reconsider. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, } that the gentleman from Mary- 
land be discharged. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HENKLE, you are reported absent 
from the sessions of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. HENKLE. I had business at the Navy Department. I took 
the occasion of the call of States, supposing my presence would not 
be important, upon the theory that the fewer that were here the more 
business would be done, and I went to attend to it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the gentleman’s excuse be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I move that my colleague, Mr. HENKLE, 
charged. 

The motion of Mr. O'BRIEN was agreed to. 

The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS appeared at the Bar and said: Mr. Speaker, 
in pursuance of the order of the House I now have at its bar Mr. 
O'BRIEN, of Maryland. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. O'BRIEN, you are reported absent 
from the sessions of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I was not aware of the fact that I was absent. I 

was present in the House at the time the last vote was taken on a 
call of the yeas and nays, and I voted “ay.” I believe that was on 
a motion to adjourn. And I took it for granted that the fact that I 
was allowed to vote on that motion excused me, even if I had been 
absent when the roll was called for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman vote on the call of 
the House ? 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I was not here on the call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman was construct- 
ively absent. What is the pleasure of the House ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the gentleman from Maryland be dis- 
charged. 

The question being taken on a division by sound, 

The Speaker pro tempore stated that in the opinion of the Chair the 
“noes” had it. 


be dis 
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Mr. BRIGHT called for a division. 

lhe House divided ; and there were—ayes 89, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to; and Mr. O’BRIEN was discharged. 

Mr. LANE. I move that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 86, noes 90. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Several MEMBERS. Let there be a division first. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; 1 will take a division first. 

lhe House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 91. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

Mr. PAGE. That motion has just been voted down. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The motion to adjourn has been made since that. 

Mr.COX. lask unanimous consent to make a suggestion, which in 
fact came from the other side of the House: that we dispense with 
all further proceedings under this call on condition that all majority 
aud minority reports of investigating committees may be presented 
to the House and that without sending this to the Committee on | 
Rules we may take a vote now to suspend the rules, so as to allow 
that to be done when the reports are ready to be presented to the 
House for its action. 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire that this shall be provided for under an 
imperative rule of the House. But I presume that when we get out of 
these proceedings and go into the House, it can then be agreed that 
in all cases where the majority and minority reports are ready both | 
may be presented, and that no objection shall be made. 

Mr. COX. My proposition is that if either report is ready, or if 
both reports are ready, one or the other may be presented. 

Mr. HALE. But the gentleman must see that that does not obviate 
the trouble. All we want is that these committees may only report 
at any time when both sides are ready. 

Mr. COX. O, no; that will not do. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman knows that we have yielded in every 
case to allow the presentation of reports. 

Mr. CLYMER. Does not the gentleman from Maine perceive that 
all that gentlemen representing his side of the House would have to 
do to prevent a report from gentlemen representing this side of the 
House would be to say they are not ready? 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman must in that regard trust something 
to the make-up of these committees. There has been no case where 
the majority were ready to report but with a little conference the 
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| mittees of investigation are rea 


| nority members before the r 





minority have got ready too. Almost all the important committees 
of investigation have already reported, and this side has interposed 
no bar or demur in the way of a report in a single case; and we do 
not propose to do so now. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HALE. We do not want to be in the power of the majority, 
so that the majority report may be rushed in at any time and the 
minority get no hearing; and I assure the gentleman that the propo- 
sition that the two branches of the committee shall get in their 
reports at the same time and have them printed together, and go to 
the country together and to the press together, is made in good faith. 
It has always been done heretofore this session. The Committee on 
Naval Matters and the Committee on the Real-Estate Pool, the Com- 
mittee on the Expenditures in the War Department and the Commit- 
tee on the Insane Asylum reported so that the two reports should go 
in simultaneously, and it is fair that they should go before the coun- 
try together. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman’s proposition then is this: That until the 
minority are ready with their views or report the majority shall not 
come in and make their report. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman from New York know of a single 
case in which the minority of a committee has in any manner ob- 
structed the presenting of reports on fair notice given? 

Mr. COX. But the majority have never obstructed the minority in 
making their reports or presenting their views. . 

Mr. HALE. But by universal practice the minority has always 
been permitted to present its views and has been allowed to submit 
a resolution, and the other day the Speaker ruled that the resolution 
of the minority must be voted on although they had not presented it. 

Mr. COX. The views of the minority of a committee come in by 
courtesy and grace. The majority have a right to make the report, 
and the majority should control the matter. We go outside and say 
to the minority, you bring forward your reports and let both receive 
the action of the House and all will be well without any change of 
the rules. , 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from New York will remember the 
majority of a committee are not required to be ready with their re- 
port until the committee has been called in the morning hour under 
the rules of the House. That is the practice of this House and the 
practice of this whole session. 

Now, in conceding the right of the majority of a committee en- 
gaged in some investigation to report at any time, the minority of 
the House is making a vast concession, and in view of that unprec- 
edented concession, therefore, I hope the gentleman will agree to 
comply with the proposition of my friend from Maine, that an oppor- 
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tunity shall be afforded tothe minority of the committee to get ready 
if the majority are to be allowed to give in their report before the 
time which the rules and practice of the House permit. The sugges 
tion that under such a rule the minority of a committee would pre 
vent the committee from reporting at all can be very easily obviated. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman knows that if the matter of making 
these reports is to be confined to the rules of the House these com 
mittees cannot be reached during the present session. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from New York will see that during 
the last ten days of the session the majority may come to the House 
with a report and move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ah! When we have fixed a time 
journment. 

Mr. HOAR. When a majority of a committee come to the Honse 
and say, We are ready with our report and we notified the minority of 
the committee that it was ready two days before or one day befor 
hand, the House is sure to let that report come in. 

Mr. COX. I think I can fall in with the suggestions made on the 
other side of the House. I propose that when a majority report comes 
in within two days after that notice has been given to the minority 
the minority report should be allowed to come in within the time for 
which notice was given and be printed with the majority report. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman one practical question which 
will throw some light on my! and perhaps on the minds of others. 

Mr. COX. Is my proposition accepted ? 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman one question. 
aly 


for final ad 


i 
ind 


What com- 
or propose to report which have 
not already reported? 

Mr. COX. I know of several that will be ready to report to-morrow, 
but I cannot answer that question in full. 

Mr. HALE. But it would very proper to confer with the mi- 
port is made. I can conceive of a case, 
for instance, like that of the report of the Naval Committee, accom 
panied by a vast bulk of testimony where forty-eight hours would 
not perhaps be sufficient, and certainly not twenty-four hours, to en- 
able the minority report to be ready; and if there are any important 
investigation committees yet to report I desire to ask what they are. 

Mr. COX. Then the gentleman would like that the minority re- 
port should be made up from the majority report, and not from the 
evidence. 

Mr. HALE. The minority ought certainly to see the majority re- 
port before they make their own. 

Mr. COX. Why? 

Mr. HALE. Why, they may agree to the majority report and have 
no minority report to make. 

Mr. COX. I hope my proposition will be 
side of the House. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I have noobjection to gentlemen at 
tempting to make any agreement that will bind the House when the 
doors are not closed, but a proposit 
closed does not bind the House when the doors are open. 
care if you choose to sit here with cl 
make agreements then let the 
open doors. 

Mr. COX. Well, the country will see that the minority are trying 
to rule the majority in the important 

Mr. HALE. The country will nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. When this colloquy 
descends into political tirades I object to its continuance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time will the minorities of these com 
mittees want to prepare their minority report. [Cries of “ Regular 
order !” 

Mr. HALE. It is not the time, that is not the question, but that 
the report shall go to the country together and to the press together. 
{ Renewed cries of “ Regular ‘gi 

The Sergeant-at-Arms then appeared at the bar of the House hay 
ing m custody Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi, and Mr. Hoar, of South 
Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. WELLS, you have been reported 
as absent from the session of the House to-day without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I was present at the first call of the 
House and answered to my name. I then left and went to the Sen 
ate on important business, and just as I returned the doors were 
closed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
WELLS] be discharged. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It occurs to me that that is not the proper 
way to put the question. If the House should refuse to discharge 
the gentleman, what then will be done? The question should be, 
Will the House discharge the gentleman with or without the payment 
of fees? I move that he be discharged without fees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is the better 
form of the motion; however, in the opinion of the Chair, the other 
means the same thing. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If the House shall vote that the gentleman 
be not discharged, then what ? 


} 
re 


act eptable to the other 


ion agreed to when the doors are 
We do not 
osed doors, but if you want to 


House proceed to do business with 


matter of investigation. 


See 


order! 





will be done with him ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would interpret that to 
mean that he shall not be discharged without fees. 
The motion to discharge without fees was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HoGE, you have been absent from 
the session of the House to-day without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. HOGE. I have only this tosay: I went over to Baltimore this 
morning and expected to return in time for the meeting of the House. 
I went over there to purchase some American flags to circulate in 
my district during the coming campaign. 

Mr. SPRINGER. American flags? 

Mr. HOGE. Yes, American flags. I expect to put on them the 
names of Hayes and Wheeler; but they are not on yet. 

Mr. GOODIN. I move that the gentleman be discharged without 
fees. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Sergeant-at-Arms then appeared at the bar of the House, hav- | 


ing in custody Mr. GarFIe.p, of Ohio. 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. GARFIELD, you have been absent 
from the session of the House to-day without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Peccavri. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman if he has 
ever before offended in this manner ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Perhaps I have. 

Mr. WILLARD. I move that the gentleman be discharged with- 
out fees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not hear the excuse of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. CLYMER and others. That is too late; regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will probably find it 
in the Recorp to-morrow. It was a plea of guilty. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 50, noes 84. 

Mr. LANE. I move that the House now take a recess until seven 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms then appeared at the bar of the House hav- 
ing in custody Mr. VAN VorueEs, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. VAN VORHES, you have been re- 
ported as absent from the session of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. VAN VORHES. Iam not aware of having been absent from 
any of the roll-calls to-day in a call of the House. I supposed that 
I answered to each when my name was called, and still think I did 
so. IL was absent from the House when this proceeding commenced, 
and did not vote on the motion relating to the decision of the Chair, 
because I was not in the House when it was made and did not know 
to what it related. I intended to respond and still think that I re- 
sponded to my name at each call of the roll under a call of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the gentleman be discharged with- 
out fees. 

Mr. COX. I hope so, because the géntleman is one of the most 
vigilant of our members. 

The motion of Mr. MILLIKEN was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the name of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. VAN VoRHES] be stricken from the Sergeant-at-Arms’s list of 
absentees. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. I suppose I can demand that as a matter of 
right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the statement of the gentleman 
the Chair will direct the correction to be made. 

Mr. MAISH. I move that the name of Mr. SCHLEICHER, of Texas, 
be stricken from the list of absentees, as he was in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SCHLEICHER ] stated to the House that he did not answer to his name 
when called. His name can be taken from the list of absentees by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. RUSK. That is right. 

No objection was made, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. THR ICKMORTON, I ask that my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, 
be excused ; he is absent on account of serious indisposition. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say on behalf of Mr. LAMAR that he was 
here until near the time when the call was made, but on account of 
sickness was obhged to leave in company with one of the officers of 
the House. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I ask unanimous consent to make a “miscel- 
laneous remark.” 

; — SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is not 
in order. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Not by unanimons consent ? 

Several MemBERs. Take leave to print. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
desire to speak with reference to the matter before the House ? 

Mr.CHITTENDEN. My remark refers to the proceedings before 
the House ; and it is this 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must not proceed with 
his remarks until the question of unanimous consent is determined. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
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— 
| Mr.CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, we are most of us fathers of hon. 
est children ; and some of us have grandchildren. I beg to suggest 
| that in this state of the weather we have played children long enough 

I have on your desk a serious application for leave of absence from 

to-morrow morning; and it will be very great injustice to me j¢ 
through this fooling that leave of absence be not granted. I for one 
aim prepared to say that having sat here through these proceedings 
this morning, I cannot see how they can be justitied to our own sense 
of manliness or to the judgment of the American people. There may 
be reasons why the proposition of my colleague from New York [ Mr, 
Cox] should be resisted. I have voted against it; but there is no 
sound reason why we, having come to years of discretion, should 
waste our time in this way, endangering, it may be, our lives; for | 
contend that we are not only wasting our time, but there is many a 
man on this floor whose life is to a certain extent put in jeopardy by 
the further protraction of these proceedings. I move, therefore, that 
the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 52, noes 90. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I submit to the serious judgment 
of the House that this call is entirely useless and will work no good. 
I hope, therefore, that the House will consent to suspend further 
proceedings under this call. Other gentlemen may not know as I 
have known, and may not have suffered as I have suffered, the inju- 
rious and dangerous effects of the impure and heated air of this 
House, which is perfectly unbearable, imperiling the health of al 
most every gentleman who is kept here. I hope, therefore, that it wil] 
be the pleasure of the House not to continue these proceedings. | 
move that all further proceedings under this call be dispensed with. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House and said: 
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the order of the House I have now at its 
bar the gentleman from New York, Mr. Davy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Davy, you are reported as hay- 
ing been absent from the session of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. DAVY. I was not absent when the roll was called. I was 
present and answered to my name. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
regards himself as present in the House when he is seated in the gal- 
lery? 

Mr. DAVY. I was not in the gallery when the roll was called. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move that my colleague be excused 
and that he be returned by the Sergeant-at-Arms to the place whence 
he came. [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is but one proper motion. The 
Chair hopes that gentlemen have about exhausted their wit. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. As the gentleman states that he was present 
and answered to his name, I submit that he should not be recorded 
among the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct that his name be 
placed with those answering upon the roll-call. 

The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS again appeared at the bar of the House, and 
said: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the order of the House I have now at 
its bar the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. MONROE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MONROE, you are reported as hav- 
ing been absent from the session of the House without its leave. 
What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. MONROE. I have only to say that I was within the bar of the 
House when the roll was called and supposed that I answered to my 
name. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman state that he an- 
swered to his name? 

Mr. MONROE. My opinion is that I did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s name will be re- 
corded among those answering to their names. 

Mr. HOGE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 56, noes 72. 

Mr. GOODIN. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. COX. Before the question is taken on that motion, I beg to 
say to my friend from Maine [Mr. HaLr] that if he will consent to 
require only two days’ notice after the majority reports are ready for 
the minority reports to come in, I think the arrangement will be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the proposition being acted on with 
closed doors. 

Mr. HALE. I should be repeating myself in saying what the mi- 
nority want here is when any investigating committee reports a mi- 
nority report shall goin at the same time. That is what we think 
should be done. Now, if any time or notice can be agreed upon, that 
notice and that time should apply in the committee, and not in the 
House; that is, the majority report should not be put in and given to 
the press and the countiy and the minority come in afterward tail- 
ing along, but the majority of the committee desiring to report 
shall give in writing to the minority of the committee, say three 
days’ notice, and after that, if the minority does not get ready, then 
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the majority shall have the right to report. I do not see any objec- 
tion to that, because then the two could go to the country together. 

Take the case of the whisky-ring committee that has been taking 
testimony clear up to the present time. 1 do not know but somebody 
may have a report ready in that committee nowand three day’s notice 
would not be long enough to prepare a proper minority report. Iam 
aware we are getting hopefully toward the end of the session and 
therefore something must be yielded to that, but sufficient notice 
should be given to committees which have taken vast masses of testi- 
mony. Any committee wishing to report, I propose shall give in writ- 
ing, because that fixes it, to the minority of the committee, notice 
when it will present its report in the House. 

Mr. KASSON. And submit the report to the minority. 

Mr. HALE. And submit the report to the minority, and then at 
the end of three days, unless the minority is ready, the majority shall 
submit its report. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
that time. 

Mr. BEEBE. That does not apply, I suppose, to committees which 
have already reported and the reports and testimony ordered to be 
printed and recommitted. There are some cases where the minority 
have agreed with the majority in submitting report. 

Mr. HALK That does not interfere with the reports which have 
been already made. I make the proposition to the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. It cannot be agreed to with that length of time. 

Mr. FRYE. One exception can be made, and that is where the ma- 
jority and minority of a committee agree to report; that is, both the 
majority and minority agree to report at the same time; and that 
would cover every case where there was fair dealing, so that there 
need not be any delay at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Make it two days. 

Mr. COX. There will be no objection in cases where the majority 
and minority agree to report. But three days is too long in the clos- 
ing hours of the session. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman must see we have not delayed this. 
He says two days are too long. Why were not the reports brought 
in before? 

Mr. MORRISON. Because they were not ready. 

Mr. BEEBE. It could not have been done in some cases. 

Mr. COX. How is it essential for the minority that the major- 
ity report should be submitted before they can make their minority 
report? Are the gentlemen willing to agree two days’ notice shall 
be given by the majority to the minority, without bringing in the 
majority report in the first instance until the minority are ready to 
submit their report? I think that would be fair. 

Mr. CONGER. That could not ‘be done. 

Mr. HOAR. How can there be such a minority report? What 
the gentleman calls a majority report is a report of the committee. 
How could there be a report of a committee unless all of the com- 
mittee had seen it? 

Mr. COX. They generally discuss these things in committee and 
come to some understanding as to their divergence of views, even 
before either of the reports 1s written. 

Mr. FRYE. In some reports the minority were not consulted at all. 

Mr. HOAR. It is in violation of parliamentary law. 

Mr. HALE. When there is agreement between the majonty and 
minority they can report at any time; but the gentleman will see 
that the minority ought to have as much time to prepare a report as 
the majority, and they cannot begin to prepare the views of the 
minority until they have seen the majority report. It may be that 
the minority may agree to the majority report. They should have an 
opportunity to see whether they can or not, and when they find they 
cannot agree to it, they ought to have time in which to submit the 
views of the minority. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will agree to the proposition of two 
days’ notice there will be no difficulty on this side of the House. I 
think thatis generous and fair. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I shall object to any arrangement of 
this kind being made with closed doors. I insist that when the doors 
are closed this House can transact no business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The*Honse is not transacting business 
now. Gentlemen are endeavoring to make a preliminary arrange- 
ment. The gentleman from Illinois need not be disturbed upon that 
point. 

Mr. CONGER. I think that the gentlemen who have this talk 
should go to the cloak-rooms and not disturb members. 

Mr. COX. I would suggest that the gentleman from Michigan 
should go there himself. He is more out of order than anybody else. 

Mr. WAIT. If any proposition of this kind is to be agreed to, I 
think we should understand whether the day on which the notice is 
given is to be included in the two or three days or whether it is ex- 
cluded. If that isnot understood a controversy might spring up in 
regard to that point. 


We may agree to adjourn and go home before 


Mr.COX. The proposition, as I understand it, is that the two days 
shall be forty-eight hours, counting from the time the notice is — 


Mr. HALE. The two days, or the three days, would be rec 
from the time the notice is given. 

Mr. Speaker, I am informed by gentlemen from one of the commit- 
tees to which I have alluded, which has been taking a large mass of 


oned 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5269 


testimony, that there is no expectation of any report being presented 
from that committee, because the testimony is not complete and is 
still being taken. That removes a portion of the difficulty. Now I 
for one have no objection to the arrangement being made if this point 
be conceded, that the two reports shall come in at the same time. 
That is the point we have been struggling for all along, and in regard 
to which we have made agreements heretofore in cases where commit- 
tees have reported. I have no objection for one that upon written no- 
tice of a majority of the committee wishing to report, to the minor- 
ity, and the report being submitted, the committee may report within 
two days. It is too short, I am aware; still we are near the close of 
the session, and we have no desire to obstruct any report that is legit- 
imately made, the other side being given a chance to be heard. 

Mr. COX. Iam prepared to say, and I think I speak for a large 
number here, that, so far as I understand the gentleman from Maine, 
that would besatisfactory. When the notice is given to the House—— 

Mr. HALE. As I understand it, there is to be no notiee given to 
the House. Notice is to be given in the committee. As in the case 
of a matter in court, this notice is a service on the other side, and a 
copy of the report is given to the minority or read to them; and then 
they have two days to prepare their report. Then the two shall be 
presented to the House together. Or, if the minority is in default at 
the end of the two days, the majority presents its report alone. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Maine that, after the committee has agreed upon the majority report, 
then two days after that time that committee may make its report, 
and the minority of the committee may then submit its report at the 
same time? Is that satisfactory? 

Mr. HALE. The only object of my proposition in regard to notice 
is to prevent controversy and to protect the rights of the minority. 
After notice is given in writing, of which the chairman will keep a 
copy, no question will then arise whether under the rule we are about 
to make the Speaker would rule the majority of the committee en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. COX. I think there can be no accommodation of this thing 
unless the arrangement be upon the basis that when the majority re- 
port comes in and is offered to the House forty-eight hours from that 
time the minority report may come in also. 

Mr. HALE. That would give the majority the opportunity of com- 
ing in with their report, putting it on the records, and sending it to 
the country when the minority had no opportunity of reporting at the 
same time. 

Mr. COX. It is part of my proposition that they shall be printed 
at the same time. 

Mr. FRYE. That arrangement would give an opportunity to a com- 
mittee of putting in a report on the last day of the session and de- 
prive the minority of all opportunity of presenting their views. 

Mr. COX. That is not the intention. 

Mr. HALE. My proposition is that the majority shall give the 
minority two days’ notice. 

Mr. BANKS. I would like to say a word or two on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BANKS] is recognized. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Before the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] proceeds, I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine whether 
it is his proposition that notice should be served upon all the mem- 
bers of the minority of the committee or upon only one of them ? 

Mr. HALE. Any difficulty in regard to that can easily be obviated 
by the majority preparing their report and submitting it to a single 
member of the minority, and announcing in the House that in forty- 
eight hours from that time they will present their report. I think we 
have made a fair proposition. If gentlemen on the other side do not 
see fit to accept it, we must go on as we have been doing. 

Mr. YEATES. Would not a notice in the House be sufficient ? 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I wish to knowif I understand the gen- 
tleman from Maine correctly. I understand his proposition to be this: 
That when acommittee agrees to make a majority report the majority 
shall give two days’ notice to the minority ; and at the expiration of 
two days, whether the minority are ready to report or not, the majority 
may then present their report. If my understanding of the proposi- 
tion is correct, I think we ought to agree to it. 

Mr. BANKS. At this period of the session it seems to me that the 
demand of the gentleman from Maine for three days is too much. 

Mr. HALE. I have yielded this point and ask now only two days. 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition also that notice shall be given in 
committee is not a reasonable one as the minority may defeat that 
proposition by not attending. If notice of forty-eight hours is given 
in the House in the presence of some member of the minority of the 
committee and taken noticé of by the Speaker, that ought to be sufti- 
cient. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. After the report is agreed to? 

Mr. BANKS. Of course, after the report is agreed toin committee. 
Ihe notice shall be given by the chairman or any other member of 
the committee making it in the presence of some member of the 
minority committee, of which the Speaker shall take notice, and forty- 
eight hours shall then be allowed. That notice ought to be quite 
sufficient for the minority. Usually the minority report is very brief ; 
oftentimes it consists merely in dissent to the chief propositions of 
the majority, and forty-eight hours, with the time for preparation al- 
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ready had by the minority and by all members of the committee, 
ought to be sufficient to present such a dissent as would satisfy the 
minority. 

Mr. WAIT. It does seem to me, sir, that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maine that the majority shall give a copy of the re- 
port to the minority is a fair one, because the minority report is al- 
ways a response to that of the majority. They should therefore have 
their copy of the report of the majority. If they have attended to 
the case and have understood the testimony, in forty-eight hours they 
could make a response to the report of the majority ; but if the report 
comes into the House they do not have an opportunity to examine it 
in advance and to make up their own report. The two days’ time 
which they have to respond is too short. I believe the proposition 
of the gentleman from Maine is a fair one, that when the notice is 
given then the report itself shall be handed over to the committee so 
that they may prepare their statements in answer and present them 
to the House at the same time. 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition of the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat is not a reasonable one. The minority of the committee has 
no right to the possession of the report of the majority; they must 
take their knowledge of it from the proceedings of the committee, and 
they cannot claim possession of it. I repeat that I think if forty- 
eight hours’ notice is given after the proceedings of the committee 
have been concluded in the presence of a member of the minority of 
the committee and of the House and taken notice of by the Speaker 
it ought to be sufficient for this side of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. It seems to me that the report of the majority of 
the committee after having been adopted should be left with the 
clerk of the committee so that any member of the committee may 
have access to it and have an opportunity to express his views in re- 
gard to it. The idea that they should have no access to it so as to 
be enabled to present their views seems very inconsistent with the 
desire to give the minority a fair chance to express their views to the 
House. The report should be left with the clerk of the committee, 
accessible to every member of the committee in whatever time may 
be allowed. 

Mr. YEATES. It seems to me that the report of a committee is 
agreed upon in the committee-room and it is the duty upon notice of 
all the members of the committee to be there, and if they see fit to be 
absent, and if they are uotified in the House that a report will be 
made in forty-eight hours, that is all they should claim. Why should 
any minority have rights extended to them that do not belong to them 
by parliamentary usage? If they see fit to be absent, then it is their 
fault, and the position of the gentleman from Massachusetts is en- 
tirely correct. Why, we never could get a report from any committee 
if a minority of that committee saw proper to stay away in the man- 
ner in which the gentleman from Connecticut suggested. No, sir; 
let the chairman of the committee notify them that there will be a 
meeting on such a day, and when they meet let the majority have 
their report ready, and if the minority do not see fit to come, let him 
notify them that the report will be made in forty-etght hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. It seems to me that the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKs] is a fair one. 

Mr. YEATES. Certainly it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is that a member who desires to make in behalf 
of a committee a report shall rise in the House and publicly give it 
notice that forty-eight hours thereafter the majority report, as indi- 
cated, will be made to the House; and if the minority do not avail 
themselves of the opportunity of expressing their views, it is their 
loss. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to one point in his remarks. 
Is it understood that this notice shall be privileged ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course. 

Mr. COX. I desire to submit a resolution. I do not know whether 
the proposition will need any modification, but I hope not; my reso- 
lution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the investigating committees may have leave to report during the 
remainder of this session at any time after two days from the time the committee 


have agreed to their report and submitted the same to the minority, who shall have 
leave at the same time to submit their views to the House. 


Mr. YEATES. How are you going to find the minority if they 
choose to be absent ? 

Mr. COX. I cannot answer that question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That seems to be a fair proposition ; there may, 
however, be some cases where notice has already been given and now 
without any expectation that report will be thrown in immediately ; 
the report might be made at once. 

Mr. RANDALL. Some of the committee have a right to report at 
any time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I know that; but there ought to be some notice 
given after this time. The two days should not be considered as 
running for any period previous to the present time. 

Mr. COX. I yoyo to add, at the suggestion of gentlemen here, 
the words, “and if the minorities of said committees shall be absent, 
then that notice shall be given in the House.” 

Mr. HALE. That is fair. 

Mr.COX. I propose also to put in forty-eight hours instead of two 
days. 

Mr. HALE. Let there be this understanding, as the gentleman 
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from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] suggested, that the forty-eight hours in 
all cases shall not be reckoned from any time past of the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. That would take away from the committees, who 
now have the right to report at any time, the right to report except 
upon forty-eight hours’ notice. 

Mr. HALE. Not atall. But there might be the case of a commit- 
tee that cannot now report, and that needs this solvent to enable 
them to report; that has already agreed upon its majority report. 
Now if this side of the House agrees to this proposition they might 
come in here now and say, “ Why, we agreed to our report for the 
majority six days ago.” 

Many MemBers. “O, no!” 

Mr. HALE. Then let it be understood that this agreement is pro- 
spective, not retrospective. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And also that where the majority and the minor- 
ity of a committee are now ready to report they can report at any 
time? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. YEATES. The arrangement to date from this day. 

Mr. HALE. From this day. 

Mr. BEEBE. How will that arrangement affect the cases where 
the majority and the minority reports have been printed and recom- 
mitted, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider? Could 
not those committees report at any time, the minority being ready? 

Mr. YEATES. They have already reported. 

Mr. WAIT. I cannot see the embarrassment the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. BEEBE] speaks of. If the majority and the minority 
are both ready to report, then they can report at any time. 

Mr. STONE. As this matter seems to be arranged, I move that all 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr.GOODIN. That motion is already pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is only awaiting the time 
when there is a concurrence between the two sides of the House on 
this matter. Of course no business can be transacted while the doors 
are closed. The first question in order is upon the motion to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call, which motion is now 
pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. With the consent of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Cox,] I ask leave to submit a resolution in the following 
form: 

Resolved, That the investigating committees may have leave to report during 
the remainder of this session at any time after forty-eight hours from the time the 
majority have agreed to their report and the fact has been announced to the House 
which announcement may be made at any time; and in all cases where the major 
ity and minority reports are now ready the reports may be made at any time 

Mr. HALE. That is an entirely different proposition from the one 
we have agreed to with the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. In what respect is it different from that? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not care to argue it; it is very evident that it is 
different. 

Mr. STONE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. By the permission of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] I will read what I understand to be in 
substance the proposition from the other side, and which I think is 
a fair one. 

Mr. STONE and others called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. GOODIN] that all further proceed- 
ings under the call of the House be dispensed with. 

The question was taken upon the motion to dispense with all fur- 
ther proceedings under the call; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 91, noes 81. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. SPRINGER called for tellers. 

Mr.COX. Gentlemen around me desire me to again read the prop- 
osition of accommodation which I read a moment ago. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. We are dividing upon a motion to 
dispense with further proceedings under the call. There are several 
gentlemen who object to proceeding with any business with closed 
doors. We have no objection to the agreement proposed. 

Mr. COX. If there is no objection, then let me by, unanimous con- 
sent, again state it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already stated that 
no business can be transacted by the House while the doors are 
closed and certain members are prohibited from entering who have a 
right to be here. The Chair has entertained by unanimous consent 
propositions for the settlement of this question. Of course nothing 
can be acted upon finally until further proceedings under the call 
have been dispensed with. 

Mr. COX. I will read the proposition : 

Resolved, That the investigating committees may have leave to report during tho 
remainder of this session at any time after forty-eight hours from the time the 
committee have agreed to their report and submitted the same to the minority, who 
shall have leave at the same time to submit their views to the House; but if the 


minority is absent from the meeting of the committee then notice shall be given in 
the House itself. 


Mr. HALE. Thatisa fair proposition, and unless that can be agreed 
to there is no use in talking any further about it. 

Mr. BEEBE. Will there be objection to adding that in all cases 
where both the majority and minority are ready both reports may be 
made at any time? 
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Mr. COX. Nobody will object to that. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I object to that with closed doors. 

Mr. BEEBE. I put the question to my friend from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. What is the question? 

Mr. BEEBE. Is there objection where the majority and minority 
are both ready to their reporting at any time? 

Mr. HALE. Of course there is no objection to that. 
ment does not apply to such a case as that. 

Mr. RUSK. I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
ventleman from Kansas, [Mr. GOODIN, ] that all further proceedings 
nnder this call be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my call for tellers and for a further 
count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion for further proceedings 
under the call of the House was agreed to upon a division—ayes 91, 
noes 81. The Doorkeeper will now open the doors. 

Mr. COX. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk. 

Mr. HALE. When we resume the regular business of the House, 
the first thing pending is the appeal. Now, if this resolution is to be 
submitted and adopted, it is understood of course that the resolntion 
of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DouGLAs] and the appeal are 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the motion 
to suspend the rules will suspend all previous proceedings. The 
motion pending before the House is on laying upon the table the 
appeal taken from the decision of the Chair by the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. HALE. But if the gentleman from Virginia withdraws the 
resolution which he sought to have referred, then the appeal is with- 
drawn; and this resolution is substituted for all those proceedings. 
That is fair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. COX. Before submitting my resolution I yield to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. DOUGLAS] to withdraw the resolution which 
he offered to amend the rules. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw that reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HALE. It had better be understood that I withdraw the ap- 
peal and the gentleman from Virginia withdraws his resolution, and 
the resolution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is sub- 
stituted for all those proceedings. 

Mr. COX. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the following 
resolution: 


This agree- 


Resolved, That the investigating committees may have leave to report during the 
remainder of this session at any time after forty-eight hours’ notice from the time 
the committee have agreed to the report and submitted the same to the minority, 
who shall have leave at the same time to submit their views to the House; and if 
the minority is absent from the meeting, said notice of the same shall be given in 


the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Before this resolution is acted on, I would like to 
know in what condition the regular business now stands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Cox] moves to suspend the rules 
and adopt the resolution which he has read. 

Mr. CONGER. But, Mr. Speaker, we were dividing upon ordering 
the yeas and nays; and that is the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All those proceedings have been withdrawn by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not so understand. 

Mr. CASWELL. I beg to remind the Chair that I called his atten- 
tion to the fact that the morning hour had expired, and moved to 
suspend the rules and pass a bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the House was dividing. 

Mr. CASWELL. The Chair ruled me out. 

P The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks he was right in so 
oing. 

Mr. CASWELL. Is not this a similar proposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The circumstances are different. 

Mr. RUSK. Let the proposition of the gentleman from New York 
be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. Before that is done, I wish to ask 
whether the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Doue- 
LAS] is understood to be withdrawn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia has 
withdrawn it. 

The resolution of Mr. Cox was again read. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The gentleman should add that this is to operate 
prospectively. 

Mr. COX. That’is understood. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. We want to understand distinctly whether 
the appeal is withdrawn by the gentleman from Maine, and the notice 
to amend the rules withdrawn by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Cox. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been already stated. 

Mr. HALE. The appeal and the resolution have been withdrawn ; 
and this takes the place of the whole proceeding. 


The gentleman will recollect that 
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The motion of Mr. Cox to suspend the rules and adopt the resoiu- 
tion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a bill of the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed 
the same: 


An act (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of the Osage ceded 
lands in Kansas to actual settlers. 


WORKS AT SOUTHWEST PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Chief of Engineers relative to the clause in the river 
and harbor bill affecting works at Southwest Pass, Mississippi River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to record 
my vote on the passage of the bill to repeal the resumption-day clause 
of the act of January 14, 1875. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana. 
should vote “ no.” 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I desire to state that, if permitted, I 


I move that the House adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House various requests of inembers for leave of absence. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I object; Ido not propose to stay here all the 
time myself and let others go away. 

Mr. RANDALL. Weare elected tostay here and attend to the pub- 
lic business. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Exception should be made in cases where 
members ask for leave of absence on account of sickness in their fam- 
ilies. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
cused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked unanimous consent 
to lay these requests for leave of absence before the House. That 
unanimous consent has been granted; and the question now is, Shall 
the requests be granted or refused ? 

Mr. RANDALL. But I made the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But unanimous consent was granted 
to lay these requests for leave of absence before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. That permission has been granted from time to 
time, but it has always been by unanimous consent. Objection being 
made and the regular order being demanded, of course the question 
must be puton the motion to adjourn. The motion of itself precludes 
and prevents the asking of leave of absence. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, I am not mistaken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nothing can prevent this House from adjourning 
when it wants to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 


Let us have a vote on it; I move they be ex- 


I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Although the House has given unan- 
imous consent to the presentation of requests for leave of absence, 
nevertheless the gentleman from Pennsylvania now moving to ad- 
journ, the question must be put on that motion, as the motion to ad 
journ takes precedence of all other questions. It is for the House to 
decide whether it will adjourn now or vote on the requests for leave 
of absence. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The granting of these requests for leave of ab- 
sence will not leave you without a quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, it will. 

Mr. MORRISON. And that is just what the gentleman from Ohio 
wants. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 89, noes 68. 

Mr. COCHRANE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was —_— to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, <a and other papers were pre- 
sented at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of Henry Love, executor of the es- 
tate of James Love, deceased, that he be paid the amount heretofore 
adjudged to be due the father of the deceased by the Interior De- 
partment for services rendered as a surgeon’s mate in the First Georgia 
Continental Battalion in the revolutionary war against.Great Brit- 
ain, to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of William Webster, that Congress 
take such steps as will secure his restoration to his lands and other 
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property obtained in New Zealand prior to the establishment there 
of British authority, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MacDOUGALL: The petition of 200 citizens of Weedsport, 
Cayuga County, New York, for the re-establishment of the fast-mail 
service on the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad, to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of Thomas N. McCoffey, of 
Knoxville, Tennessee, for a pension, to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Memorial of John Harlow, of Tennessee, 
to have his name restored to the Army roll of the Tenth Tennessee 
Infantry Regiment, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 8, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. McCREERY, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers in reference to a clause in the river and harbor bill as 
passed by the Senate which affects the works at the Southwest Pass 
of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. WEST. I move that the communication lie on the table and 
be printed. The matter has been acted upon. 

Mr. DAVIS. Had it not better be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations? They have the matter now in charge, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. WEST. The bill has been reported and is before the Senate. 
I have no objection to the reference ; but I cannot conceive that there 
should be any action upon it in committee, as the bill has been re- 
ported here. The Senate is competent to act upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Louisiana, that the communication lie on the table 
and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution No. 100, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business has precedence. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 791) for the relief of Ethan Ray 
Clarke and Samuel Ward Clarke, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indef- 
initely. 

Mr. MERRIMON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1020) to punish embezzlement 
in the District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 998) for the pardon of deserters from the 
United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 2524) for the relief of certain soldiers of the Eighth Cav- 
alry, Missouri State Militia, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. Mary B. Hook have leave to withdraw her petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate. 


TERRITORY OF PEMBINA. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill for the establishment of the Territory of Pembina, 
subject to morning business. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that, be- 
cause, as he knows, that bill will cause a good deal of debate. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
rise to present morning business ? 

Mr. MCCREERY. I rose to ask for the present consideration of 
House bill No. 567, which is in the order of business. I have tried 
several days to get the floor to callit up. I am sure it will oceupy 
but a small portion of time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There are some reasons why I think I ought to 
have the indulgence of the Senate for the consideration of this bill for 
the establishment of Pembina Territory. It has been reported three 
successive sessions favorably by the Committee on Territories. It was 
reported ungnimously at this session, four months ago, and has stood 
near the head of the Calendar for nearly that period of time. When 
reached on the Calendar the other day its consideration was objected to 
on the ground that it was too important a bill to be considered on that 
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call. If it isso important, and I believe it is an important bill, it is too 
important for me to allow it to sleep without an effort for its consid 
eration. I do not believe it will create any extended discussion. | 
believe in three minutes it can be shown to the satisfaction of the Sey- 
ate that the bill should pass, and I should be very glad if the bil! 
could be taken up and considered. The bill was introduced by the 
Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM,] and a similar bill was be- 
fore the Senate and discussed at considerable length during the last 
Congress. If it is in order, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McCREERY. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to give me five 
minutes to take up my bill after the bill organizing Pembina is taken 
up. 

Mtr. HITCHCOCK. I will yield five minutes for that purpose. 

Mr. SPENCER. I alsoask the Senator from Nebraska when he gets 
his bill up to yield to me for the consideration of the House joint 
resolution No. 100. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The qnestion is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska to take up the bill (8S. No. 606) to estab- 
lish the Territory of Pembina and to provide a temporary govern- 
ment therefor. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Let the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether this bill is likely to give rise to debate. I gave notice the 
other day that I desired the Senate to consider this morning the bill 
to perfect the revision of the laws. That is a bill of great public 
concern, and I shall not feel that I have performed my duty if I do 
not press the consideration of it upon the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ido not think this bill will lead to any ex- 
tended discussion. If it shall, I will say to the honorable Senator 
that I ;:ave notice several days ago that I should call the bill up at 
the earliest practicable moment, and I said that I believed it was as 
important a bill as was likely to be considered at the present session. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. We shall differ about that. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I believe it affects the rights of citizens of the 
United States who have a right to be heard, and it has been now on 
the Calendar for about four months or a much longer time. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 606) to establish the 
Territory of Pembina, and to provide a temporary government there- 
for. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It seems to me we had better go on with the 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the doctrine; one thing at a time. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I object to any yielding. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read in committee, so that we may see 
what we have. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The bill has just been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not hear it. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any written report with this bill? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There is a report which was made at the last 
Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it read. I suppose it states 
the general ground upon which this action proceeds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes, it states the general ground. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Bore- 
man, from the Committee on Territories, March 23, 1874: 

The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 44) to estab- 


lish the Territory of Pembina and to provide a temporary govornment therefor, 
have had the same under consideration, and respectfully submit the following re- 
port: 

The same bill was before this committee at the second session of the Forty-sec 
~~ Congress, and on February 8, 1872, a favorable report was made thereon, as fol- 
ows : 

“Tt is pro; by this bill to establish and provide a temporary government for 
a new Territory out of that —_ of the Territory of Dakota lying north of the forty 
sixth degree of north latitude. 

“ The present Territory ot Dakota contains 150,932 square miles, being in extent 
abont four hundred miles from north to south, and something less than that iu 
width from east to west. It appears from the report of the late census that in 1870 
it contained a population of 14,181, exclusive of Indians; but it is now believed, 
from the best evidence your committee have been able to obtain, that at this time 
its — numbers more than 25,000. 

“The more populous and growing settlements are in the extreme northern and ex 
treme southern portions of the Territory, respectively, the intervening region, ex- 
cept immediately on the eastern border, being in great part uninhabited and with 
out roads or other avenues of communication. There being no direct route of travel 
between these distant settlements, those residing in the region of Pembina, or in 
deed in any part of the more northern sections of the Territory, in going to Yank 
ton, the capital, as many of them must necessarily do in the transaction of busi 
ness with the officers and courts of the Territory, are compelled to travel a distance 
of from one thousand to fifteen hundred miles, and this by the nearest practicable 
route; and the same is the case with the judges and other officers in going from the 
capital to attend to their respective duties in the northern portions of the Territory. 
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The Territory for which it is proposed by this bill to provide a government is a 
yarallelogram, extending from Minnesota, on the east, for something less than four 
pundred miles, to Montana, on the west, and from the British possessions, on the 
north, two hundred miles to the boundary of the remaining Territory of Dakota, 
on the south, and has an area of about 70,000 square miles. It contains a popula 
tion now of not less than 10,000, having received considerable accessions by immi- 
gration since the taking of the late census; and it may be added, when separated 
from Dekota, will leave the latter with a population as large as the whole Terri- 
tory had in 1870. The contemplated Territory will have a larger population than 
many of the Territories heretofore established bad when they were organized, as 
may be seen from the following: 


Mississippi, organized in 1789, population 
Indiana, organized in 1800, population 
Michigan, organized in 1805, population less than 
Wiscousin, organized in 1836, population , 000 
Minnesota, organized in 1849, population ee 
Washington, organized in 1853, population. ...............-...-----ssee------ 1, 201 
Dakota, organized in 1861, population _ 837 
Nevada, organized in 1861, population 5, 857 
Arizona, organized in 1863, population...............cccocescccccsccecce 000 


“The climate and seasons of the new Territory are about the same as in the ad- 
joining State of Minnesota. The land lies beautifully, being comparatively level, 
and nearly every part of it being a of cultivation. The soil is good, and 
produces all the grains, vegetables, and fruits common to the Northwestern States. 
The Northern Pacitic Railroad, located as it-is through the entire length of the 
Territory from east to west, and being now in process of constraction, will soon 
supply the means of direct and speedy communication with all parts of the coun- 
try. And the present indications are that this Territory will coutinue to rapidly 
improve and increase in population as it has for two or three years past, thereby 
extending and adding to the substantial prosperity and wealth of the nation; and 
it is believed that these desirable results will be greatly facilitated and rendered 
more certain by the establishment of the temporary government contemplated by 
this bill.” 

Since making the above report the Northern Pacific Railroad has been completed 
to Bismarck, on the Missouri River, a distance of two hundred miles from the west- 
ern boundary of Minnesota. 

Bismarck is a considerable town, and many other small towns and villages have 
sprung up along the railroad and elsewhere in the Territory ; large numbers have 
been added to the population ; immigration still continues, and no doubt is enter- 
tained that with the opening of the present spring the influx of population will ex- 
ceed that of any preceding season. 

The following extract from a speech delivered in the House of Representatives 
on the 14th instant, by Hon. M. © Avmcteone, present Delegate from Dakota, your 
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Expenses of territorial government. 


Territories. 


ARIZONA. 
Salaries: governor, judges, &c 
Legislative expenses 
Contingent expenses 


Salary of interpreter and translator. ................-.-...+. eeesecceccesasocees canoe ee 


COLORADO. 


ES I RE Do pints ddndsnntinkiebantienecniais dadwemevimabindbietlnd 


Legislative expenses 


Relea s GENER: BOs vcees'e stn de scoccddntaed choi vocccesceenae Nibetietwedhettnaanne 


Legislative expenses 


Salaries: governor, &c 
Legislative expenses ... 
Contingent expenses 


Salaries: governor, &c 
Legislative expenses 
Contingent expenses. ........ 


Salaries: governor, &c 
Legislative expenses ° 
Contingent expenses ................-+-e00 ° 


Salaries: governor, & 
Legislative expenses 
Contingent expenses 


Salaries: governor, &c 
Legislative expenses 


Salaries : governor, a chiuinn atgtindateibes Ra i A iam ihipaidibaaean 


Legislative expenses .... 
Contingent expenses 


Aggregate expenditure for the nine Territories for two years, $490,803.78. One- 
ninth of the above is the average expenditure for one Territory for two years, and 
is $54,533.7 One-half of the last-named sum shows the average annual expendi- 
ture of one Territory, and is $27,266.87. 

This communication and statement show the separate and aggregate expendi 
ture out of the Treasury for all the Territories for two consecutive years, thns in- 
cluding the expenses of a session of the Legislature in each, and enabling us to fix 
the average annual charge on the Treasury for a territorial government. This av- 
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committee believe is a fair and reliable statement of the present condition of that 
portion of Dakota for which the bill under consideration proposes a separate organ 
ization 

‘Two hundred miles of the Northern Pacific Railroad have been pushed west 
ward across that Territory from the fertile valley of the Red River to the naviga 
ble waters of the Upper Missouri. Two newspapers are published in the proposed 
Territory, and stirring and enterprising towns have been built up at Fargo, James 
town, and Bismarck on the oa railroad, while immigration and settlement are 
rapidly filling up the accessible river valleys. Steamboats navigate the Red River 
nearly two hundred miles into the proposed Territory, returning with thousands of 
tons of freight for the Hudson Bay settlements; while along said stream in Da 
kota new towns and mills are being established. Nearly four hundred miles of 
telegraph line are in operation, and at Pembina, Grand Forks, Fargo, and Richville 
quite a trade is already carried on in the way of shipping and reshipping freights 

Inited States courts are held at Fargo, Bismarck, and Pembina, and a United 
States land office has recently been established at the former place, while the set- 
tlers are urgently petitioning for a land office at Bismarck to accommodate the in 
creasing settlements in the Missouri Valley. Many large steamboats ply for sev 
eral hundred miles through the proposed Territory on the waters of the Missouri, 
and pass far above the mouth of the Yellowstone into Montana, carrying Govern 
ment freight for the forts and agencies, and mercantile goods for the mining dis 
tricts. Already several thousand people have gone into this northern terntory and 
are preparing farms, homes, and villages, in anticipation of the favorable action of 
Congress upon this bill." 

It is proper, also, to add that the Legislature of Dakota have twice—in 1871, and 
again in 1873—memorialized Congress in behalf of the establishment of this new 
Territory, in which they state with great force the facts which induce them to do 
so, and urge it as a matter of justice to those inhabiting the proposed Territory, as 
well as of interest and advantage to the country generally 

To meet the objection that the establishment of another Territory will entail ad 
ditional charge on the Treasury, the committee submit the following communica 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1874. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 15th in 
stant requesting to be informed of ‘ the charge upon the Treasury for each of the 
respective existing Territories, and the items that make up the same.” 

In reply I inclose herewith a statement showing the expenditures under heads of 
appropriations on account of each Territory during the fiscal years 1872 and 1873 
The items of expenditure for fuel, furniture, repairs, lights, &c., are so numerous 
that it is not practicable to give them in detail 

I am, very respectfully, WM. A. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 

Hon. A. I. BOREMAN, 

Chairman Committee on Territories, United States Senate. 


Fiscal year 1872. Fiscal year 1873. 


| 
Ordinary | 
expenses. | 


Ordinary 
expenses. | 


Salaries Total. 


94, 382 07 


20, 144 71 
1, 657 08 








2, 849 23 
1,000 00 
17, 349 2% 


3, 00 06 | 
! 


} 13,198 90 


“1, 000 00 
14, 198 ¢ 





28, 224 99 


13, 162 60 |........... 
| 16,998 70 
913 75 


31, 075 05 | 17, 293 73 


erage, as may be seen above, is $27,266.87, and is a small outlay for the benefits real- 
ized from such a government 

It must be conceded that the development and growth of this Territory will tend 
to add to the wealth and prosperity of the nation, and it can be no less apparent 
that the thousands of hardy and enterprising people within its boundaries, who, 
by the sacrifices,energy, and industry inaispensabio to succeas in border life, are thus 
contributing to the resources of the country, have a right, even though it necessitates 
a small annual draught on such resources, to demand a recognition of their situation, 










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































wants, and interests by the establishment of a local government that will be acces- 
sible for the transaction of their necessary business at only a reasonable expendi- 
tnre of their time and means 


The committee, therefore, report back said bill with some verbal amendments, 
and recommend that the same do pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course, at some day or other this will be a 
proper bill in substance; but it does not appear to me from the state- 
ment of the report and with the number of people there now that it 
is wise to set up a distinct territorial organization, which costs the 
people a good deal of money and costs the United States a good deal. 
Of course the organization has to be just as expensive, just as many 
offices and places, substantially, as if the people were much more 
numerous than they are. I do not think that in this late stage of the 
session we ought to hurry a bill of this kind through, and I move 
therefore to postpone its further consideration until the first Monday 
in December, which will leave it its place for consideration next win- 
ter, when we shall have more recent information about it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I trust that motion will not prevail. The bill 
has been pending upon the Calendar now for four months in the 
Senate. Uf anybody isin fault, perhapsI am. I deferred calling it 
up because it was near the head of the Calendar, and I thought that 
when the Senate proceeded to the consideration of bills upon the 
Calendar it would be reached in its proper order and passed without 
any struggle or objection. I was mistaken in that view, and having 
failed, in the light of those facts, I perhaps failed to do my duty in 
not urging it earlier upon the consideration of the Senate. But as a 
matter of right to the citizens of the United States who have settled 
in Northern Dakota, I believe this bill should be considered at the 
present session. It has been repeatedly petitioned for by the inhab- 
itants of the Territory, and twice at least memoralized for by a 
unanimous memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Dakota. 
There are special and particular reasons why, as a matter of right to 
the inhabitants of the Territory and as a matter of economy to the 
General Government, this Territory should be organized. 

The present Territory of Dakota extends from Nebraska on the 
south to the British possessions on the north, a distance of four hun- 
dred miles, and from Minnesota on the east to Montana on the west, 
almost the same distance. It contains an area of 150,000 square 
miles; more than three times greater than the State of New York; 
nearly three times as large as all New England. The present set- 
tlements in the Territory of Dakota are comprised in two separate 
and distinct communities, entirely separate and distinct from their 
geographical position. The inhabited portion of Southern Dakota, 
the old-settled portion of Dakota, is along the Missouri River. Its 
commercial relations are with Nebraska, Sioux City, and through 
lowa to Chicago, Northern Dakota, that portion which this bill pro- 
poses to create into a new Territory, is settled for two hundred miles 
along the Northern Pacific Railway and along the Red River of the 
North. Its commercial relations are with Du Luth, Saint Paul, and 
Milwaukee. 

The business relations of the two portions of the Territory are en- 
tirely separate and distinct. The members of the Legislature from 
the northern part of the Territory of Dakota are often compelled in 
the winter to travel as far east as Chicago in order to reach the cap- 
ital. They have been paid for sixteen hundred miles mileage for 
that travel. So it is toreach the supreme court; soit is in enforcing 
the United States laws; the expenses of the extra mileage for this 
wide extent of travel will very nearly make up for the additional 
expense of the creation of the new Territory. I believe that a wise 
policy and a just regard for the rights of the citizens of the United 
States who have gone there to make it their home demand that this 
bill should be passed and passed at this session. 

| trust the Senator from Vermont will not press his motion, but 
that we may be allowed to vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont to postpone the bill until the first Monday 
in December next. 

The question being put, there were on division—ayes 10, noes 16; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion 
and let the vote be taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Imade the motion because I thought it was right, 
and if 1 withdraw it | should do what I thought was wrong. Tao 
not think the bill ought to be hurried through without more time to 
consider it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a quorum present. The 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
23, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs, Anthony, Bayard, Boutwell, Cockrell, Conkling, Davia, Dawes, 
Eaton, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton, Howe, Kernan, Key, McDonald, Maxey, 
Merrimon, Morrill, Sargent, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Tharman, and Withers—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cooper, Cragin, Ferry, 
Hamlin, Harvey, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Kelly, Logan, MoCreery, McMillan, Mitchell. 
wer sean k, Patterson, Ransom, Spencer, Wallace, West, Windom, and 

nght— 

ABSENT.—Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Barnum, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, 
Cameron of Pennsylvania, Clayton, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, 
Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Morton, Norwood, Randolph, Robert- 
son, Sharon, Sherman, Wadleigh, and Whyte—25. 


So the motion was not agreed-to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think this bill ought to pass. There are already 
two hundred miles of railroad in that Territory ; the northern portion 
of it is settling up very rapidly; and I think it is a fact that is not 
generally understood that one of the best farming regions in the 
United States lies in this proposed new Territory. There are severa| 
farms already being opened in it of from one thousand to three thou- 
sand acres. wo thousand or three thousand acres have been already 
broken upon several farms. There is one farm opened or partially 
opened by a company of over thirty thousand acres, and from three 
thousand to four thousand acres are now under the plow. 

The people of that portion of the territory (and it issettling so rap- 
idly that the population is becoming heavier there than in any other 
part of it) are compelled in order to reach the capital of the present 
Territory to travel some eight to twelve hundred miles, to come 
over the railroad through Minnesota and by way of Chicago or Du- 
buque westward through Iowa, until they reach the capital of their 
Territory. It seems to me that there is a very good reason for tho 
passage of this bill, and without taking the time of the Senate I hope 
it may be passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. What is the capital? 

Mr. WINDOM. Yankton, the present capital, I will say at the sug- 
gestion of my colleague, is situated in the southern part of the Ter 
ritory, but there is no way of reaching it by the modern means of 
communication except what I have stated, some eight to twelve 
hundred miles. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McDONALD, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. MORTON] until he returns on all political questions, 
and not regarding this as a political question, I vote yea. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 31, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bogy, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, 
Cockrell, Cragin, Ferry, Hamilton, Hamlin, Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Jones of 
Nevada, Kelly, McCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, 
Paddock, Patterson, Ransom, Sherman, Spencer, West, Windom, Withers, and 
Wright—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Boutwell, Conkling, Cooper, Davis, Dawes, 
Eaton, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Kernan, Key, Merrimon, Sargent, Saclsbury, 
Stevenson, Thurman, Wallace, and Whyte—19 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Clayton, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones 


of Florida, Logan, Morton, Norwood, Randolph, Robertson, Sharon, and Wad 
leigh—21. 
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So the bill was passed. 

J. E. PANKEY. 

Mr. McCREERY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of —— 

Mr. BOGY. I wish to make a motion in connection with the sub- 
ject just before the Senate before the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. McCREERY. I want the bill taken up, and then the Senator 
can make his motion. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton County, 
Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for the payment 
to J. E. Pankey of $1,029.12 for unused and uncanceled (tobacco) 
revenue-stamps which have been returned to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue and are now on file in his office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. McCREERY. There isareport from the House committee with 
letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What committee reported the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Finance. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. JoHN 
YounG Brown from the Committee of Claims in the House of Rep 
resentatives on the 20th of May, 1876: 

The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2894) for the 
relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton County, Kentucky, report: 

The bill directs the payment to J. E. Pankey the sum of $1,029.12 for unused and 

uncanceled (tobacco) revenue-stamps which have been returned to the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, and are now on file in bis Office. 
The letter of the Commissioner accompanying the bill, of date April 4, 1876, ad 
dressed to the chairman of this committee, shows that the claimant returned the 
above amount of stamps to the Commissioner, and your committee are of opinion 
that the bill for his relief should pass, with an amendment striking oft the words 
“with interest thereon from the Ist day of April, 1872," which occur in the sixth 
and seventh lines of the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask to finish the reading of the report which 
was suspended yesterday of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
BOUTWELL] from the special committee. It was laid over on account 
of the minority report not being quite ready, and it is now hung up 
between heaven and earth. I ask that it be read before the Senate 
so as to get it into the files in the regular way, 
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Mr. BOGY. I thought I had the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the report made by the Senator from Massachusetts be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the minority report. 

Mr. BOGY. I thought I had the floor. I desire to make a motion 
in connection with the Pembina bill. The Senator from Kentucky 
would not allow me at that time to go on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BOGY. I desire to propose a change of the name of the Ter- 
ritory, and if I give the reasons I think the Senate will adopt the 
change unanimously. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this can be disposed of in a moment. 

Mr. BOGY. I yielded to the Senator from Kentucky a while ago. 
I move to reconsider the bill passed a few moments ago for the crea- 
tion of the Territory of Pembina. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can enter the motion, but another 
matter is now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
entered. 


The motion to reconsider will be 


AFFAIRS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I donot ask to have them read clear through 
if anybody does not want to have them read, but let them be 
printed in the RECORD, so that we can read them without reading 
them here, if that is agreeable to everybody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to both reports 
being printed in the Recorp ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Including the minority views? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is so ordered. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


I understand now that these reports are laid be- 


The Chair hears no objection. It 


rhe special committee appointed under a resolution of the Senate adopted on the 
Sist of March last, and instructed to inquire how far the rights of the people of 
Mississippi, guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States, and secured espe 
cially by the fifteenth amendment, were violated by force, fraud, or intimidation at 
the election held in that State on the 2d of November, 1875, respectfully submit to 
the Senate the testimony taken, with the conclusions of the committee thereon. 

he testimony will fully support the allegation that foree, fraud, and intimida 
tion were used generally and successfully in the political canvass of 1875 

But before proceeding to a detailed statement of the facts, and conclusions sus 
tained and warranted by the proof, the committee think it proper to refer to the 
suggestions and excuses offered in justification of the outrages committed. 

It has been alleged that Governor Ames was an untit person to hold the office to 
which he was elected in the year 1873; but, on the contrary, the committee find 
from the evidence as well as from general report in Mississippi that Governor Ames 
was not only not amenable to any just charge affecting his personal integrity, his 
character as a public ofticer, or his ability for the duties of chief magistrate of that 
State, but that his fitness in all these particulars was sustained by the testimony of 
those who were not in accord with him politically. The committee refer especially 
to the testimony of Hon. J. A. P. Campbell, appointed by the existing government 
one of the judges of the supreme court of the State of Mississippi 


The evidence submitted tends strongly to show, what cannot be denied, that there | 


were many persons in office in the State of Mississippi, especially in elective offices, 
in the several counties, who were either incapable or dishonest ; and there were 
a few of the same character connected with the State government. The conduct 
of these persons, however, was not approved by the governor nor by the masses of 
the republican party. 

Complaints and charges against a class of persons called ‘ carpet-baggers” are 
frequent in the aes witnesses opposed to the republican party in the 
State. It is to be ac 
misused the contidence of the black people, secured office, and betrayed the trusts 
confided to them. But the number of such persons, compared to the whole num 
ber of immigrants, was very small ; and it is but just to say that the great majority 
are intelligent, upright, and brave men from the North, who are entirely incorrupti 
ble, and who, in i ‘ 
maintain their political opinions and to secure a just administration of the govern 
ment. 

It is alleged that during the last six or eight years the expenses of the State have 
been unnecessarily increased and that heavy taxes have been imposed for which no 
adequate return has been received by the people. Comparisons are made between 


the rate of taxation previous to the war and since the year 1870, and the conclusion | 


is drawn that large sums of money are extorted from the people and wasted, or 
through negligence and extravagance misapplied. 

It is undoubtedly true that taxes are higher in the State of Mississippi than they 
were previous to 1460; but the rate of increase is far less than in some of the north- 
ern States, where no serious complaints are made against the administration of 
public affairs. 

It is to be observed also that previous to the war taxes were not levied for the 
support of schools in Mississippi ; indeed, there was no system of public instruc- 
tion ; and that since the war school-houses have been erected in alt parts of the 
State for the education of the children of both races, and large sums of money 
have been expended annually for the maintenance of schools, including schools for 
training teachers. 

It is also true that previous to the war the taxes were im 
upon business, while since the war the taxes have been lai 
property and upon land. 

In 1873 the State expenses were $953,000; in 1874, $908,000; and in 1875 the ex- 

aa only $618,000. The State’ debt, not including trust-funds, is only 
’ . . 

A tax of $1.60 upon each person will pay the public debt and meet the current 
expenses fora year. (Testimony, page 8.) 

Attorney-General Harris makes the following statement in regard to taxation for 
the period of twenty-six years. He says: 

“Take, for example, twenty years of democratic rule in Mississippi, and see what 
amount of money their own records show were expended, and they held uninter-. 
rupted sway, as we can best ascertain from the reports of the auditor and treasurer, 
made to biennial sessions of their Legislature. Take the twenty years from 1850 


to 1870 and compare it with six years of republican rule, from 1870 to 1875, incla- 
sive, the following is shown: 


sed upon slaves and 
chiefly upon personal 


mitted that a small number of the immigrants from other States | 


peril of their lives, are now struggling against serions odds to | 


The Senator from Vermont asks | 2°, 





| County record, &c., furnished 


| the average is reduced per ir to 8 
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Expenditures : 
1850 me 


”) 
2 


133 48 
407 41 
802, 579 76 
229, 228 45 
584, 296 84 
311 i9 
784, 896 79 
, 067, 086 57 
614, 659 00 
707, 015 00 
5, 623, 741 49 


| 


1, 24, 161 75 
, 819, 894 4 
2, 210, 794 23 

446, 732 06 
, 410,250 13 

260, 809 8O 
el 
525, 678 #0 


463, 219 71 


1852 
a 
1854 
1855 
1856 ... 


vi 


og 


65 


20, 208, 894 95 
5 623,741 49 


Total expenditures for twenty years. . 646 44 


25, 832. 


Now, take the republican administration for six years. Expenditures for 


.$1, 061, 249 90 
1, 319, 626 19 
1, 098, 031 69 


1873 . 030 00 
1874 130 00 


ae 259 00 


$953 


908 


3, 478, 906 78 


79.619 00 


“ Total expenditures for six years, $5,957,525.78 

“The twenty years of democratic administration show an unnual average of 
$1,294,632.32. The six years of republican administration show an annual average 
of $992,920.96 . 

“ This may be claimed to be unfair, as it embraces four years of the war ; but, for 
the sake of fairness, let us strike out the four years of the war, or the amount ex 
pended during those four years, 1861, 1862, 1°63, and 1864, and add in lieu thereof 
the amount expended in 1860, $663,536.55, and we have an expenditure of $12,184 
019.06, or an annual average of $699,200 9 against $992,920.96. From this it 
would appear that the republican administration has been more expensive than the 
democratic administration ; but there are several reasons for this: Before the war 
the taxes were paid in gold and silver, and everything much cheaper than since the 
war; and in January, 1870, when the republicans came into power, State warrants 
were worth about sixty or sixty-five cents on the dollar; the capitol and mausion 
were dilapidated ; the penitentiary and lunatic asylum were too small, and had to 
be extended and repaired, and all the improvements cost nearly two prices, because 
payments were made in warrants at their reduced value And the judiciary sys 
tem was rendered more expensive to the State by dispensing with the probate 
court, the expenses of which had been formerly paid by the counties; this juris- 
diction was given to the chancery court, and the number of citizens had more than 
doubled, and all departments of State government rendered necessarily more ex 
vensive And, again, the school system has been carried on at an very 
ne a thing that had never « d before the war Che expenditures for school 
purposes in the six years have been about $320,000 per annum. Let us add afew 
items which have been necessary since the war, and for which no expenditures 
were ever made by the democrac by way of annual averawes, ani it will en 
at a glance why it is that the expenditures bave been larger than formerly 


as 


expense 


Kist 


For school purposes, (as above ‘ nil . ‘ 

Probate-court business by the chancery court, (probates’ salaries by the 
counties,) (Code, 1857, p. 423) ; 

Average aunual improvements on public buildings, about 

destroyed during the war, and exhausted 


$320, 000 


36, 700 
100, 000 
&c.) 


12, 500 


Making an average per annum of 469, 200 


raking this from the average 
sary expenses, never incurred by 
school system in the State bef 
squander the school fund of th 
State by the Government, as che | 


from the annual expenditures of 


$992,920.96, leaves $523,720.96. These 
a democratic administration. The only commor 
e the war seemed to be a well-organized s 
State as rapidly as the same 
tory of the fund will show 
+ SIX years of 1 


were neces 


yatem to 
was donated to th 

Take these items 
publican administration, and 
$523,720.96; thus showing the average annual 
on the old basis of State « 


expense of the republican a stration to be 


actually $75,420 less than the a expenses under the democratic rul 
years, with less than one-half of s citizens to be governed, and at a time 
exp nditures everywhere were | argely in advance of former years 
items of extraordinary expenses have 
cluded in these statements 

“ This, I think, shows a fair statement of the expenditures for the last twenty 
six years, twenty years of democratic rule and six years of republican rule 

“The taxes have been increased and decreased for the various Stat« 
for the six years alluded to, as follows: 1870, 5 mills on the dollar 
4 mills; in 1872, 8 mills ; in 1873 it was 124 mills; in 1674 it 
it was 9}. In the last three years there was a school tax as follows: 1573 and ls74a 
school tax of 4 mills, and for 1875, 2 mills Chis is included in the abo stimat« 
and the counties were restricted in their levies for 
By act of 1872 the counties were prohibited ig 
State and school tax added t exceed 25 mills on the dollar, and in 1 
were restricted to 20 mills on the dollar 

“It seems that the real complaint of the people of the State, as to the burden of 
taxation, grows out of the fact that the taxable pr of the State 1s, in the 
main, unproductive ; and to evade the tax the tax-payers, in giving their property 
to the assessor, place it far below its actual value, and continue year after year to 
reduce the taxable values of the property 

The statements made by Hon. G. E. Harris, attorney-general, Captain H. T 
Fisher, and Mr. E. Barksdale are referred to as presenting both sides of the case 
and furnishing the best means at the command of the committee for a just judg 
ment. 

The testimony taken tends to show that those who participated in the means by 
which the election of 1875 was carried by the democratic party rely, for justifica 
tion, upon the facts of maladministration, as set forth in the testimony submitted 
with this report. 

In the opinion of the committee, those errors and wrongs, if admitted to the ex 
tent claimed, furnish no justification whatever for the outrages and crimes estab- 
lished by the testimony. 

It is also alleged in justification of the acts of intimidation, and of the crimes 
committed during the canvass and at the election, that Governor Ames had organ 
ized, or attempted to organize, a force, termed the negro militia. At the time of 
the riot at Clinton, on the 4th of September, 1875, which resulted in the death of at 
least thirty persons, there was no military organization in the State. The sum of 
$60,000 had bees appropriated by the Legislature at its preceding session, for the 
organization and support of a military force ; and the event at Clinton, in conne« 
tion with the fact of disturbances in other portions of the State, led Governor Ames 
to attempt its organization. At the same time he issued the following proclama- 
tion: 
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PROCLAMATION. 
STATE OF Mississirr1, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Jackson, September 7, 1875. 

Whereas persons have formed themselves into military organizations in various 
parts of the State without sanction of law, and such organizations are moved to 
the support of each other from point to point in counties and from one county to 
another without the approval or consent of the peace officers of such counties, and 
without the knowledge or authority of the state government; and 

Whereas such organizations have overthrown civil government in Yazoo County, 
set it at defiance in Hinds County, and created distrust and fear in Warren and 
other counties, causing the loss of many lives and compelling many persons to flee 
from their homes ; and 

Whereas such action has already caused great injury to the interests of the peo- 
ple, and, if persisted in, will result in incalculable evil : 

Now, therefore, I, Adelbert Ames, governor of the State of Mississippi, do hereby 
make proclamation and command all persons belonging to such organizations to dis- 
band forthwith; and I hereby require all citizens to renderobedience to and assist 
the peace officers of the various counties in the preservation of peace and order 
and the enforcement of the laws of the State. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the State of Mississippi to be affixed, this the 7th day of September, A. D. 1875. 

{u. 8.1 ADELBERT AMES. 

By the governor : 

James HILL, Secretary of State. 


Some of the officers selected by him were native-born white citizens who had 
served in the late war on the side of the confederates, and he solicited and accepted 
recruits from the white as well as from the black population. (See testimony of 
General Hurst, page 87.) 

This effort on the part of the governor, it is now claimed, was the occasion 
seized by the democrats for organizing and arming themselves, ostensibly to resist 
the black militia; but, in fact, such cunuiestion tel been effected peony, as 
is shown by the testimony concerning the Clinton riot, and in the end it became the 
means by which the colored inhabitants and the white republicans of the State were 
overawed, intimidated, and deprived of their rights as citizens. (See testimony of 
Hon. H. Swann, pages 307, 308; W. A. Montgomery, page 546 ; and others.) 

These organizations were the instruments also by which numerous murders 
were committed upon persons who were then active, or who had been active, in the 
republican party. 

By the terms of the peace conference entered into by General J. Z. George, the 
chairman of the democratic State committee, and Governor Ames, on the 13th of 
October, 1875, the attempt to organize the militia was abandoned, General George 
on his part agreeing to secure a peaceful election and the fall and free enjoyment 
of the elective franchise by every citizen. The stipulation on the part of the 
governor was faithfully kept, but the promise made by General George was system- 
atically disregarded by the democrats in the larger portion of the State. 

The es perpetrated by the white people in the canvass and on the day of 
election find no justification whatever in the acts or the policy of Governor Ames 
concerning the State militia. 

The effort on his part to organize the militia for the preservation of the public 
peace seems to jthe committee to have been not only lawful but proper, and the 
course of the democrats in organizing and arming themselves to resist the governor 
in his efforts to preserve the public peace was unlawful, and the proceedings should 
have been suppressed by the State authorities if possible, and, in case of failare on 
their part, by the Government of the United States. 

The constitution of the State provides that the militia shall consist of the able- 
bodied male citizens between the age of eighteen years and the age of forty-five 
years, and the Legislature avevidied for its organization by an act passed at its 

rst session in the year 1870. It was the duty of the governor to use the militia 
for the suppression of such riots as those of Vicksburgh and Clinton, and this with- 
out regard to the question whether the white or the black race was most respon- 
sible therefor 

In the opinion of the committee the riot at Clinton was in harmony with the 

olicy previously adopted by democrats in that vicinity, and designed to intimi- 

ate and — the republican party. The testimony shows that the riot was in- 
augurated by a body of eight or ten young men from Raymond, who acted, apparently, 
under the advice of the Ras mond Gazette, a democratic newspaper, edited by é 
W. Harper, an aged and highly respecied man, according to the testimony of Frank 
Johnston, W. A. Montgomery, (page 559,) and others. 

Theriotoccurred September 4, and the Raymond Gazette, as early as June or July, 
gave this advice: 

“There are those who think that the leaders of the radical party have carried 
this system of frand and falsehood just far enough in Hinds County, and that the 
time has come when it should be stopped—peaceably if ible, forcibly if neces- 
sary. And to this end it is proposed that whenever a radical pow-wow is to be held, 
the nearest anti-radical club appoint a committee of ten discreet, intelligent, and 
reputable citizens, fully identified with the interests of the neighborhood and well 
known as men of veracity, to attend as representatives of the tax-payers of the neigh- 
borhood and county, and true friends of the negroes assembled, and that whenever 
the radical speakers proceed to mislead the ne , and open with falsehoods, and 
deceptions, and misrepresentations, the committee stop them right then and there, 
and compel them to tell the truth or quit the stand.” 

Nor do these outrages find any excuse in the statement made repeatedly by wit- 
nesses, that the negroes were organizing or threatened or contemplated organizing 
themselves into military bands for the destruction of the white race. The evidence 
shows conclusively that there were not only no such organizations, but that the 
ee were not armed generally; that those who had arms were furnished with 
inferior and second-hand weapons, and that their leaders, both religious and polit- 
ical, had discountenanced a resort to force. Many rumors were current among the 
whites that the negroes were arming and massing in large bodies, but in all cases 
these rumors had no basis. 

In a sentence, it may be asserted that all the statements made that there was any 
justifiable cause for the recent proceedings in Mississippi are without foundation. 

On the other hand, it is to be said, speaking quaerall that a controlling part 
and, as we think, a majority, of the white democratic voters of the State were 
engaged in a systematic effort to carry the election, and this with a purpose to resort 
to all means within their power, including on the pas of some of them the murder 
of prominent persons in the republican party, both black and white. 

here was a minority, how large the committee are unable to say, who were op- 
posed to the outrages which by this report are proved to have taken place. This 
minority, however, is for the time overawed and as powerless to resist the course 
of events as are the members of the republican party. Under more favorable cir- 
cumstances they may be able to co-operate with the friends of order and redeem 
the State from the control of the revolutionary element. 

(1.) The committee find that the young men of the State, especially those who 
reached manhood during the war or who have arrived at that condition since the 
war, constitute the nucleus and the main force of the dangerous element. 

As far as the testimony taken by the committee throws any light upon the sub- 

t it tends, however, to establish the fact that the democratic organizations, both 
n the counties and in the State, encouraged the young men in their course, accept- 


ed the pelitical advantages of their conduct, and are in a lai degree ibl 
for the criminal resulte. - — 
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(2.) There was a general disposition on the part of white employers to compel the 
laborers to vote the democratic ticket. This disposition was made manifest by 
newspaper articles, by the resolutions of conventions, and by the declarations of 
land-owners, planters, and farmers to the workmen whom they employed, and by 
the incorporation in contracts of a provision that they should be void in case the 
negroes voted the republican ticket. 

(3.) Democratic in were organized in all parts of the State, and the able 
bodied members were also organized generally into military companies and fyy 
nished with the best arms that could be procured in the country. he fact of their 
existence was no secret although persons not in sympathy with the movement were 
excluded from membership. Indeed their object was more fully attained by public 


| declarations of their organization in connection with the intention, everywhere ex 
| pressed, that it was their purpose to carry the election at all hazards. 


In many places these organizations possessed one or more pieces of artillery 
These pieces of artillery were carried over the counties and discharged upon the 
roads in the neighborhood of republican meetings and at meetings held by the 
democrats. For many weeks before the election members of this inilitary organ 
ization traversed the various counties, menacing the voters and discharging their 
— by night as well as by day. This statement is sustained by the testimony of 

‘aptain W. A. Montgomery, Captain E.O. Sykes, J.D. Vertner, leading democrats 
in their respective counties, as well as by the testimony of a large number of trust 
worthy republicans. 

(4.) Tt appears from the testimony that, for some time previous to the election 
it was impossible, in a large number of the counties, to hold republican meetings 
In the republican counties of Warren, Hinds, Lowndes, Monroe, Copiah, and 
Iiolmes meetings of the republicans were distarbed or broken wp, and all attempts 
to engage in public discussion were abandoned by the republicans many weeks [ 
fore the election. 

(5.) The riots at Vicksburgh on the 5th of July and at Clinton on the 4th of Sep 
tember were the results of a special purpose on the part of the democrats to break 
up the meetings of the republicans, to destroy the leaders, and to inaugurate an era 
of terror, not only in those counties, but throughout the State, which would deter 
republicans, and particularly the negroes, from organizing or attending meetings, 
and especially deter them from the free exercise of the right to vote on the day of 
the election. The results sought for were ina large degree attained. 

(6.) Following the riot at Clinton, the country for the next two days was scoured 
by detachments from these democratic military organizations over a circuit of 
many miles, and a large number of unoffending persons were killed. The number 
has never been ascertained correctly, but it may be estimated fairly as between 
thirty and fifty. 

Among the innocent victims of those days of horror and crime was Mr. William 
P. Haffa, a white man, a teacher by profession, a justice of the peace by the choice 
of his fellow-citizens, and a candidate for re-clection upon the republican ticket. 
He was a resident of Philadelphia with his family until the year 1870, when he em 
igrated to Mississippi for the purpose of pane The story of his assassination 
as related by his wife is here given in full: 

ASSASSINATION OF MR. HAFFA. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 7, 1876. 
Mrs. Auzina F. Harra sworn and examined. 


PERSOMAL STATEMENT. 
By the CHAIRMAN: 


uestion. Have you lived in Mississippi ; and, if 80, how long? 
nswer. Yes, sir; it will be seven years next February since I went there. 
. Where did you live before that ? 
. In Philadelphia, my native place. 
Q What was your husband's name ? 
. William P. Haffa. 
2 Did you go to Mississippi with him ! 
A. Yes, sir. 
. He is not living now ! 
- No, sir. 
9. will - state to the committee the time when he died and the circumstances 
of his death ? 
A. Do you desire me to state anything previous to that! 
. You can state just what took place in Mississippi that you think important. 
. We were there about two months and a half or three months—— 
9. When did you go there ? 
. In February. 
. What year f 
. Eighteen hundred and seventy ; seven years next February. Mr. Haffa went 
there for the purpose of raising cotton and corn. 
. Where did you live? 
. In Hinds County, third district. 


VISITED TO DEFINE HIS POLITICS. 

. Near what town ! 

. I cannot tell you how many miles from Vicksburgh, I don’t remember ; but 
we lived within a few miles of Auburn, Mississippi; I think it was two or three 
miles. After we had been living there about three months we were waited upon 
by the owners of the land, and they asked Mr. Haffa whether he was a friend to the 
white people or to the nigger, using a profane word. They called him outside and 
I followed him and stood at the door and heard what they said. 

. Do you know who these people were ? 

. Frank and William Bush, t ne owners of the land. William Bush was not an 
owner, but Frank was. William Bush was the agent for his wife and did all the 
business connected with the estate, which belonged to his wife. Her name was 
Mollie Bush. 

Mr. Haffa said he was a friend to any one, be he black or white, that was de 
serving of his friendship. They then said to him, ““ We understand that you are a 
friend of the nigger,” using profane language ; and they made some other remarks, 
I don't remember what ; but they went away, and a short time after that they came 
back and inquired for him. He was not in; he was out in the field. They went 
out there where he was, and my little boy, who was out there, said that they used 
some insulting language toward Mr. Haffa, and that they threatened him. He came 
in very much excited from the field and said to me, ‘‘ Mamma, I am afraid there will 
be difficulty here.” 

ELECTED JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Then the colored people nominated him for squire—magistrate—and he received 
his appointment from Governor Alcorn, who was then governor of Mississippi. 
That raised the os of the white people. They declared no northern man 
should come down there and rule them. So they sent up a number of petitions to 
have him removed. Governor Alcom said there was nothing against him that he 
could find out, and unless there was something else against him than his birth he 
could not do anything, as long as it was the desire of the majority of the people, 
who are colo: ple. 

So then he fallen his office for two years, and the first election came on and 
he was renominated for the same position, and he was elected by the people at that 
time. Then he had occasion to have some business with these people, the Bushes. 

MR. HAFFA LASHED. 
9. Was it private or public business ? 
. I have forgotten now; I cannot say. They came to the house one Sat- 
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urday afternoon; I don’t know what time it was, but anyhow they got the col- 
ored people all to leave the premises except one, an old colured woman ; she could 
not get away. They came to the house and asked me if Mr. Haffa was in. 
“Yes.” They said they wanted to see him. I went to the door as usual —I always 
went to the door when there was white people come around, for I was very much 
afraid of them myself. 


So they got him out by a tree a short distance off, and they had hitched their | 


horses to that tree. I watched them, and they took a cowhide and commenced to 
lash him very freely with it. I ran out and grasped him around the waist. They 
said, “* We will show you what southern blood is." Mr. Hafla never said a word. 
I said, “ Mr. Bush, you have a wife in heaven and a child also, here ; remember 
what your fate will be. Iam here among strangers.” He says, ‘“‘ Well, you have 
cot no business to be down here among such an illiterate class of people.” 


MKS. HAFFA INJURED. 


And, finally, I kept on, and I presume it lasted over an hour, perhaps two | 


hours; and they kept on until they got up to the house, and then Frank Bush took 
hold of me and threw me violently against a sill infrontof the door, and the effects 
of it 1 have never got over yet. 
mouth. I was taken to Jackson, Mississippi. Senator Caldwell, of Mississippi, a 
colored man, paid my expenses there, which cost him $50. I was there for a month 
to be recuperated ; I was not ab'e to be home at all; they had no hopes of me. 

In the mean time Mr. Haffa had gone to Jackson to make his bond forfhis posi- 
tion as magistrate for the second term. He was there for a few days and then 
went back and attended to his business, leaving me there. 


HER HUSBAND INSULTED—HER BOY FIRED AT. 


Then I went home, and there was nothing of any moment occurred for several 
months. Then Robinnett, a brother-in-law of these Bushes, met Mr. Haffa coming 
from the depot with my little boy, who was on a mule, and Mr. Haffa was ona 
horse. Robinnett came up to Mr. Hatfa and took hold of his whiskers, and told 
him he wanted bim to come down off his horse and he would have it out with him 
there. Mr. Haffa somehow got away from him and put spurs to his horse, and the 
borse ran, and then Robinnett fired at my little boy. 


ATTEMPT AT ASSASSINATION. 


Owing to the excitement he could not get out any warrant to have the man ar- 
rested, and there was never anything done with him. So, repeatedly after that, 
the Bushes made attempts at Mr. Haffa, and Mr. Haffa had always somebody with 
him wherever he went. He had to be guarded by the colored people. Even in go- 
ing to the stable, which was no farther than from here across the street, he was 
afraid of his life. Oneevening after he came home from the depot—he went there 
generally of a Saturday to get his mail—a son of a member of the board of super- 
visors—I think he was a supervisor; he was an officer anyhow; his name was 
Fatheree. I always caarenal the door if anybody called at night, and, in fact, in 
the day-time as well as night, for I thought [ might do better than Mr. Haffa—he 
came to the door and says: ‘Is Mr. Haffain?”’ SaysI, “ Yes, sir.” He says, ‘I wish 
to see him on business.” I said, “‘Won't you alight and walk in?” He said, ‘‘ No.” 
I went in and told Mr. Haffa, and I went out with a candle, and he says to me, 
“Mamma, you goin; it is toocold for you here, you will take cold.” The young man 
says to him, “Send your wife in; I want to talk about business and it is not 
prudent for ladies to be present.” There was a colored woman, a school-teacher, 
there, standing by me. Mr. Haffa then spoke in a more emphatic manner than 
usual, for me to go in, and I went to turn around with the candle to go in when this 
colored woman just shook her head that way, [indicating,) and I said, ‘I will not 
go in;” and I turned, and at that moment saw a pistol aimed at Mr. Haffa. He had 
it cocked, but Mr. Haffa snatched it from his hand, and made him get down off his 
horse, and put him in the cotton-house and locked him up until next morning. In 
the morning he knocked at the door and prayed to be let out, and asked Mr. Haffa’s 
pardon, and said he did not intend anything. 

Mr. Haffa thought, probably, on account of the feeling, that it would be better 
to be lenient than to use harsh means, though he had him in his power, so he let 
him out; and said he, “Squire, won't you give me my pistol?” It wasa small Der- 
ringer pistol. Mr. Haffasaid, ‘I don’t know that Lwill.” Hesaid, ‘‘ Will yougive 
it back to me, please? I will promise you I won't doany such thing as thatagain, 
and I am very sorry for it, but I was put up to do it.” Mr. Hatta said, “‘ Who put 
you up to do it?’ and he would not say who it was; and he gave him back his pis- 
tol, and he went home. 

I'wo or three days after that his mother called on me—Mr. Haffa was absent at 
the time—and made an apology to me for the conduct of her son. Mr. Haffa says, 
* We will think nothing about it ; we will let it slide, as long as he made reparation 
for it. In that way probably I can overcome them by kindness.” 


MRS. HAFFA TEACHES SCHOOL AND ADVISES COLORED VOTERS. 


Then he came on North here and remained a year, and left me there as teacher. 
I have been teacher there ever since the public schools have been in vogue. The 
school-house was only twenty or thirty yards from my house, and we held all our 
club meetings there, and in the absence of Mr. Haffa I attended to the business of 


the colored people ; was their secretary part of the time, and I did various other 
things for them. 


During the election of McKee the colored 
I would persuade them to vote for McKee. They left it all to me whether he was 
the right kind of a man for them to have to represent them in Congress. I had 
heard Mr. Haffa speak very happily of Mr. McKee as well as several of his inti- 
mate friends at Jackson, one oF whom, I think. was Captain Fisher; so I said to 
them, “ Vote for McKee ; vote the republican ticket straight through; don’t allow 
anything to influence you against voting that ticket.” They had implicit confi- 
dence in me from the fact of my being there so long; and they always consulted 
me in every respect during Mr. Haffa’s absence. 

I taught day-school and night-school up to the day of Mr. Haffa’s murder. He 
came back, I don't remember exactly what time, but I think it was in May—April 
or May, somewhere. 

2 How long ago was it? 

A. I think it was three years ago last May, if my memory serves me right. 
The colored people waited on him and asked him if he would take their school to 
teach, about seven miles from there. He said he did not know whether he would 
ornot. They asked him if he would take an office at the next election. Said they, 
‘We are determined to have you somewhere, because we are afraid we are going to 
lose you. Weare very much afraid of that, and you have got to remain here with 
us. 

He always consulted me in every question; said he, ‘‘ Mamma, what would you 
advise me todo?’ Said I, ‘“ Do just as you think best. If you think it will be re- 
munerative, a you had better take the school.” He said he would give them 


an answer. they came again, and he finally determined to take the school, and 
he taught the school up to the time he was assassinated. 


WARNED OF IMPENDING DANGER. 

The school closed on Friday, and the public school was opened the following 
Monday and on Monday, the 6th of September—I have forgotten whether it was 
between two and three or three and four o'clock in the morning—but my affidavit 
that I made out in Jackson has the precise time, but I have forgotten now. There 
was a number of colored people waited on Mr. Haffa on the Sunday before. 


eople waited on me and asked me if 


MR. HAFFA TEACHES SCHOOL. 


I said, | 


I was laid up in consequence of it for about a | 


He at- | 
tended their Sunday-school, and always preached there Sunday for the colored peo- | 
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pie; and he came back and they said to him, ‘Squire, don’t you feel afraid of your 

ife? Don't you feel timid?” “He said, “No, Iam not timid.” They said that the 
white people said they were going to destroy very many, and that they were not 
going to escape a limb, and that he was mentioned as one of them. Said, he, “0, 
| no; there is so much braggadocio about them, I don't suppose they will harm me 
am, after we have been living here so many years, and they have attempted it so 
often. 

A FEDERAL OFFICER APOLOGIZES FOR HIS NEGLECT OF DUTY. 


I neglected to say that when we were first struck, how he would take it to court 
and a gentleman that has a United States position, he came to him and apologized 
for not doing his duty to him. I think he is now United States ache When 
we first went there he was sheriff, and the Bushes were wealthy, and he said, “ Mr. 
Haffa, it is no use for you to be butting yourself against the bricks while you have 
no money and the Bushes are wealthy, and you might as well drop the case right 
away, for you can't gain anything.” 

But Mr. Haffa laid his damages at $10,000. I heard Mr. Haffa say that himself; 
and he got defeated out of it. Through Mr. Lake not sending the papers to the 
eet place at the circuit court our damages were all lost and we never got any- 
thing. 

When the election came around again Lake came to Mr. Haffa and apologized 
to him. He said, “I am very sorry for what has happened ; it was my fant that 
ig did not reach their destination.” Says Mr. Haffa, “Is itso?” Says 

_ — 
Q. Do you remember Mr. Lake’s first name ? 
A. No, sir. They told me that he had a position there when I was in Jackson. 


THE ASSASSINATION OF MR. HAFFA DESCRIBED. 


We were aroused by the barking of our dog furiously on the morning of the 6th 
of September. I hallooed, “‘ Who 4 there ?”’ and no answer. I repeated it, and there 
was no answer. And then Mr. Haffa got up and said, ‘‘ Whoisthere?” ‘They said, 
“ We will let you know who is there ;” or, “* You will know who is there,” or some 
thing to that effect; and I said, “My God; they have the yard full of-men.” I 
pane there were from fifty to seventy-five men barricading the whole of the 
10use. And they had not only armed themselves with one or two weapons, but 
they had some of them half a dozen, because I could see them. They had them 
buckled around them, besides the musket that they carried. 

They tried to unfasten the door to get in, but we had a small crevice where we 
could insert our foot between the door and the sill, and I inserted my foot between 
the door and the sill and kept the doorclosed, and they could not get in. My daugh 
ter assisted me also. Finding they could not get in they finally took one of the 
fence-rails and broke the door down and part of the furniture; and we were halloo 
ing all the time, “Murder! murder!” and no one came to our assistance. They 
could hear me halloo ‘‘ murder " for about two miles, as the neighbors told me after- 
ward, Finally, Mosely, the agent of the Singer sewing-machine, came up to me 
and choked me, and held a revolver close tomy head. Before he choked me I said, 
“Tam not afraid; if you will take me and spare my busband that is atl I ask.” 
And Mosely said to me, when I called his name several times, ‘‘Sh—! sh—!” I had 
a nursing baby then, and it was lying on the bed, screaming. After I was choked 
so I could not halloo any longer, my daughter came, and she left me and went over to 
her father; and they broke a shutter off the window and fired at Mr. Haffa; and 
my little boy told me yesterday—I have him at boarding-school, at least at a house 
out in Germantown—he said that he would take oath any time that it was Jimmy 
Whitehead who fired one of the shots at Mr. Haffa; and Sid. Whitehead, the owner 
of the land that we rented our land from, he had threatened Mr. Haffa’s life several 
times, which the children know of. 

They fired twice, and I went to him, and he asked me to take him to the bed; so 
my daughter and I assisted him to the bed; and—we had no light; it was utter 
darkness there—and says he to me, ‘‘ Mamma, I want water.” As soon as I could 
get a light I gave him water and laid him down, and ran out for assistance, and 
sent my little boy over to some colored people, and they came rushing over. 

Finally Sid. Whitehead came along and refused to let me have a physician; he 
said it was no use, that he would die anyhow. Mr. Haffa spoke as strongly as I 
am speaking, and he asked for water, and that was all he asked for. He said, 
**Mamma, I am going to die,” and he asked God to have mercy on his soul, and he 
laid his head on my shoulder and expired. 


THE WIDOW FORCED TO DENY THAT SHE KNEW ONE OF THE ASSASSINS. 


So after the colored people had laid him away I said to Mr. Sid. Whitehouse, 
‘* Mosely is the one that choked me; and he held a revolver at my head ;" and Sid. 
Whitehouse said, ‘You know Mr. Mosely was not here.”’ I said, ‘ Yes, sir; he 
was;” and he spoke out—that is Jimmy Whitehead—to say that I had to recall 
those words for the sake of my life. They made me recall it, and say it was not 
him. 

PROFANE LANGUAGE—ABUSE OF NORTHERN PEOPLE—A COFFIN REFUSED. 

They came there together and set up the first night—Whitehead and two or 
three other gentlemen—and they did nathton but use profane language all the time, 
and abuse the northern people. They said that they would show them that they 
were fully armed now and ready for war at any time, and that they could not rule 
over them and do as they pleased with them. 

They would not allow me to have a coffin for him at all. Colonel Griffin, for- 
merly United States Senator here—so he told me—he came and said, “ Mrs. Haffa, I 
regret this very mush.” Says he, “ I cannot get a coffin for you, for they won't allow 
any travel through.” 

Do you want to know anything about the other men that were assassinated the 
same day? 

ASSASSINATION OF A FATHER AND SON. 


Q. If you know any others you may specify them. 
date of the night when this took place ? 

A. This was the 6th of September, 1875. Well, after Mr. Haffa was gone, the 
colored people, who were very friendly toward us, all the colored people, they were 
there, and they said, ‘‘ Well; I would like to see any one come to my house and 
kill me in as brutal a manner as they did the squire. We have lost our best 
friend.” The names of the people who said this were Stevens ; and his wife said, 
“T must go home.” He says to her, ** Yes, you better go home, for I will be the 
next one.” Mr. Whitehead said, ‘‘ Dolph "—his name was Adolph—“ you better 
be careful how you talk. or the men will be after you.” So about 11 o'clock these 
men came back to see if Mr. Haffa was gone, and they were looking like hungry 
wolves ; the most fiendish-looking men I ever saw. They said, “Any colored peo- 
»le secreted about your premises here!” Says I, ‘‘ No, sir.” There was nobody 
in the house then but my children and Mr. Haffa. I said, “ There is nobody here, 
but you are privileged to come in and examine the premises, and look up the chim- 
ney.” Two of them alighted, and came in and looked around, and they said that 
was all they wanted to know. 

They went over to these colored people's houses, and took the Stevenses, father 
and son, out, and stood them on a stump and shot them, and killed them instantly. 

Q. Did you know these people who came to your house the last time ? 

A. No, sir; I could not know them. 

2. Were they disguised in any way? 

. No, sir; not the last time, they were not; the first time they were disguised. 
They did not give them any warning, any more than they did Mr. Haffa, when 
they came in the house and took them out. 

They said they had a large day's work on hand, and that they had to commence 
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early; and during that day they perpetrated a number of murders. They were 
after Senator Caldwell, but | don't know whether they got him at that time or 
I never found out 
THE WIDOW ORDERED TO LEAVE 


Mr. Whitehead then gave me ten days’ notice to leave; and so the colored people 
harbored me. I could not get away from there, as no one came in and out of the 
dleqn for they were afraid to go there 

Mr. Haffa was buried in a rude box, and just the colored people and my son 

nt along He was just wrapped up in a sheet; they would not allow it in any 
other way 

Mr. Whitehead said that I must leave, that we were looked upon as spies here. 
lhe colored people harbored me until I got a conveyance to take me to the depot. 
Finally, there was a man, an intimate friend of Mr. Haffa's, came out with three 
sistols belted around him, and said he would take us in. 


THE COLORED PEOPLE DISARMED 
Chey disarmed all the colored people through the country there, took their arms 
from them, and would not allow them to have any ; and before I left for the depot 
they made the colored people break up their clubs, and every one of them joined 
the democratic clubs ; they compelled them to do so or their life, one or the other 
Chey were given ribbons, and I could see them marching along to the democratic 
clubs at Auburn and Utica; they went to and fro 
AIMTAIN MONTGOMERY IVES HELI 


We weni to the de sud there they sent for Captain Montgomery. I had no 
and I was obliced to leave everything; I had not even a change of cloth- 
vund Captain Montgomery raised me a purse of between thirty and forty dol- 
lars, and I went to Jackson. IT had tomake some purchases there for the children; 
and after I got there I was taken into Mr. Wolf's house, the superintendent of ed 
ucation, and his fa eeeived me very kindly. He was an intimate friend of 
Mr. Haffa's, and he s e would do all he could for me; but he could not have me 
there at his house at all, because his life would be in jeopardy ; but said that 
he would call on the governor, and that he would send his officials around to take 
my aftidavit, and he would secrete me at the hotel and pay my board while I was 
there. This is the document that he drew up, [exhibiting paper.) 

And be went around among the republican members of the government, and he 
was chagrined at the republicans not doing more than they did. Governor Ames 
donated $5 and gave mea ticket half way to Cincinnati; and after I arrived at Cin- 
cinnati with my three children I had to beg my way on to Philadelphia. I was only 
a few hours at Mr. Wolf s house, and then was taken to the hotel there. 

@. How many children have you? 

A. Lhave two; I have lost my baby 

Q. What is your age 

A. Thirty-eight 

rhe story of the murder of Square Hodge, a colored man, Sunday morning, Sep- 

mber 5, is thus told by his wife: 


ASSASSINATION OF SQUARE HODGE. 
JACKSON, MIssissIPPl, June 19, 1876. 
ANN Honor (colored) sworn and-examined. 


By the CHAIRMAN 
PERSONAL STATEMENT. 


Question. How old are you! 
Answer. Eighteen years old. 
Have you been married 
Yos, sir 
W hat is your husband's name? 
Square Hodge 
W here do you lve now? 
ight miles below Raymond 
Do you know anything about the Clinton riot last September 
1 was not there I know my husband came home; he was there. 
W hat day of the week was that! 
On Saturday Che riot was on Saturday 
Did your husband come home to your place? 
Yes, sir; he came home Saturday night, in the night. 
Was he hurt? 
He was shot in the arm 
Could he use his arm ? 
No, sir; he could not use it all. He had it in a sling. 
Did he tell you how he got hurt? 
Only that he got shot. That is all he told me. 
Did he stay at home that night! 
Vos, sir 
WHITER PEOPLE CAME FOK HIM. 


). On Sunday morning what happened ? 
\. The white people came there after him in the morning. 
. Who were they ! 
A. Henry Quick, Willy Locke, Bryan McDonald, John McDonald, George Allen, 
obn MeNeir, and Allen Grafton came. 
. Any mor 
\. No, sir; I did not know any more. Two or three, I didn’t know them. 
). lid they have horses or come on foot? 
A All nding 
Q. On horses! 
1. Yea, sir 
Y. Did they have any guns! 
Yes, sir; guns and pistols. 
Q. They came to your house! 
Yes, sir 
Q. Who was in the house besides yourself? 
A. Me and my brother there and another brother. 
Q. Who is he? 
A. John Jones 
Q. Who else? 
A My other brother, Lewis, and brother William, and my mother and little 
cnldren 
Q. How many children 
A. Five of them 
Q. Have you any children yourself ? 
Yea, sir; I have two 
Did these men come in the house ? 
\llen Grafton and Jobn MeNeir camein. The rest staid around the house. 


’ 


THEY FIND HODGE. 

Q. What was done? 

\. They made my brother come out from under the bed—my brother John—and 
wsked where Square was, and said, “Is he in the room?” and I did not tell, and 
saul I did not know, at first. Then he asked if they had been at the Clinton riot, 
and I said that I did not know. Ten he said, “ If you don’t tell, 1 will shoot your 
God damned brains out They made him come out from under the bed, and 
started to shoot under the house—mother put the children under the house ; she 
was scared and put the children under the Seana, andthey gone around. There is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 8, 


two doors in the house. They had pistols pointed under the house, and I told they 
that nobody was under but the children. Then they came into the house, but could 
not find Square, and they went out right where he was, and snatched off the weathe; 
boards, only one in the room, and the other went outside the door and snatched the 
weather-board and turned back the bed, and made him come out, and called him 
damned son of a bitch, and said he must come with them. Mr. Quick says, “| 
told you this; if you had listened to me you would not have come to this,” and the, 
told him to put his shoes on, and I got them and said I will put them on; and Y 
had to put hem on and could not tie them very well ; and some one said, * Let the 
God damned shoes be ; he don't need any shoes.” 
and they carried him before them. 

Q. On the horse? 

A. No, sir; he walked before them away toward Raymond. 

Q. Now what happened ? 

A. Nothing else. 


I put my brother's coat on him 


“THEY KILLED HIM." 


Q. What became of your husband ? 

A. They killed him. I never did find him for a week, until the next Saturday. 

Q. Where did you find him ! P 

A. Near about a mile and a half to the last bridge to Raymond, in the swamp. 

Q. Who found him! 

A. A colored man who was running off, keeping out of the way of the rebs, too 
and he come across the body, and went and got a spade, and dug a hole and put a 
blaze on the trees all the way out, and then we got the news; and Mr. Quick he 
took and made a box for us, and he loaned us a wagon, and we went ete that 
Saturday. 

THE BODY FOUND 

Q. You found his body ? 

A. The buzzards had eat the entrails; but from the body down here {indicating} 
it was as natural as ever. His shoes were tied just as I had tied them. Theskul! 
bone was on the outside of the grave, and this arm was out slightly and the other 
was off. Some we didn't find. We picked up the rings of the backbone. We got 
the pocket-book, and there was the hat hanging up, and this ring was put on the 
tree and the black one was on the ground; this one. 


By Mr. BaYarpD: 


. Did you ever take an oath before ? 
. No, sir. 
. Do you know the meaning of taking an oath f 
. No, sir. 
" 9 you know what the consequences are of swearing falsely ? 
. NO, Sir. 
ASSASSINATION OF SENATOR CALDWELL. 


An equally horrid crime was the murder of Senator Caldwell and his brother, at 
Clinton, Christmas night. A history of the events of that evening is given by Mrs. 
Caldwell, which we here quote in her own words. 


Mrs. MARGARET ANN CALDWELL (colored) sworn and examined. 
By the CHAIRMAN : 


Question. What is your name ? 

Answer. Margaret Ann Caldwell. 

. Where do you live ? 

. In Clinton, Hinds County. 

. Was Mr. Caldwell, formerly senator, your husband ? 

. Yes, sir. 

}. What was his first name? 

. Charles. 

. When did he die? 

. Thursday night, in the Christmas. Him and his brother was killed. 

. You may state to the committee what you know of his death. 

A. I know when he left the house on the Thursday evening, in the Christmas 
between dark and sundown. In the beginning of the day he was out on his fox 
chase all day. The first commencement was an insult passed on his nephew, and 
he came out home. 

STORY OF HIS ASSASSINATION. 

. Who was that? 

. David Washington ; heis in Washington City now. He is there in business 
watchman in the Treasury Department now ; has been ever since October, I think 
So they picked a fuss; Waddy Rice in George Washington's blacksmith shop in 
Clinton. They commenced talking this way: I think David asked, “ How many 
did he kill on the day of the Moses Hill riot ; who did he shoot!"’ David said that he 
did not know as he shot anybody; said he didn't know that he shot anybody. They 
told him, he said, “he came there to kill the white people, and if he did, to do his 
work in the day, and not to be seeking their lives at night."" David came immediately 
back to my house. His uncle wasatthe fox-chase. I said, ‘*‘ Don't go out any more 
Probably they are trying to get upa fuss here.” 

His uncle sent him down for something. He staid in the house until he came. 

That was about four o'clock in the evening, and some one had told about the 
fuss picked with his nephew, and he walked down town to see about it, I suppos 
He was down town a half hour, and came back and eat his dinner, and just b« 
tween dark and sundown he goes back down town again. He went down town 
knocking about down there. ao not know what he was doing down there, until 
just nearly dusk, and a man, Madison Bell, a colored man, came and says, ‘ Mrs 
Caldwell, you had better go down and see about Mr. Caldwell, I think the whit 
folks will kill him ; they are getting their guns and pistols, and you had better go 
and get your husband away from town.” 

I did not go myself; I did not want to go myself, but went to Professor Bell and 
said would he go and get him. Mr. Bell went, and he never came back at all until 
he came back under arrest. 

I was at my room until just nearly dark. 

The moon was quite young, and the chapel bell rang. 

We live right by it. I knew the minute the bell tolled what it all meant. 

And the young men that lived right across the street, when the bell tolled they 
rushed right out; they went through the door and some slid down the window and 
over they sprang; some went over the fence. They all ran to the chapel and got 
their guns. There was one hundred and fifty guns there to my own knowing; had 
been there since the riot, at the Baptist chapel. They all got their guns. 

I went down town, and then all got ahead everywhere I went; and some of them 
wanted to know who I was, but I hid my face as well as I could. I just said 
“woman,” and did not tell who I was. 

As I got to town I went to go into Mr. Chilton’s store and every store was closed 
just that quick, for it was early, about six o'clock. All the other stores were closed. 
Chilton's was lit up by a big chandelier, and as I went over the lumber-yard I saw 
adead man. I stumbled over him, and 1 looked at him, but I did not know who it 
was, and I went into Chilton’s, and as I put my foot up on the store steps, standing 
as close may be a few feet, (everything was engaged in it that day,) there was Judge 
Cabinis, who was a particular friend of my husband ; a particular friendtohim. He 
was standing in the center with a gun with a blue strap, in the center of the jam; 
and as I went to go in they cussed me and threatened to hart me, and * make it 
damned hot for me,” and the judge among the balance; but he said he didn't know 
me afterward. And they all stood ; nobody would let me go in; they all stood there 
with their guns. 
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I know there was two dead men there, but I did not think it was my husband at 

w time 
7 I stood right there, and as I stood they said to me, “If you don't go away they 
would make it very damned hot for me ;" and I did not say anything, and walked 
off. and walked right over the dead man. He was right in my path where I found 
the body. He was lying broadside on the street. I did not know who he was. I 
then stooped and tried to see who he was, and they were cursing at me to get out 
of the town—to get out. 

Chen I went up, and there was Mrs. Bates across the street, my next-door neigh- 
por. I seed her little girl come up by us and she said, “ Aunt Ann, did you see 
my unele here?” Isaid, “I didnot. I sawa dead body on the street ; I did not see 
who he was.” She said, “ What in the world is going on down town?" Says I, “TI 
don’t know, only killing people there.’ She says, “Aaron Bates's hand is shot all 
to pieces, and Dr. Bangs is killed.” He was not killed, but was shot in the leg; 
nobody killed but my husband and brother. 

I went on over to the house, and went up-stairs and back to my room and laid 
down aw idow. 

After I had been home I reckon three-quarters of an hour, nearly an hour, Par- 
son Nelson came up—Preacher Nelson—and he called me. I was away up-stairs. 
He called several times, and I heard him call each time. He called three or four 
times, and says, “Answer ; don't be afraid ; nobody will hurt you.” He says, ‘ Don't 
be afraid; answer me;”" and after I had made up my mind, I answered him what 
he wanted ; and he said, “ I have come to tell you the news, and it is sad news to you 
Nobody told me to come, but I come up to tell you.” I didn’tsay anything. “ Your 
husband is dead,” he said: “he is killed, and your brother, too, Sam.” 

I never said anything for a good while. He told me nobody would hurt me then ; 
and when I did speak, says I, ‘‘ Mr. Nelson, why did they kill him?” He says,“ I 
don't know anything aboutit.”’ He said just those words: “ I don't know anything 
about it He says, after that, “*‘ Have youany men folks abouttheplace!?"” Isays, 

No.” He says, ‘* You shan't be hurt; don’t be afraid of us; you shan’t be hurt.” 

I never said anything whatever. He went off. 

Sam's wife was there at the same time with three little children. 
raised great excitement. 

After a length of time, Professor Hillman, of the institute, the young ladies’ 
school or college, he brought the bodies to the house ; brought up my husband, him 
ud Frank Martin. Professor Hillman and Mr. Nelson had charge of the dead 
bodies, and they brought them to the house; and when they brought them, they 
carried them in the bed-room, both of them, and put them there; they seed to hay- 
ing them laid out, and fixed up and all that. 

Mr. Nelson saidin my presence, I listened at him, he said, ‘“‘ A braver life never 
had died than Charley Caldwell. He never saw a man died with a manlier spirit 
in his life.” 

He told me he had brought him out of the cellar. 

You see when they had shot Sam, his brother, it was him who was lying there 
on the street. They shot him right through his head, off of his horse, when he was 
coming in from the country, and he fell on the street. He was the man I stumbled 
over twice I did not know whohe was. When they shot him, they said that they 
shot him for fear he would go out of town and bring in other people and raise a 
He found out, I suppose, that they had his brother in the cellar,so he just 
lay there dead ; he that was never known to shoot a gun or pistol in his life—never 
knew how. 

Mr. Nelson said that Buck Cabell carried him into the cellar; persuaded him 
to goout and drink; insisted upon his taking adrink with him, and him and Buck 
Cabell never knowed anything against each other in his life; never had no hard 
words. My husband told him no, he didn’t want any Christmas. He said “ You 
must take a drink with me,” and entreated him, and said, ‘‘ You must take a drink.” 

He then took him by the arm and told him to drink for a Christmas treat; that he 
must drink; and carried him into Chilton’s cellar, and they jingled the glasses; 
and at the tap of the glasses, and while each one held the glass, while they were 
taking the glasses, somebody shot right through the back from the outside of the 
gate window, and he fell to the ground. 

As they struck their glasses, that was the signal to shoot. 
the cellar and sbot him right there, and he fell on the ground. 

When he was first shot he called for Judge Cabinis and called for Mr. Chilton ; 
1 don't know who else. They were all around, and nobody went to his relief; all 
them men standing around with their guns. Nobody went to the cellar, and he 
called for Preacher Nelson, called for him, and Preacher Nelson said that when he 
went to the cellar-door he was afraid to go in, and called to him two or three times, 

Don't shoot me ;"’ and Charles said ‘Come in,” he wouldn't hurt him, and “ take 
him out of the cellar; "’ that he wanted to die in the open air, and did not want to 
die like a dog closed up. 

When they taken him out he was in a manner dead, just from that one shot; 
and they brings him out then, and he only asked one question, so Parson Nelson 
told me, to take him home and let him see his wife before he died: that he could 
not live long. 

It was only a few steps to my house, and they would not do it, and some said this. 

Nelson carried him to the middle of the street, and the men all hallooed, “We 
will save him while we've got him ; dead men tell no tales.’ Preacher Nelson told 
ee = is what they all cried, ‘We'll save him while we got him; dead men 
tell no tales.” 

Whether he stood right there in the street while they riddled him with thirty or 
forty of their loads, of course, I do not know, but they shot him all that many times 
when he was in a manner dead. All those balls went in him. 

I understood that a young gentleman told that they shot him as he lay on the 
ground until they turned him over. He said so. I did not hear him. 

Mr. Nelson said when he asked them to let him see me they told him no, and he 
then said, taking both sides of his coat and bringing them up this way so, he said, 

‘Remember when you kill me you kill a gentleman and a brave man. Never say 
you killed a coward. I want you to remember it when I am gone.” 

Nelson told me that, and he said he never begged them, and that he never told 
them, but to see how a brave man could die. 

They can find no cause; but some said they killed him because he carried the 
militia to Edwards’, and they meant to kill him for that. The time the guns were 
sent there he was captain under Governor Ames, and they said they killed him for 
that; for obeying Governor Ames. 

After the bodies were brought to my house, Professor Hillman and Martin all 
staid until one o'clock, and then at one o'clock the train came from Vicksburgh with 
the “ Modocs.” They all marched up to my house and went into where the two dead 
bodies laid, and they cursed them, those dead bodies, there, and they danced and 
threw open the melodeon, and sung all their songs, and challenged the dead body to 
get up and meet them, and they carried on there like a parcel of wild Indians over 
those dead bodies, these Vicksburgh Madocs. Just one or two colored folks were 
sitting up in the room, and they carried on all that in my presence, danced and sung 
and done anything they could. Some said they even struck them; but I heard them 
curse and challenge them to get up and fight. The Vicksburgh Modocs done that 
that night. Then they said they could not stay any longer. 

Then the day after that Judge Cabivis asked me was there anything he could do, 
and I told him, I said, “Judge, you have already done too much for me.” I told him 
he had murdered my husband and I didn’t want any of his friendship. Those were 
the words I told him the next day, and he swore he did not know me that time; but 
I saw Judge Cabinis with this crowd that killed my husband. I saw him right in 
the midst, and then he made his excuse. He sgid he did everything he could for 
Charles, and that he was crazy. Well, they could not tell anything he had done. 


Of course it 


fuss. 


They had him in 


They said Aaron Page was shot during the fuss. 

In the } e that was held here in that town, that day my husband was buried 
they all said that he did not shoot him. They said that Aaron Page was shot acci 
dentally; that my husband did not kill him. All started up from picking a fuss 
with his nephew. 

As for any other cause I never knew ; but only they intended to kill him because 
for carrying the militia to Edwards's ; for obeying Governor Ames; and that was 
all they had against him. 


THE MODOCS AFTER THE CLINTON RIOT. 


At the same time, when they had the Moss Hill riot, the day of the dinner in 
September, when they came over that day, they telegraphed for the Vicksburgh 
“Modocs" to come out, and they came out at dark, and when they did come 
about fifty came out to my house that night; and they were breaking the locks 
open on doors and trunks; whenever they would find it closed they would break 
the locks. And they taken from the house what guns they could find, and plun 
dered and robbed the house. The captain of the Vicksburgh ‘ Modocs,” his name 
is Tinney. 

Q. What day was that? 

A. The day of the Moses Hill riot, in September. 

THREATS AGAINST MR. CALDWELL AFTER THE CLINTON RIOT. 

Q. When; the Clinton riot ? 

A. The 4th day of September. They came out, and Tinney staid there, and at 
day break they commenced to go, and he, among others, told me to tell my husband 
that the Clinton people sent for him to kill him, and he named them who they 
were to kill—all the leaders especially. and he says, ‘“‘ Tell him when I saw him 
he was gone that night; he fled to Jackson that evening with all the rest—“ we are 
going to kill him if it is two years, or one year, or six; no difference; we are going 
tokill him anyhow We have orders to kill him, and we are going to do it, because 
he belongs to this republican party, and sticks up for these negroes.” Says he, 
‘*We are going to have the South back in our own charge, and no man that sticks 
by the republican party, and any man that sticks by the republican party, and is a 
leader. he has got todie.” He told me that; and that “the southern peopleare going 
to have the South back to ourselves, and no damned northern people and no repub 
lican party; and if your husband don’t join us he has got to Ke Vell him I said 
so.” I told him what he said. I did not know Tinney at the time; and when I saw 
my husband enter I told him, and he knew him from what I said, and he saw him 
afterward and told him what I said. He just said that he said it for devilment 
They carried on there until the next morning, one crowd after another. I had two 
wounded men. I brought them off the Moses Hill battle-field, and these men treated 
me very cruelly, and threatened to kill them, but they did not happen to kill them 


CLINTON RIOT, 


Next morning, before sun-up, they went toa house where there was an old black 
man, a feeble old man, named Bob Beasley, and they shot him all to pieces. And 
they went to Mr. Willis’s and took out a man, named Gamaliel Brown, and shot 
him all to pieces. It was early in the morning; and they goes out to Sam. Jack- 
son's, president of the club, and they shot him all to pieces. He hadn't even time 
to put on his clothes. And they went out to Alfred Hastings; Alfred saw them 
coming. And this was before sun-up 

Q. This morning after the Clinton riot? 

A. On the morning of the 5th; and they shot Alfred Hastings all to pieces, an- 
other man named Ben. Jackson, and then they goes out and shoots one or two far- 
ther up on the Madison road; I don't know exactly; the name of one was Lewis 
Russell. He was shot, and Moses Hill. They were around that morning killing 
people before breakfast. I saw a young man from Vicksburgh that I knew, and 
asked him what it all meant. 

Q. Who was he? 

A. Dr. Hardesty’s son; and I asked him what did it mean, their killing black 
people that day? He says, ‘‘ You all had a big dinner yesterday and paraded 
around with your drums and flags. That was impudence tothe white people. You 
have no right to doit. You have got to leave these damned negroes; leave them 
and come on toour side. You have got to join the democratic party. We are go 
ing to kill all the negroes. The negro men shall not live.” And they don't live 
for every man they found they killed that morning and did not allow any one to 
escape them, so he said. So he told me all they intended to do about the colored 
people for having their dinner and parading there, and having their banners; and 
intended to kill the white republicans the same; didn’t intend to leave any one 
alive they could catch; and they did try to get hold of them, and went down on 
Monday morning to kill the school-teacher down there, Haffa, but he escaped. Jo 
Stevens and his son, Albert Stevens, I believe, was his name—they just murdered 
them right on through. These people staid there at the store and plundered it, and 
talked that they intended to kill them until they got satisfaction for three white 
people that was killed in that battle here. I can show who was the first white man 
that started the riot; and I can show you I have got his coat and pants, and I can 
show you how they shot him. They blamed all on my husband; and I asked what 
they killed Sam for; asked Dr. Alexander. ‘They said they killed him because they 
were afraid he would tell about killing his brother. They killed my husband for 
obeying Govermor Ames's orders, and they cannot find anything he did. He didn't 
do anything to be killed for. Then they have got his pistols there and they won't 
give them to me. I have asked I don't know how many times 

The outrages were generaily confined to the republican counties where it was 
necessary to overcome the republican majority by unlawful means; but in two or 
three counties, as Wilkinson and Issaquena, there was comparative peace at the 
election and during the canvass. 

Captain William A. Montgomery, a leading democrat and a commander of five 
military companies, with the designation in rank of major of battalion, testified that 
in some of the counties there was no military organization ; that in those counties 
the democrats did not try to carry the election. This appears to have been true of 
the two counties named; but since the election, namely, in December and May, 
1876, great outrages, attended with violence and murder, have been perpetrated, 
and evidently with the design of overawing the colored voters and preparing them 
to submit to a democratic victory in the coming election. 

The attention of the Senate is directed to the testimony concerning the events in 
Issaquena County, which took place in the month of December last. A Colonel 
Ball, an officer in the confederate service during the war, who at <he time of the 
outrage was officiating as a clergyman, took command of a body of armed and 
mounted men Sunday morning, December 5, and traversed the country below Roll 
ing Fork during the day : and that night the men of his command took from their 
homes at least seven unoffending negroes and shot them in cold blood. Within the 
next two days five other leading negroes were summoned to Holling Fork, and there 
compelled to sign a statement by which they became responsible for the good con- 
duct of all the negroes in their vicinity, with the exception of fourteen, who, in fact, 
by that stipulation, were made outlaws, and, as a consequence, fled from their 
homes and their families and abandoned their property. (This statement may be 
found in the testimony of W. D. Brown.) Reference is made to the testimony of 
W. D. Brown and William S. Farrish, both democrats and participators in the out 
rages, although they did not admit that they had personal knowledge of the killing 
of either of the seven men who were massacred on the night of the 5th of Decem 
ber. 

(7.) The committee find, especially from the testimony of Captain Montgomery, 
supported by numerous facts stated by other witnesses, that the military organi 
zation extended to most of the counties in the State where the republicans were in 
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a majority; that it embraced a proportion not much less than one-half of all the 
white voters, and that in the respective counties the men could be summoned by 
signals given by firing cannons or anvils; and that probably in less than a week the 
entire force of the State could be brought out under arms. 

(*.) The committee find that tn several of the counties the republican leaders 
were so overawed and intimidated, both white and black, that they were compelled 
to withdraw from the canvass those who had been nominated, and to substitute 
others who were named by the democratic leaders, and that finally they were com- 
pelied to vote for the ticket so nominated under threats that their lives would be 
taken if they did not doit. This was noticeably the case in Warren County, where 
the democratic nomination of one Flanigan for sheriff was ratified at the republi- 
can county convention, held in Vicksburgh, the members acting under threats that 
if it were not done they should not leave the building alive. Similar proceedings 
occurred in other counties : 

(9.) The committee find that the candidates, in some instances, were compelled, 
by persecution or through fear of bodily barm, to withdraw their names from the 
ticket, and even to unite themse!ves ostensibly with the democratic party. J. W. 
Caradine, a colored candidate of Clay County, was compelled to withdraw his name 
from the republican ticket and to make speeches in behalf of the democratic can- 
didates and policy. An extract from his testimony is herewith given, as follows 

They told me that I would haveto go round and make some speeches for them ; 
that I had risen up a great element or some kind of feeling in the colored men that 
they never could get out of them for the next ten years to come with the speeches 
I had made, and that I had to go around and make some speeches in behalf of them 
in some way, or else I might have some trouble. They told me if I would do that 
I could demand some respect among them, and have no farther trouble with them. 

& What did they say would be the consequence if you did not go with them and 
make speeches! 

A. They did not say if I did not do it what would be done, as I remember ; but 

























The party of Louisianians referred to were a company of outlaws, notorious jp 
that district, whom the democrats had invited to come into that precinct, and who 
fired at a crowd of colored citizens when they were in line waiting to deposit their 
votes. About seventy of them were thus driven into the woods. 

Nor was this the only precinct at which armed invaders from adjoining States 
took conspicuous part in the election. It is testified to both by republicans and 
democrats that they came over from Alabama and helped to swell the democratic 
vote in the coanties adjoining that State 

In Amite County the republican sheriff, the superintendent of education, and 
other officers were driven into exile as soon as the polls were closed. Here the pre 
text that the officers were obnoxious to the people, or that the negroes and northern 
men monopolized the offices, is refuted by the facts that both Parker and Redmond 
who were expelled, were offered the democratic nomination for sheriff; that th: 
republican candidates for sheriff, circuit clerk, chancery clerk, treasurer, corone; 
and three of the five supervisors were white men, leaving only the assessor and 
two supervisors to be colored, which, as Mr. Parker remarks, “as four-fifths of the 
republican voters were black, was the best that we could do.” There were on|y 
three northern men on the republican ticket, and two of them had married souther) 
women ; all the others were natives of the State 

(13.) The evidence shows that the civil authorities have been unable to prevent 
the outrages set forth in this report, or to punish the offenders. This is true not 
only of the courts of the State, but also of the district court of the United States, as 
appears from the report of the grand jury made at the term held in June last, when 
the evidence of the offenses committed at the November election and during the 
canvass was laid before that body. 

In support of this statement reference is made to the testimony of J. W. Tucker 
and to the letter written by him to Colonel Frazee as well as to the report made by 
the grand jury to Hon. R. A. Hill, judge of the district court for the northern dis. 
trict of Mississippi. (See document evidence, pp. 150, 151; tes. of H. P. Hurst, p. 9s.) 


they came to my house and fotched a buggy for me, and told me I had to go with 
them to make speeches for them. And they said, “ You know what has been said 
and what has been done; you have got to go along if you don’t want any further 
trouble.” I then got in and went along with them, and they did not really appre- 
ciate my speeches at length ; but I went along with them and made three speeches ; 
and they had some fault to find with my speeches at last, but I have never had any 
trouble with them since. 

(10.) The committee find that on the day of the election, at several voting-places, 
armed men assembled, sometimes not organized and in other cases organized ; that 
they controlled the elections, intimidated republican voters, and, in fine, deprived 
them of the opportunity to vote the republican ticket. 

Ihe most potable instance of this form of outrage occurred at Aberdeen, the 
shire town of the county of Monroe. At half past nine o'clock on the day of the 
election a cannon in charge of four or five cannoneers, and supported by ten or 
twelve men, a portion of the military company of that town, was trained upon the 
voting-place and kept in that position during the day, while the street was trav- 
ersed by a body of mounted, armed men under the command of Captain E. O. Sykes, 
of Aberdeen. Captain Sykes testified that he did not know the men under his com- 
mand, but admitted finally that they were probably from Alabama, and that they 
had come there upon the suggestion or the request of a Mr. Johnson, who was a 
member, as was also Captain Sykes, of the democratic committee of the county of 
Monroe. 

Captain Sykes had also given orders that the ford-ways across the Tombigbee 
River, over which negroes from the east side having aright to vote at Aberdeen 
must pass, should be guarded by squads from the military company under his com- 
mand 

During the night preceding the election the draw in the bridge crossing the river 
was turned, so that there was no passing from the east to the west of the Tombig- 
bee River during the early part of the day of election 

As a matter of fact, the republican voters who had assembled abandoned the 
polls between ten and eleven o'clock in the forenoon, and Captain J. W. Lee, the 
sheriff of the county and a leading republican, a man who had served during the 
war in the confederate army, abandoned the polls and took refuge in the jail, of 
which he was the custodian. 

This statement in regard to Monroe County is set forth in detail by Captain Lee, 
and it is corroborated in all essential parts by Captain Sykes, a democrat, and the 

yrincipal actor in the events of the day. Similar outrages were perpetrated in 
‘laiborne, Kemper, Amite, Copiah, and Clay Counties. 

(1L.) The gravity of these revolutionary proceedings is expressed in the single 
fact that the chairman of the republican State committee, General Warner, owes 
the preservation of his life on the day of the election to the intervention of General 
George, chairman of the democratic State committee, as appears from a dispatch 
sent by General George to Messrs. Campbell and Calhoun, and a reply thereto, both 
of which are here given: 

To CAMPBELL and CALHOUN, Canton, Mississippi : 


If Warner goes to Madison, see by all means that he isnot hurt. We are nearly 
through now, and are sure to win. Don't let us have any trouble of that sort on 
our hands, He will probably be at his store to night. 

J. Z. GEORGE. 


CANTON, 2, 1875. 
lo General GEORGE : 

Your telegram of last night saved A. Warner at Calhoun. 

GART. A. JOHNSON. 

The circumstances of this affair are given in the testimony of Chase. 

The testimony of General Warner, to which attention is invited, gives a detailed 
accpunt of his experience, showing that the fears of General Warner's friends were 
well founded and that the intervention of General George was essential to his per- 
sonal safety 

(12.) The committee find in several cases, where intimidation and force did not 
result in securing a democratic victory, that fraud was resorted to in conductin 
the election and in counting the votes. In Amite County, the legally appoint 
inspectors of election, to whom in Mississippi the duty is assigned of receiving and 
counting the ballots, were compelled by intimidation to resign on the morning of 
election, in order to secure a fraudulent return. The inspector so forced to resign 
a a democrat, a man of established character for probity at his precinct—Rose 

i 

* When the voting began,” said General Hurst, an eye-witness, “ the democratic 
club drew up in line and demanded that Straum should not act as one of the in- 
spectors of election. They said, ‘ We don't want you, not because you are dishon- 
est, but because you will not do what we want you to.’ He said, * If that is the 
case, I will go,’ and they got a man by the name of Wat Haynes anfl appointed him 
Inspector 


Geperal Hurst, who was brigadier-general of the State militia in that county, 
thus explains what resulted 

“When it was time to close the polls I asked one of the inspectors if he wanted 
a guard placed over the ballots, so that they would be unmolested while they were 
counting the votes. I thought that he was a very honest, high-minded man. He 
said, ‘Il am afraid to count these votes.’ He had been notified by this party of 
Louisianians, and told what they were going to do with the box. Wat Haynes, 
when I told bim I had concluded to place a guard around there that night, said: 


oe t you do it; 1 want to manipulate that box to-night. We want tocarry this 
thing.’”’ 


of the Government of the United States, although the Presic 
cretion, recognize itas a government de facto for the preservation of the public an e. 


der the control of political organizations composed largely o 
common purpose is to deprive the negroes of the free exercise of the right of suf 








(14.) The committee find that outrages of the nature set forth in this report were 
verpetrated in the counties of Alcorn, Amite, Chickasaw, Claiborne, Clay, Copiah 
de Soto, Grenada, Hinds, Holmes, Kemper, Lee, Lowndes, Madison, Marshall, Mon 


roe, Noxubee, Rankin, Scott, Warren, Washington, and Yazoo, and that the demo 
cratic victory in the State was due to the outrages so perpetrated. 


(15.) The committee find that, if in the counties named there had been a free 


election, republican candidates would have been chosen and the character of the 


Legislature so changed that there would have been sixty-six republicans to fifty 


democrats in the house and twenty-six republicans to eleven democrats in the sen 
ate; and that consequently the present Legislature of Mississippi is not a legal 


body, and that its acts are not entitled to recognition by the —- department 
ent may, in his dis 


(16.) Your committee find that the resignation of Governor Ames was effected 
by a body of men calling themselves the Legislature of the State of Mississippi 
by measures unauthorized by law, and that he is of right the governor of the State 

(17.) The evidence shows, further, that the State of Mississippi is at present un 

¢ armed men whose 


frage and to establish and maintain the supremacy of the white-line democracy, in 
violation alike of the constitution of their own State and of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The events which the committee were called to investigate by the order of the 
Senate constitute one of the darkest chapters in American history. Mississippi 
was a leading State in the war of the rebellion and an early and persistent advo 
cate of those fatal political heresies in which the rebellion had its origin. To her 
in as large a degree as to any other State, may be charged justly the direful evils 
of the war; and when the war was ended the white inhabitants resisted those meas 
ures of equality which were essential to local and general peace and prosperity 
They refused to accept the negro as their equal politically, and for ten years they 
have seized every fresh opportunity for a fresh denial of his rights. At last they 
have regained supremacy in the State by acts of violence, fraud, and murder, 
fraught with more than all the horrors of open war, without its honor, dignity, gen 
erosity, or justice. 

By them the negro is not regarded as a citizen, and whenever he finds a friend 
and ally in his efforts to advance himself in political knowledge or intellectual cul 
ture, that friend and ally, whether a native of the State or an immigrant from the 
North, is treated as a public enemy. The evil consequences of this policy touch 
and paralyze every branch of industry and the movements of business in every 
channel. 

Mississippi, with its fertile soil, immense natural resources, and favorable com 
mercial position, is in fact more completely excluded from the influence of the civ 
ilization and capital of the more wealthy and advanced States of the Union than 
are the distant coasts of China and Jajan. Men who possess capital are anxious 
to escape from a State in which freedom of opinion is not tolerated, where active 
oe ny in public affairs is punished often with social ostracism, always with 

usiness losses, and not infrequently, as the record shows, with exile and the 
abandonment of papety through fear of death. 

Consequently, lands depreciate in value, the rewards of labor become more and more 
uncertain, taxes more and more burdensome, the evils of general disorder are mu! 
tiplied and intensified, and by an inevitable rule of social and public life, the evils 
themselves, reacting, increase the spirit of disorder. Unless this tendency can be 
arrested, every successive chapter in the annals of that State will be darker and 
bloodier than the preceding one. 

This tendency cannot be arrested by the unaided efforts of the peaceful, patriotic, 
and law-abiding citizens. There is a small body of native white persons, who, with 
heroic courage, are maintaining the principles of justice and equality. There is 
alsoa small body of men from the North, who, with equal courage, are endeavoring 
to save the State from anarchy and degradation. Lf left to themselves, the negroes 
would co-operate with these two classes. 

But arrayed against them all are a majority of the white people, who possess the 
larger part of the property; who uniformly command leisure, whether, individu- 
ally, they possess property or not; who look with contempt upon the black race 
and with hatred upon the white men who are their political allies; who are habit 
uated to the use of arms in war and in peace ; who in former times were accustomed 
to the exclusive enjoyment of political power, and who now consider themselves 
degraded by the elevation of the negro to the rank of equality in political affairs 

They have secured power by fraud and force, and, if left to themselves, they will 
by fraud and force retain it. Indeed, the memory of the bloody events of the cam- 
paign of 1875, with the knowledge that their opponents can command, on the in 
staht, the presence of organized bodies of armed men at every voting-place, will 
deter the republican party from any general effort to regain the power wrested from 
them. These disorders exist also in the neighboring States, and the spirit and ideas 
which give rise to the disorders are even more general. 

The power of the National Government will be invoked, and honor and duty wil! 
alike require its exercise. The nation cannot witness with indifference the domiu 
ion of lawlessness and anarchy in a State, with their incident evils and a knowledge 
of the inevitable consequences. It owesa duty to the citizens of the United States 
residing in Mississippi, and this duty it must perform. It has guaranteed to the 
State of Mississippi a republican form of government, and this guarantee must be 
made good. 

The measures necessary and possible in an exigency are three : bas . 

1. Laws may be passed by Congress for the protection of the rights of citizens in 
the respective States. 
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® States in anarchy, or wherein the affairs are controlled by bodies of armed men, 
s ld be deuied representation in Ce ess 
he constitutional guarantee of a republican 
State will require the United States, if these disord 
lL all milder measures shall prove ineffectual, to rem 
condition, and threngh a system of puble edneatior 
ment change the ideas of the inhabitants and recon 
republican basis. 


rm of government to every 
3 increase or cven cont it 
id the State toa territorial 










itred means of improve 
the government upon a 


The views of the minority are as follows: 


On December 15, 1875, the Senator from Indiana |Mr. Morron] submitted the 
following resolution : 

“Whereas it is alleged that the late clection in Mississippi for members of Con 
eress, State officers, and members of the Legislature was characterized by great 
frauds, violence, and intimidation, whereby the freedom of the ballot was in a great 
measure destroyed, a reign of terror established, ballot-boxes stuffed, spurious 
tickets imposed upon voters, 80 that a popular majority of more than 25,000 was 
evercome, and in its place was given an apparent but fraudulent majority of more 
than 25.0 and whereas the Legislature thus chosen will have the election of a 
Senator te represent that State in this body; and whereas if these allegations are 
at number of the citizens of the United States have had their rights un 
onstitution and laws of the United States wickedly violated: Therefore 
lred, That a committee of five Senators be appoint “l by the Chair to in 
vestigate the truth of the said allegations and the circumstances attending said 
election, with power to visit said State to make their investigations, to send for per 
sons and papers, and to use all necessary process in the performance of their du- 
ties; and to make report to the Senate before the end of this session of their inves 
tivation and findings.” 

He supported its adoption by a series of speeches, the last of which waa dated 
January 19, 1876, the true history and inspiration of which will hereafter be noted 
in considering the testimony taken before the committee. The resolution sk pt 
until the z7th of Mareh, 1576, when an amendment was proposed by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Curtstiancy) and accepted by Mr. Morton, as follows 

Whereas it is alleged that the late election in Mississippi (in 1575) for members 
of Congress and State officers and members of the Legislature was characterized 
by great frands committed upon and violeuce exercised toward colored citizens of 
that State and the white citizens disposed to support their rights at the election, 
and expecially that the colored voters, on account of their color, race, or previous 
condition of servitude, were, by infimidation and force, deterred from voting or 
compelled to vote, contrary to their wishes, for candidates and in support of parties 
to whom they were oppesed, and their right to the free exercise of the elective 
franchise, as secured by the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, thus practi 
cally denied and violated, and that such intimidation has been since continued for 
the purpose of affecting future elections ; and whereas the people of all the United 
States have an interest in and aright to insist upon the euforcement of this con 
stitntional amendment, and Congress, having the power to enforce it by apy ropri- 
ate legislation, cannot properly neglect the duty of providing the necessary legis 
lation for this purpose: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be apppointed by the Chair to in 
vestigate the truth of these allegations, and to inquire how far these constitutional 
rights have, in the said election, been violated by force, fraud, or intimidation, and 
to inquire and report to the Senate. before the end of the present session. wheth¢ 
any, and, if so, what, further legislation is necessary to secure to said colored ci 
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us the free enjoyment of their constitutional rights ; and that said committee be 


empowered to visit said Ste 
on oath, and to use all neces 





te, tosend for persons and papers, to take testimony 
ary process for these purposes. 





After debate in the Senate, the resolution was adopted. In the course of this 


f 
, the Senator from Massachusetts { Mr. BoUrWELL] made the following dee 
thom: 

lor seventy years the spirit of hypocrisy and misrepresentation dominated over 
the slave-holding section of this confederacy. They continually presented them 








selves to the country and to the world as the friends of the Union, and it was a lic 
froin first to last. 





preset vali 
Senator from Delaware was the political supporter and ally and the substantial de 
fender of the men who made war upon the Union, who clung to the Union for sev 





ai 
( i 


slavery, and the time has come when I am force to confess to myself and with v« 


the while. Slavery, the spirit of slavery, is and ever has been the enemy of thi 





luetance te say here that I do notin my heart believe that any man educated under 
and obedient to the intluence of slavery can be the friend of a Union that is designed 


to establish and preserve equality. The North will do well to take heed and t 


trust no man who was brought up under the influence of slavery, controlled by its 


spirit, and dominated by its power, and is not yet extinct.” 
The committee, as finally appointed under the resolution, consists of Messrs. 


BovuTwe.t, (chairman,) CAMERON of Wisconsin, MCMILLAN, Bayarp, and McDov- 
anization of the committee the mover or amender of 


ALD, thus omitting in the org 
the original resolution. The first meeting of the committee was held on the 

in the Capitol; and, at tho second or third meeting, the clerk of the committee, Mr 
Bartlett, was appointed stenographer, and Mr James Redpath, of Massachusetts 
was selected in his place as cle 
to fill that position, having been present at all the sessions of the committee. Oi 
the ——— a resolution was offered in the committee by Mr. Bayarp that the testi 











mony should be taken with open doors, which was rejected by the committeo, Mr 
Bayakp and Mr. McDONALp voting in the affirmative. Buta small portion of the 








testimony has as yet been printed, nor has any report of the committes been made 
but Mr. Redpath, the clerk, having had the fullest opportunity of hearing tho tes 
timony of the witnesses and having had charge of all communications to the com 
mittee, has been enabled, in advance of the committee, to submit a public repor 


over his own signature, of which the following extract will convey a distinet idea 


of his views. Speaking of the Union men of the South, or the original whigs, anc 
the vigorous part they took in the contest, he says: 

“Still they were Union men; but the Union they once knew was gone forever 
They tried to begin where they left off, ignorant of the fact that while they fough 
a moral revolution has been going on in the North; that it was no longer Webst« 
or Clay, but the man whem they had hanged at Charlestown as a felon who wa 
now the ideal leader of a regenerated nation.” 





These references are made to the utterances of the chairman, and of the clerk 
selected hy him to accompany the committee, and make public impression of afairs 
in Mississippi, and the remedy to be applied, because it indicated fully to the un- 
dersigned that from the first it would be naturally impossible for them, with their 
ideas of constitutional duty, to subscribe to the deductions of those who, however 


intelligent or conscientious, started out upon the proposed investigation upon suc 
a platform of ideas. 

While writing this report, the undersigned have read with surprise and regr: 
the messs 





llam urgh, in South Carolina. 
In this message he has seen fit to use the following language : 
But recently a committee of the Senate of the United States visited the Stat 





lV -—..33 





They were the enemies of the Union; and when the Union did | 
not answer the chief purpose which they had, and the ouly purpose they had, the | 7 
n of the institation of slavery, they made war upon the Union, The 


| 

| 

enty years under the fal-chood that they were its friends. They were its enemies | 
' 


nion, and it is so to-day. The troubles in the South are due to the spirit of 


, and has continued with intelligence and efficiency 


’ ce of the President of the United States, dated July 31, 1576, transmitting 
to Congréss certain correspondence relating to the murders lately committed at 


of Mississippi to take testimony on tho subject of frauds and violence in clections 
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ii aati ti et been made public, bnt T await its fortheoming 
ing of « i a that 11 t relating to fraud 
} and y ein thes ‘ 





| In his letter of the 26th of J to ( ‘ we 
Mt § ' } 
| a “i }>) » = ) i i ‘ ‘ 
|} such as would searcely be ac ted to sava rie stoac land Chi 
tian peop! 
rhis last statement, come it f ’ may, we pronounce in the face of the 





testimony taken by this con tt 
rantod by the facts disclosed 


The tone of animosity to the whit 


yet printed, to be untrue and unwat 





le of the South which breathes through- 
out the President's message an ris unmistakable In his message of July 
31, six days subsequent to this letter, the President says rhe report [on Missis- 
sippi) has not yet been made public Why should he anticipate ? 

Ae hold it, and believe it will be so held by right-thinking men everywhere, dis- 
creditable for the Chief Magistrate thus to have exhibited such evidence of preju- 
dice against any portion of his fellow-cilizens 











It adds, howeve but another proof to the many given heretofore that the heart 
and mind of President Grant are closed to all sense of justice where his political « p 
ponents, eapecially in the Southern States, are concerned 

| Other attempts to forestall public opinion in relation to the affairs in Mississippi 
have been made, calenlated to gross! nislead Iwo attempts to fasten oblo 
upon one of the undersigned, | Mr. Baya uxl at the same time to convey unjust 





impressions against the people of Mississippi be noted 








|Special dispatch to the Baltimore Suan. } 


WASHINGTON, July 2 
tLEPUBLICAN REPORT IN MISSISSIII’! 
* * * ‘ * * * 
Another case illustr 
of the committee is that of 
and was with his family : 
governor of the State, and his wife opened : 








lusions arrived at by the majority 
hia Ile settled near Vicksburgh 
justice of the peace by the 
the instruction of the poor. 
He was subsequently a candidate for oiice. On one night fiftv armed men dashed 
upon his premises and shot him down without a word of w 
ence of his wife and family. When the story of this wift s told by her own lips 
| to the committee, Senator BAYARD, one of the committee, ejaculated, ‘I don't be 
| lieve it 
. 
} 











ing and in the pres 


After the murder, according to the report, the assassins hovered about the 









h sand would not permit the wife to enact even the rites of sepulture i 

dragged the bleeding corpse from the arms of the distracted woman, pitch d it into 
a pig-wallow, and left. Senator Bayarn, affected by the narra 1, repeated, ‘I 
won't believe it under oath.’ The report says that these ‘banditti,’ for it states 
they compare with Italians of th s class, live upon the people hey are dis 


| 

| 

| solute and indolent, generally sons of planters impoverished by the war, orthe 
| remnaut of that class of addy 

as the camp-follo 


| 

| WI ; 

| Mr. BAYARD never even saw the witness referred to, who was examined in his ab- 
} 

} 

| 





rs who fastened upon the institution of slavery 
\ 





er lives upon 








sence, and he never made any statement even similar in langua or « iracter to 
that falsely attributed to him. Yet this vicious falsehood has alreac 


cireulation 


had wide 


| In the New York Times of the 27th of July we find the following letter and pre 
| ceding comments 

“Senator BoUTWELL has also received a letter froma colored witness who testified 
in Mississippi, from which it will be seen how the democracy of that State propose 
to treat those who obeyed the summons of th 


Senate Committ 














‘Dear Sir: I having been summon before your invest tiony to give aswort 

_ | testimony in regard to the late election, wl chl did, and L told nothing but the 
| trash Yesterday I was met by an armed mob in the streets of - -* and 
| compelled me to say it I swore ¢ ——— lic And told me I had either to 
> | say that [ swore to a ——— —— lie or leave the city or di Phe excitement 
grew so intense that I was compell to take back what I said before the committee 

} 1 was also met by another mob at —————— the same day that I was before the com 

} mittee and compelled to do the same before L got hom I w'd not be supprised if 





I were not mob before you receive this letter If you real this letter where Sen 
| ator BAYARD can hear it he will write down here and let these democrata know it 
and I will be murdered as soon as I appear on the streets. Therefore it will be best 
- | fore me fore you to keep this to yourself and other republic 
| * Of course every one o knows iter BaAYARr will smile at this anspicion, 





but it shows the state of terrorism still maintained by the banditti of Missi 




















‘For what 1 ith what intent this letter was so published may be in 

’ | ferred from t) lf and the editorial use of it 
It will be obs l that t ee re inst ted by t resolution to 
inquire into alleged violations of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution 
. ind the necessity of new and’approp te legislation for its entoreement; and it 
} would seem that the scope of the investigation was intended to have been contined 
| to that object. Butint investigation conducted by the major nearly every 
right and power of the State of M issippi, heretof supposed to b nong the 
reserved powers belonging to the States, and not j ibject to exterior control 
* | has been made the subject of the most spread, unrestrained inquiry. The social 
habits, domestic institutions, person: Lindividual dealings and contracts, local 

i | ' 


police arrangements, and whole classes of ects heretofore supposed to be under 
the sole control of the State and county governments, and even family affairs, have 
been made the subjects of inquisition 

The limitations upon the powers of Congress in its relation to the internal affairs 
> | of the States have been lately the subject of careful deliberation and adjudication 


"| by the Supreme Court of the United States in cases involving the validity of legis 




















> | lation by Congress in pari materia with that now proj weal by the resolution 
. } In the recent case of the United States es. Cruikshank, Mr. Chief Justice Wait 
| delivered the opinion of t court and 

t We have in our political system a G nment of the United States lago 
ernment of each of the several States Each one of these governments is di L 
from the other, and each has citizens ts own, who owe it allegiance, and who 

‘ rights within its jurisdiction it mau tect. The same person may be at the sar 

| time a citizen of the United St nd a citizen of a State, but his rights of citi 

3 





ts will be different from those he has und 
Vallace, 74) 
political community to which they belong 


zenship under one of these govert 
the other. (Slaughter-house cases 
“Citizens are tho members of t 





Thev are the people wi s COMP the community, and who, in their associated ca 
pacity, have established or submitted themselves to the dominion of a government 














: | for the pr ir gene 1 welfare and the protection of their individual 
», |W ll as their In the format 1 of a gove it the pe i 
= er upon it such powers as they choose i he overnment When 80 Lor 
t hen called upon should, exer ull pow a8 for the prot 

rizhts of its citizens and the people w i jur on, but it can ¢ 

inted teatimony having been withheld, the blank references tot 
t ca are nece irily le*t unfilled, which is ow tot 

e ted appearatr o1 the repor T tin yori wiol i Wits ¢ 
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uty of a government to afford protection is limited always by the 
s for that purpose 
ent thus established and defined is to some extent a government of 
political capacity. It is also for certain purposes a government 
powers are limited in number but not in degree Within the 
ws enumerated and defined it 18 supreme and above the States 
sno existence. It was erected for special purposes and endowed 
powers necessary for its own preservation and the accomplishment of 
4s poople had in view It can neither grant nor secure to its citizens any 
ilege not expressly or by implication placed under its jurisdiction 
people of the United States resident within any State are subject to two 
governments, one State and the other national; but there need be no conflict be 
tween the two. The powers which one possesses the other does not. They are 
established for different purposes and have separate jurisdictions. Together they 
make one whole and furnish the people of the United States with a complete gov 
ernment, ample for the protection of all their rights at home and abroad. It is 
the natural consequence of a citizenship which owes allegiance to two sovereignties 
and claims protection from both. The citizen cam complain because be has 
voluntarily submitted himself to such a form of government. Ie owes allegiance 
to the two departments, so to speak, and within their respective spheres must pay 
the penalties which each exacts for disobedience to its laws. In return, he can 
demand protection from each within its own jurisdiction 
rhe Government of the United States is one of delegated powers alone ; its 
authority is defined and limited by the Constitution. All powers not granted to it 
by that instrument are reserved to the States or the people. No rights can be ac 
quired under the Constitution or laws of the United States except such as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has the authority to grant or secure. All that cannot 
be so granted or secured are left under the protection of the States.’ 
Then again 
“The third and eleventh counts are even more objectionable. They charge the 
intent to have been to deprive the citizens named, they being in Louisiana, ‘ of 
their respective several lives and liberty of person without due process of law.’ 
‘This is nothing else than alleging a conspiracy to falsely imprison or murder citi- 
zens of the United States being within the territorial jurisdiction of the State of 
Louisiana. The rights of life and personal liberty are natura) rights of man. ‘To 
secure these rights,’ says the Declaration of Independence, *‘ governments are in 
stituted among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed.’ 
The very highest duty of the States when they entered into the Union under the 
Constitation was te protect all persons within their boundaries in the enjoyment 
of these ‘unalienable rights with which they were endowed by their Creator.’ 
Sovereignty for this purpose rests alone with the States. It is no more the duty 
or within the power of the United States to punish for a conspiracy to falsely im 
prison or oun r within a State than it would be to punish for false imprisonment 
or murder itaclf 
Phe fourteenth amendment probibits a State from depriving any person of life 
liberty, or property, without due process of law, but this adds nothing to the rights 
of one citizen as against another. It simply farnishes an additional guarantee 
ayainst any encroachment by the States upon the fundamental rights which be- 
long to every citiaen as a member of soviety 
These proposivons were unanimously laid down by the court, in considering al 
leged violations of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution, but are equally 
applicable to the discussion of the relative powers and duties of the Federal and 
Siate governmenss uncer any and all provisions of the Constitation. 
In the case of The United States vs. Reese, decided at the same time, the court 
BAYS 
Rights and immanities created by or dependent upon the Constitution of the 
United States can be protected by Congress. The form and the manner of the pro 
tection may be such as Congress, in the legitimate exercise of its legislative discre- 
tion, shall provwick Lhese may be varied to meet the necessities of the particular 
right to be protected 
‘The tifteenth amendment does not confer the right of suffrage upon any one 
It prevents the States, or the United States, however, from giving preference in 
this particnlar to one citizen of the United States over another on account of race 
color, or previous condition of servitade. Before its adoption this could be done 
It was as much within the power of a State toexclade citizens of the United States 
from voting on account of race, &c., as it was on account of age, property, or edu 
cation Now it is not If citizens of one race, having certain qualifications, are 
wrimitted by law to vote, those of another, having the same qualifications, must 
“ Previous to this amendment there was no constitutional guarantee against 
this discrimination. Now, there is. It follows that the amendment has invested 
citizens of the United States with a new constitutional right, which is within the 
protecting power of Congress 
Phat right is exemption from discrimination in the exercise of the clective fran 
chise on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. This, under the 
express provisions of the second section of the amendment, Congress may enforce 
by ‘appropriate legislation 
The power of Congress to legislate at all upon the subject of voting at State 
elections rests upon this amendment The effect of article 1, section 4, of the Con 
stitution, in respect to elections for Senatorsand Representatives, is not now under 
consideration. It has not been contended, nor can it be, that the amendment con- 
fers authority to impose penalties for every wrongful refusal to receive the vote of 
a qualitied elector at State elections. It is. nly when the wrongful refusal at such an 
cleetion 1s because of race, color, or previous condition of servitude that Congress 
can interfere and provide for its punishment. 
* * * * * * * 
The courts enforce the legislative will when ascertained, if within the consti- 
tutional grant of power. Within its legitimate sphere Congress is supreme and be- 
yond the control of the courts, but if it steps outside of its constitutional limita- 


tions and attempts that which is beyond its reach, the courts are authorized to, and | 


when called upon in due course of legal proceedings, must, annul its encroachments 
upon the reserved power of the States and the people 
* ‘ * . * * * 
We must, therefore, decide that Congress has not, as yet, provided by ‘appro- 
priate legislation’ for the punishment of the offense charged in the indictment, and 
that the cireuit court properly sustained the demurrers and gave judgmeut for the 
defendants 
In subordination tothe principles thus laid down by the authority of the tribunal 
of last resort in our country, the undersigned would have been disposed to confine 


their investigation to subjects plainly within the jurisdiction of Congress, without 


infringing upon any of the reserved rights of the State of Mississippi, believing it | 


to be the cardinal feature of our institutions that the equality of the States in the 


Union must ever be respected, and that any practice which invades so necessary a | 


principle must place in jeopardy not only the rightsof a single State, but, in their 
turn, the rights of all the remaining States; and that a power which is conceded 
to be applicable to the overthrow of the autonomy of any one State is liable to be 
, and that there is no safety for any un 


used for the destruction of any other State 
' 
! 


less t 


e¢ rights of each are guarded 


time 


First. In the apring of 1875, before the commencement of the political canvass, 


in which the alleged outrages upon the rights of citizens under the fifteenth 
amendment are said to have occurred ; 


The condition of the State of Mississippi is to be considered at three periods of | 





AvGusT 8, 


Second. Its condition during the election itself, on the 2d of November, 1875 1 


Third. Its condition as discovered by the committee at the time of their visit 
June, 1876. 

For a proper understanding of the entire case we propose to recite, by the lic! 
of the testimony and supported by its facts, what we believe to have been th 
true condition of Mississippi in the spring of 1875. At the time of preparing this 
report, however, but a small part of the testimony has been printed; and althou 
we trust to be enabled to insert the proper references before it is submitted 
the absence of the printed testimony interferes materially with one of our objects 
i.¢., tomake no assertions, but to let the witnesses speak for themselves, and to 
substantiate every fact by reference to its basis. 

It has been said by high authority that it was difficult to draw an indictment 
against a whole people. Equally difficult is it to establish any rules of eviden 
that would sustain so vague an indictment. And in the present inquisition it 
would become plain to all who shall read the depositions and observe the mode of 
interrogation employed that every rale which the experience of mankind has es 
tablished as essential for the regulation of evidence and the ascertainment of truth 
has been disregarded in the course of this investigation. So that the great bulk of 
the testimony which has been taken is such as would not be received in any court 
of justice in this country to convict the meanest felon of the pettiest offense 

Every rule of evidence followed by courts in the administration of justice has 
been entirely disregarded, Every rule which experience has shown is essential 
for the elucidation of truth has been thrown aside, and opinion, hearsay, wild ru 
mor, anything and all things which excitement, prejudice, hate, love, or fear can 
suggest, have been poured in without discrimination or check. 

No individual, no community, can be safe against such an order of things. 

The usual tests of discrimination between truth and falsehood having been aban 
doned, the result cannot be satisfactory to any just mind. 

The argument that the charge is vague and against a whole community only 
makes the effect worse. 

When a false principle is adopted, the wider its application the more dangerous 
it becomes 

This is observable in the examination from the first witness to the last. Adel 
bert Ames, the ex-governor of Mississippi, who was called and examined on the 
27th of April, and at page 29, on the third day of his examination, in which he had 
made the most wholesale and sweeping assertions of facts of violence and intimi 
dation, was asked: 

Q. You have referred to various acts of violence and intimidation ; have you per- 
sonal knowledge of any of those acts? 

A. I never saw an act of violence performed. 

Q. Did you ever see an act of intimidation performed ? 

A. No; [never saw an act of violence performed. 

Q. Then what you have said is derived from the information of other people?! 

A. Yes, sir 

And on page 32— 

Q. Lask you, do you know the fact whether there was any resistance to process, 
when issued, in that State? 

A. That statement I have made ; I would say that I do not know of any facts of 
that kind. 

And again— 

. Do you know of a case where process of the courts has been returned with 
that statement ? 

A. Ido not. 

In fact, if the testimony touching the subjects within the scope of the resolution 
of the Se e could be reduced to such, as is receivable under the rules of eviden: 
as recognized by courts of justice and by this Senate while sitting as a court, th: 
testimony taken in Mississippi by this committee would be confined to a dozen 
pages of manuscript. The rest is rumor, hearsay, and opinion. Not only so, but 
nearly all the witnesses examined for what may be termed the prosecution of th 
white people of the State of Mississippi were defeated candidates in the election 
of 1875 or other interested supporters or persons who had lost office and failed 
of re-appointment. Most of the witnesses, when pinned down by cross-examina 
tion to give names of persons concerned and dates, were directly and flatly contra 
dicted as to those facts, and many of the occurrences either shown to have been not 
only untrue. but impossible, or else accompanied by facts which subjected them to 
a totally different construction. 

A large body of these witnesses were negroes of the most ignorant and uncivil 
ized description, who did not hesitate to state anything, and whose declarations 
were frequently of the wildest and most absurd character. Thus at page —, in 
the deposition of , Dr. Holland, of Madison County, is represented as giving 
utterance to profanity in the following style: 

Whereas by the deposition of Judge Campbell, of the supreme court, page — 

Q. Did you know Dr. Holland, of the county ? 

A. Ido; he is the man whose name was connected with that arrest. 

Q. What manner of man is het 

A. A very highly respectable man; one of the most amiable, mild-mannered, 
good-natured men I ever knew. 

Q. What is his age! 

A. I suppose him to be about forty years of age. 

Q. Do you know whether Dr. Holland is a man who is profane in his speech ? 

A. He is one of the most pious, devoted, Christian men I ever knew; ren*urka- 
ble among men iu that respect. 

Q. Would you believe it possible that Dr. Holland would interlard his conversa- 
tion with profanity ? 

A. It is utterly inconsistent with his character, and I should regard it as impos- 


0 


t 


| sible unless I could hear it, or it was attested by witnesses whose veracity I could 


not question at all, 


and Major Powell, page——, and Captain Key, at page ——, Dr. Holland is teatified 
to be a gentleman of singular purity and piety, a strict and conscientious professor 
of religion, and a “ pillar” of the Baptist church in his community. See also the 
case of ———, page ——, in Aberdeen, in which Mr. E. O. Sykes and his brother, 
Mr. T. B. Sykes, the mayor of Aberdeen, both of them professors of religion and 
gentlemen of the most admitted purity of language and conduct, are described as 
monsters of profanity. 

The case of , page ——., testifying of Mr. Preasley, the judge of election 
at Calhoun preeinct, in Madison County, rudely taking tickets from colored men, 
tearing them up and throwing them on the ground in the sight of the witness, is 
denied by Judge Cunningham, the republican judge of election present on the oc- 
casion. by Preasley's own statement and that of several bystanders. (See page ——.) 
Witnesses thus set free to state anything and everything that malice could sug- 
gest, partisan animosity encourage, and ignorance assist, rendered it diflicult to 
confate, by reason of the vagueness and uncertainty of their statements. The 
value of the testimony of Ann Hodge, colored, can be readily estimated, page 421 : 


By Mr. BayarpD: 
Q. Did you ever take an oath ? 
A. No, sir 
. Do you know the meaning of taking an oath ? 
. No, sir. 


Q Do you know the consequences of swearing falsely ? 
A. No, sir. 
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hort, the proverbial difficulty of proving a negative was imposed upon the 
1 Mississippi, who, by the ruling of the majority, were not suflered 
tur be pre sent even by their representatives wh the testimony was being taker 
[he reconstruction policy of Congress had f yund perfectly foreed the 
tions of the State of Mississippi into the most entire sul 
) its provisions. What Mississippi was at th 
r Ames in 1873, she was * the work of reconstruct 
their tastes, their prejudices, their vi and 
» melted and run into a mold fashioned by the will of Con If her 
institutions were defective, if they were not to the ends of good g 
erament, if they were arranged with an unwise disregard of the ¢ melition i 
wants of her people, that people are no more responsible than the population of 
France, for they had no voice, Such as she was in 1873 the Congress of the United 
States had made her. The State constitution was molded in accordance with the 
will of Congress. The legislation under it had been enacted by men placed in 
powe! by the Federal Government. The ruling principle of that legislation seems 
10 have been to lead as much power as possible directly into the hands of the ex 
ecutive, in which the reins were placed. The institution of suffrage was of course 
the proposed basis, and to control this the machinery of elections was placed abso 
lately in the bands of the governor, who had the sole power to appoint those offi 
cers who in their turn had the power of appointment of the registrars of every 
county, who in their turn appointed the election oflicers throughout the State in 
their respective counties. and supervised the clections and returns, thus gathering 
the whole control of elections in a single executive hand. 
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This was the state of things when Governor Ames took his seat on the Ist day of | 


January 74, elected in the month of November previous. There was not an offi 
cial of the State who was not a member of the republican party. There was nota 
county oflicial to be appointed by the governor who was not in close aflinity with 
him. In all the republican counties, and all were republican in which negroes 
were in a majority, every official was a member of the same party. Thus we se« 
that the entire control of the State was in the hands of Governor Ames and his 
party associates, At page 30 of his deposition the fact is stated by him as follows: 
Q. You have stated the violence and intimidation to have existed in the repabli- 
can counties of the State? 
A. Yes, sir. 
©. You have not referred to violence in any but republican counties? 
No, sir 
Such is the fact, is it not ? 
Yes, sir 
©. Were not then all these justices of the peace, chancellors, the judiciary, and 


the machinery for choosing juries, in the hands of the dominant party in thos« 
counties ! 


A. Yes, sir 

Q. I need not ask you if all the United States officers in that State were not mem 
bers of the republican party ; that was so, was it not! 

A. Yes, sir 

Q. Then the grand juries and the petit juries, and the judges, and the sheriffs 
and the supervisors, by whom the jurors were selected, were all controlled by the 
dominant party in those counties 

A. They were all belonging to the dominant party. 

Of course every official of the Federal Government, district judges, district at- 
torneys#, marshals, deputy marshals, supervisors, postmasters, revenue ollicers, were 
all of the same party and necessarily active adherents. It may be truly said that 


there was no trace whatever of etlicial power in the State of Mississippi in the 


hands of the democratic party until the Ist day of January, 1876. 
Now, let us consider into what a condition, social, moral, an‘ financial, Missis 


sippi was brought, in the 7 ing of 1875, under the administration which has just 


been described. 
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The popu ation of Mississippi, by the census of 1870, had a total 
7,922 souls. Of these 382,596 were white people, 444,201 colored people, and 
the remainder Indians and persons not classed. The State was divided into seven 
ty three counties. The negro majority was thus about sixty thousand, but was dis 
tributed chiefly in the rich nver counties and on the richer cotton-producing lands 
of the State, in which they greatly outnumbered the white population, and in these 
counties their large numerical majority was consolidated 

rhe domestic institutions of the State had been completely revolutionized, and 
the relations of the white and black races had not been permitted to adjust them 
selves into that harmony and good feeling which the interests of both made so es 
sential to happiness and good order. The whites, asthe result of the war, were im 
poverished to a most painful extent, which must inipress itself upon any person 
who visits the State, which presents even to a casual eye unmistakable evidences 
of wide-spread and Sonsadabte prostration. This brings with it increased privation 
to the colored people, who never had property, and who depended, necessarily, upon 
property-owners for their support. When their employers were ruined the blow 
fell severely upon the employed. Theirs was a common lot, aud that which struck 
down and crippled the one fell also heavily upon the other. 

Unfortunately the new and arbitrary political conditions imposed upon both races 
by the will of Congress were distui bed by the presence of a class of unserupulous, 
needy, and rapacious adventurers, who came down to fill the political offices to 
which prejudice against the southern whites on the part of those who held power 
iu the Federal Government and the absolute ignorance and incompetence of the 
negroes prevented those whites from being appointed. The result was, as the tes 
timony everywhere discloses, that the State and Federal ottices to which any con 
siderable emolument was attached fell into tho hands of white men newly arrived 
within the borders of the State, ignorant and unsympathetic of the wishes and 
feelings of the white population, and bent wholly upon using the political material 
which they found ready at their hands in the shape of masses of ignorant, super 
stitious, and suspicious negroes to sustain themselves in oflice and power. Instead 
of encouraging the colored population to relations of amity and confidence with the 
whites who gave them quelarmant and furnished them with the means of subsist 
ence, it has been plainly the object and intent of these political adventurers to 
increase the distrust between the races and to encourage on the part of the blacks 
and inten-ify the instinct and feeling of race opposition. In this by means of low 
arts they have been unhappily too successful, and the negroes of the State of Mis 


sissippi have been banded together in an unthinking mass, under the lead and blind | 


control of a handful of northern strangers, with here and there a native white man. 

Throughout the testimony it is evident the white people of Mississippi, in the in 
terests of the entire community, made every attempt to penetrate this alliance 
against them, and resorted to every means of combination and alliance with their 
political opponents to procure even a tolerable and decent administration of public 
affairs. Since 1868 they had given up their party name and candidates, had voted 
for Dent, a republican, had voted for Alcorn, a republican, and essayed in every 
way to appease and mollify the party led by Governor Ames; butellin vain. They 
witnessed the selection of men either incompetent or criminal, or both, for important 
offices in the State. They saw their best men, most virtuous, experiesced, and able 
citizens passed by in contempt. They saw men notoriously vicious, and justly pro 
scribed, taken into the confidence and friendship of Ames and placed in authority 
(See the case of Wi liam Gray, negro brigadier-general, | 
described by a republican witness, Putnam, p —. Also, see Jndge Shackleford, p. 
—; W.A. Ferguson, p Judge John A. C, Watson, 

Cardozo. the forging clerk of the circuit court and defrauding State superintend 
ent of public instruction ; Davenport, the negro ferger and county clerk ; O. P. 
Lee white, aide-de-camp, defaulter and red-handed murderer of two black com 
mittee-men; Morgan, the sheriff of Yazoo County, with the indictment for the 
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es call around in his adminis- 


called around hi as a general thing 
we call * carpet-baggers. Most of them were newcomers into the State, without 
property, who relied upon politics as a trade and means of livelihood 

Q. Had they any knowledge of your people, of their habits and wants !? 

A. None whatever; they came amony us as strangers at the close of the war 

Q. With whom did that class of men atfiiliate ? 

A. A great many of them affiliated mostly with the negroes 

q. What was the feeling and course of action toward citizens of the Northern 
States who came here as men of 
midst ? 

A. Upon the part of most of tl itizens 


the very worst class of what 


fair character and as good citizens to settle in your 


ally of the better class, there was 
many desi hem to come And 
business, I 
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when they came 
such man w 
evel among us 
went among n and purpose being to gain the confidence of 
the negroes and alienate them from the whites and their old masters Ih 
ried this to such an extent that s visit the 
cabins, and meet them on terms of social equality Some 
would mix up with them in politics And the 
stroy the confidence of the negroes in the whites and in their old masters 
heard men of this class on the stump, in addressing « 
thing they could to exasperate the then recently emancipated negroes against their 
old masters. I have heard them lay down this rul« You must never follow your 
masters in politics; just watch them, and when they take one direction you take 
the other, and you will certainly be right 

Q. Was this the current course of advice to this class of men? 

A. So far as it fell under my observation, the 
that their old masters were unalterably opposed to them, and that they must look 
alone to northern men for their protection 

q. Was it from this class that General Ames drew his political associates and 
aivisers! 

A. Yes, sir 
licans 

Q. Threw them off? 

A. Yes 

Q. Was it 
Ames? 

A. Yes; perhaps I might state a fact or two there 
for govervor against Ames 

Q. What year? 

A. In 1873. Ditring that canvass Alcorn on the stamp denounced as thieves and 
swindlers the main supporters of General Ames 
Alcorn in that canvass were the 
ing men of the Ames party 

Q. Were there other leading members of the republican party who took the same 
tone as did Alcorn, in regard to the Ames administration ! 

A. In 1873, not a great many Ames had the confidence of the negroes, and Al 
corn was not sustained by his own party, to any great extent, in 1473 

Q. How was it later, in 1575? 

A. Alcorn’s strength continued to gain after that, and before 1875 the split was 
a very marked one. A great many had become followers of 
to Ames 

. Was the feeling between the two wings, the Aleorn wing and the Ames wing 
as greator greater than between the republicans and democrats ! 

A. The feeling between these two wings of the republicans was just as bitter as 
could have existed In my district the opposing candidates for Congress were 
Wells and Howe, and when the Wells party had a meeting they denounced Howe 
as a thief and falsifier, and fied to him every epithet they could invent, and 
when the Howe party came along they would apply the same ep.thets to the Wells 
party 

Q. Who is Howe? 

A. He had been a member of Con 

Q. Who was he? 

i A northern man 

( Waa he on the Ames side or the other 
On the Ames side ; Wells wastor Alcorn. He is our 

rhe collision between the two wings of the party 
toward carrying that district against the republicans 

Q It was charged in the papers that the character of the 
Ames’s administration was known to him, after which knowledge 
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). Many of them were d under indictment ? 
A. A good many. 
Q. By the graud juries of their counties! 
A. Yes 
Q. The grand jury, as a rule, was under the control of the republican party ? 
A. Yes 
Q. After these indictments 
Ames withdrawn from these people! 
A. Asa general rule it was not. In Northeastern Mississippi Governor Ames 
appointed @ man as chancellor the name of Barton, with no intelligence asa! 
yer and no standing at the Moreover, he was charged with a flagrant act of 
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le« town and was my intimate personal friend; bunt Governor Ames did 
net w raw his name until he was told by his friends that they could not possi- 
bly get him through the senate. That was the only thing that checked him. 

Q. Did this man ever exercise the functions of chancellor? 





A. ©. ves, sir: he 
In all these re 
all 


held sev 


publican strongholds in which turbulence and misgovernment are 
d to have existed, it is to be also noted that the entire local power was in re- 


eral courts 





publican hands Thus the supervisors of the counties, being in fact the county 
legislature, assessing taxes, contracting for supplics, controlling all public improve- 
ments, the ls, public buildings, roads, and having, in short, all local control, 





were alt t without exception conposed of negroes, few of whom were able to read 
or write, and searcely one of whom was able to compute an ordinary sum in arith- 
meti In some casesthe highest mark of erudition was the capacity of the chair- 


man mechanically to sign his name to a record which he was unable to read. 
deposition of ——— and deposition of ———.) 

he justices of the peace, generally unable to write and frequently unable to 
read the contents of the process against person or property which they issued in 
the name of the law, delivered it to constables coualle untitted to understand the 
nature of the precept or to attest their action under it. (See deposition of ) 

Negro chancery clerks and clerks of the circuit court and courts of record were 
utterly unable personally to perform their dutics, and intrusted everything to some 
white deputy. (See deposition of ) 

The consequence of this local misgovernment is an increase of taxation amount- 
ing to confiscation, and is well expressed in the language of a petition to the Leg- 
islature by the tax-payers of the State, in January, 1875, from which we make the 
following extract 

“ But probably the most flagrant evil of which the tax-payers complain and the 
greatest outrages perpetrated on their rights arise from the action of the boards 
of supervisors 

“ This court is really the most important of any in the State, and should be com- 
posed of the very best men in the several counties. As a general rule, we are sorry 
to say, the members of this board are wholly unfit to discharge their duties, and 
are without respectability or accountability. This, however, is not the fault of the 
Legislature of the State, except in so far as it encourages such men to seek for that 
position. The county levies, in a large majority of the connties, are extravagant 
and oppressive beyond all enduranc« The contracts for public work are made 
without economy or care, and with a reckless indifference to the interest of the 
public. These boards, in some instances, employ their own members to do the work 
not authorized by law, merely for the purpose of making them extravagant allow- 
ances. In many instances these members are wholly ignorant, and are completely 
under the control of the clerks and sheriffs of these counties, te whom they make 
extravagant allowances. This is a great evil, and we suggest that remedy which 
alone seems adequate, Legislation should be immediately enacted fixing the max- 


imum rate of taxation at 50 per cent. on the State, beyond which they shall not go 
in any instance 
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“These boards should also be prohibited from making any contracts, or allow- 
ances, Or appropriations, except when there is money in the treasury to pay them. 
And every such order or warrant so made and ordered, when there is not money in 
the treasury suflicient to pay it, should be declared utterly nul and void, and all 
suing them be declared guilty of a misdemeanor 
and punishable for such, as provided by law.” 

To this urgent and respectful appeal no response whatever was made. 
osition of KE. Barksdale, page 453.) 

The ruinous effects of such a system of misgovernment upon the real estate and 
property which are subject to it is to be found in the testimony of Shackleford, a re- 
publican ex judge, at p 

So that not only is all immigration prevented, but the possibility of obtaining 
loans of money upon real estate for the purpose of improvement is destroyed 

rhe system of public schools seems to have been liberally maintainer chiefly for 
the advancement of the blacks, but necessarily at the pecuniary cost of the whites, 
whose property mainly contributed from its burdens to sustain them. This, how- 
ever, Would not have been a subject of complaint if there had been anything like 
equality of opportunities for the establishment of white schools, which were neces 
sarily at the cost of white people 

An instanceof the gross inequality and injustice of the action of these negro boards 
of supervisors and tho insolence and overbearing conduct of the members is to be 


found in the case in Issaquena County. (Sce deposition of William A. Farrish, at 
| ; 


And the deposition of 

The choice of registrars and judges of election was such as made fair elections 
hopeless, as will be illustrated by the case of Warren County, which we shall con- 
sider hereafter in this report 

The Legislature of the State, under Governor Ames, contained a large majority of 
negroes, and was confessedly a venal body of men, in which the defeat of any meas- 
ure of reform or the passage of any measure of iniquity could be cheaply procured 
by the use of money among the members. (See deposition of ) 

As to the relation of Governor Ames to the white people of the State of Missis- 


sippi, it is best described by his own language at pages 16 and 17 of the testimony, 
in which he says 


Question. When did you first go to Mississippi ? 





persons concurring in making ori 
in office 


(See dep- 








Ausawer. I went there in 1867, 
Q. In the Army, I believe? 
A. Yea, sir 


©. When were you clected Senator ? 
A. In 1870 
Q. Had you any intention to settle in Mississippi prior to yonr election? 
A. I will say not long previous to that; and permit me to say that I found when 
1 was military governor there that there was a black code existing, and that the 
negroes had no rights whatever; that they were not permitted to exercise any of 
the rights of citizenship. Ihad given them the protection they were entitled to 
under the Government of the United States, and I believed that I coukl render 
them great service, I felt that I had a mission to perform in their interest, and I 
hesitatingly consented to represent them and unite my fortune with theirs. 
It will seem, therefore, by his own voluntary statement that the white people of 
Mississippi were not those whom he proposed to represent or with whom f 
sired * to unite bis fortunes.’ 


The next question and the reply of Governor Ames may perhaps bo explanatory 
of hia supposed “ mission.” 


Q. You speak now in reference to the colored people of the State? 


A. Yes, sir; in reference to the colored people of that State; they were in the 
majority 


On page 19 he saya: 





ne de- 


The question of how I can get money to live is the one question with me.” 
Perhaps this was always the case with Governor Ames while he remained in 
Mississippi 

rhe natural consequences of a government so organized had become apparent 
prior tothe adjournment of the Ames legislature, which met in January, 1875, and 
muijourned about the end of March following. Incompetence, venality, and misrule 
hat borne their usual fraits. A government that inspired neither affection nor re- 
spect could necessarily rely only upon coercion and intimidation as a last and vain 
resort. The dissatisfaction and discontent of the people was not confined to the 
ae myn ratie party, but extended everywhere and among men of all parties. 

The cissensions within the republican ranks were even more marked than among 
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their silent adversaries who had been totally de pos of official position and con- 
trol in public affairs. Between one division of the republican party, led and repre. 
sented by Governor Ames, and another, represented by Senator ALCORN, the breach 
becaine deep and widened daily. On either side individuals of that party arrayed 
themselves with their respective followers, and open and bitter denunciations, un 
sparing in their terms, were showered by each side upon the other. The split wag 
open, positive, and would seem to have been irreconcilable. In his examination 
before the committee Governor Ames classes Senator ALCORN, Governor Powers, 
McKee, ex-member of Congress, ex-Senator Pease, Morris, the attorney-general. 
State Senator Musgrove, WELLS, M. C., and Chancellor Storrs, as among the oppo- 
nents to him and his administration. Aj page 22 he accuses Morris of having used 
his office for corrupt purposes, Musgrove of insincerity and dishonesty, Storrs of 
being thoroughly corrupt; at page 25 Pease of willful falsehood and of being with. 
out ordinary intelligence. At page 26 murders are imputed to Senator ALcorn. 

On the other hand, George E. Harris, the ex-attorney-general of the State, in his 
letter to the President of the United States, dated the 24th of November, 1875, 
giving the reason for the democratic success in Mississippi, declares that it was— 

“Due to the imbecility and base corruption of the State administration and afew 
adherents.” 

(See letter, page —.) 

He charges Ames— 

“With cold indifference and of contracting his views and narrowing his circle 
of friends to a few confidential advisers, who were a close corporation of mercenary 
men who knew but little of the wants of the poset of the State and cared less— 


men who have no identity of interest or sympathy in common with the people of 
the State.” 


He charges him— 

“ With the desire to control the judiciary as well as the executive department of 
the State; of resorting to the expediency of making appointments after vacation 
and then hélding the appointments over them in terrorem until the next session of 
the Legislature, and if they did not please him in decrees, &c., he could withhold 
their names, (as he did in one case,) thus making the judiciary of the State subservi- 
he actually removed 
Chancellor Dreman, as I believe, because in a case of habeas corpus he refused bail 
tothe governor's friend, Morgan, (sheriff of Yazoo County,) on a charge of the mur- 
der of one Hilliard.” 

He charged him— 

“ With appointing men to judicial position who had never had a case in court, 
and were totally ignorant of the law and practice, and who do not know a plea in 
bar from a demurrer.” 

Ex-Senator Revels, in his deposition, at page —, states: 

I. H. Estell, a republican, states, at page 325: 

Governor Ames's prostitution of his office and bargaining with appointees is 
shown by Judge Watson, at page —, as follows: 

Senator ALCORN flatly contradicts Governor Ames’s account of the Friar’s Point 
riot, in which Mr. ALCORN was one of the chief parties, (see deposition at page 67,) 
and expresses his want of confidence in Ames’s administration. 

See also letter of H. C. Carter, page —, also speech of G. WILEY WELLS, (see his 
specch, reported by Senator Revels, at page —,) in which he quotes Ames's ro- 
marks that ‘the blood of twenty-five negroes would be a good thing for the repub- 
lican party.” 

With such a division of feeling in regard to men and measures in the republican 
partyin Mississippi, with universal discontent among all classes of the people in 
regard tothe condition of the State and its administration, they approached the 
canvass of 1875. Governor Ames was charged by Harris (see same letter before 
quoted) with using his power as executive of the State for the purpose of securing 
his election to the United States Senate, and there seems to be no doubt that such 
was the fact. As he, himself, has stated, he had * united his fortune with the col 
ored people of the State, whom he believed to be in a majority.” He was unlearned 
in law or the spirit of civil rule. Military methods and rigor were his only concep 
tion of government. He seemed greedy of political power without comprehending 
its responsibilities. He didnotlessen his deficiences by associating with men more 
learned in civil rule than himself, but, avoiding men of intelligence and character 
in the State, surrounded himself with obsequious and inferior associates. The char- 
acteristics and tastes of the people among whom he had gone asastranger, ant yet 
to be their ruler, he never studied nor cared to comprehend, nor to have under- 
stood the gentle wisdom of Fletcher of Saltoun: “That if a man were permitted 
to make all the ballads, he need not care who should make the laws of a people.” 
Ile never gained their respect; but, by his self-seeking, his self-promotion to power 
and place and hia use of public power for his personal ends, be entirely lost what- 
ever he might have had of their respect. ‘Thus, losing public respect, he lost pub- 
lic confidence, and instead of seeking by conciliaton and methods of justice to re- 
gain it, he resolved to defy those who withheld it. The end of all his methods was 
simply foree—the bayonet ; that last and most cruel test of military fidelity, when 
the American soldier is Called wpon to use his arms against the American citizen. 
When he found the political knot was complicated, he set aside methods of reason 
and used the sword to cut it, because he was devoid of the skill or patience to un- 
tie it. Violence was the necessary end of such a rule as he conceived and sought 
to pnt in practice. The justend of governmentis the a of the people tobe 
governed, and measures to promote popular happiness and content are the first and 
chief duties of a ruler. It would be a farce to term suclra government as he con- 
ducted in the spring of 1875 a free government, either for the white or for the black 

xeople. The colored population were as thoroughly enslaved to his will and to the 
Raniful of politicians whom he set over them as they ever could have been at the 
hands of thejr former private owners. In his testimony at page 15, citing his last 
message to the Legislature, he says he regards the whole affair as a race issue, in 
which he avowedly intended to take sides with the black race against the white, 
and to use all his power, personal, political, and official, in their behalf. Thus, in 
the first year of his administration, in the fall of 1874, in the case of a contest for 
the office of sheriff at’ Vicksburgh, in Warren County, he forced Flanagan, tho 
white occupant, out of his seat by a company of United States troops, which he had 
demanded to be sent to him for that purpose from New Orleans. In 1575, when it 
became apparent that the democratic party was disposed to combine itself with all 
the clements of opposition to his administration and m:ke a strenuous effort to gain 
control of the State, Governor Ames made his first preparation in the Legislature 
for its defeat by the passage of a law known as the ‘Gatling-gun bill.” This is 
described in the testimony of E. Barksdale, page — : 

. You spoke of the “Gatling-gun bill,” what was that? 

. IT have, I think, a synopsis of the bill. 

* Section 3 of the bill empowered the commander-in-chief to organize, from the 
enrolled militia, two regiments of ten companies each, and to purchase four or more 
Gatling guns, and organize a corps of select oflicers and men from the infantry to 
send with the said guns.” 

That was passed by the Legislature which assembled on the Ist of January, 1875. 
The date is not given. 

Q. It.was passed the spring before the election ? 

A. Yes, sir; it was called the “Gatling-gun bill,” because the purchase of four 
Gatling guns was authorized, and they were regarded as weapons of very terrible 
destructive qualities. The appropriation for carrying out the purpose of the Gat- 
ling-gun bill was $60,000. Of this, $5,000 were authorized to be expended for mili- 
tary supplies and munitions of war. 

The next was his application to the Secretary of War at Washington for the 
State's quotam of arms. (See testimony, page —, and the accompanying papers 
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and applications of A.G. Packer, adjutant-general, organizing the State militia for 
active duty.) 

A. While matters were in a condition of profound peace here, thongh these 
causes of discontent existed to which I have referred and which are stated in the 
tax-payers’ m¢ morial and in the resolutions of the republican club here in the city 
of Jackson, Governor Ames, after the passage of the law which was known as the 
« Gatlin-gun bill,” as if preparing for war here, addressed a letter to the Secretary 
of War inquiring about Mississippi's quota of arms. A copy of that letter I have 
here: 
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HEADQUARTERS STATE OF MississirP! 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE 
Jackson, June, 1865. 
{General Orders No. 5.] 

The following-named officers have been appointed in the Mississippi State militia 
during the month of June, 187 

Lowndes County.—M. A. Brownlee, captain Company A, First Regiment Infantry; 
T. H. Smith, first lieutenant Company A, First Regiment Infantry ; D. P. Moody, 
second lieutenant Company A, First Regiment Infantry , : 

The following resignation in the Mississippi State militia has been accepted dur- 
ing the same period : 

Grenada Covnty.—June 17, 1875, First Regiment Infantry, C. P. Lincoln, colonel. 

By order of the commander-in-chief . 





May 25, 1875. 
Sir: By direction of his excellency A. Ames, governor of Mississippi, I have the 
honor to apply to you for the statement of arms and other military property issued 
to this State since 1860, under act of Congress April 23, 1808, and the acts amenda- 
yry thereto. 
° * ccmmmnnteation from the Ordnance Office, Washington, D. C., has been re- 
ceived, in which the State of Mississippi is charged, under the provisions of an 
act approved March 3, 1875, with the sum $170,167.31, and a balance due the United 
States is claimed of $1,967.60. 
The records of this office do not show the amounts of the apportionment for the 
different years, and having no data to furnish I respectfully apply to you to fur- 
ish it. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant- General. 


A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 
HEADQUARTERS STATE OF MISSISsIPrt, 
ADJUTAN@-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Jackson, October 1, 1875. 
(General Orders No. 7.] 

The following-named officers have been appointed in the Mississippi State mili- 
tia during the moaths of August and September, 1875: 

Warren County.— William French, colonel Fourth Regiment Infantry, August 
12, 187%. 

Firtu Division.—Brigadier-General William F. Fitzgerald, of Hinds County, 
September 15, 1875. 

Firru Division.—Staf of brigadier-genera!.—John D. Beaird, assistant adjutant- 
general, with rank of major, Warren County, September 22, 1875; Wirt Johnson, as- 
sistant surgeon-general, with rank of major, Hinds County, September 24, 1275; 
William R. Davol, assistant quartermaster-general, with rank of captain, Warren 
County, September 27, 1875 ; John J. Robrbacher, aid-de-camp, with rank of cap- 
tain, Hinds County, September 27, 1875; Marion Smith, aid-de-camp, with rank of 
captain, Hinds County, September 27, 1275. 

Varren Oounty.—K. J. Temple, captain Company A, Second Regiment Infantry, 
September 27, 1875. 

Staff of major-general.—M. B. Sullivan, assistant adjutant-general, with rank of 
colonel, Bolivar County, September 24, 1875; William H. Compton, assistant sur- 
geon-general, with rank of lieutenant-colonel, Hinds County, September 24, 1875. 

Hinds County.—John W. Clingan, captain Company A, First Regiment Infantry, 
September 25, 1875; John C, Rietti, first lieutenant Company A, First Regiment 
Infantry, September 25, 1875; Matt F. Ash, second lieutenant Company A, First 
Regiment Infantry, September 25, 1875; Charles Caldwell, captain Company A, 
Second Regiment Infantry, September 25, 1875; Eugene B. Welborn, first lieuten- 
ant Company A, Second Regiment Infantry, September 25, 1875; Porter Kelly, sec- 
ond lieutenant Company A, Second Regiment Infantry, September 25, 1875; Green 
Tapley, captain Company B, Second I ment Infantry, September 25, 1875 ; Charles 
Morgan, first lieutenant Company B, Second Regiment lufantry, September 25, 1875; 
John F. Duncan, second lieutenant Company B, Second Regiment Infantry, Sep- 
tember 25, 1875; Nathaniel D. Sneed, colonel Second Regiment Infantry, Septem- 
ber 27, 1875. 

Lafayette County.—Victor W. Thompson, colonel First Regiment Infantry, Sep- 
tember 22, 1875. 

First Division.—Staf of brigadier-general.—John C, Heidelberg, assistant adju- 
tant-general, with renk of major, Lee County, September 30, 1875; Clinton C. Jones, 
assistant quartermaster-general, with rank of captain, Lee County, September 30, 
1875; Joseph M. Bynum, assistant surgeon-general, with rank of major, Alcorn 
Connty, September 30, 1875; Henry M. G. Spencer, aid-de-camp, with rank of cap- 
tain, Lee County, September 30, 1575; Green M. Maddox, aid-de-camp, with rank 
of captain, Tippah County, September 30, 1875. 

By order of the commander-in-chief. 


The Hon. SECRETARY OF Wak, 
. Washington, D. C. 
That was a letter written on the 25th of May, 1875. 
On the 2d of June, before the political canvass, Governor Ames addressed a let 
ter to General Benét, chief of the Ordnance Department, as follows: 
JUNE 2, 1875. 
Sin: I have the honor to respectfully apply for a price-list of ordnance and ord- 
nance stores as issued from your Office; also a book of forms used in the Depart 
meat, if any change has been made since the publication of the regulations, 1863. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, — 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 





Brigadier-General S. V. Bexét, 
Chief of Ordnance, Washington, D. OC. 


Q. What do you know of any military preparation made by Governor Ames 
early in the canvass, and prior to the occurrente of any of these disturbances ! 

A. As I have stated, and cited the letters showing he was making military prep- 
arations. Then I have an order-book, issued from the headquarters State of Mis- 
si-sippi, adjutant-general’s office, Jackson, May 1, 1875, announcing officers of the 
Mississippi State militia, during the months of February, March, and April, 1875. 


“ STAFF OF THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF. 











“ Brigadier-General Albert G. Packer, of Holmes County, adjutant-general. 
February 25, 1875. 

* Lieutenant-Colonel Omar S. Lee, of Holmes County, aid-de-camp. February 
25, 1875" — 

A gentleman who has since proved a defaulter to a very large amount in the 
county of Holmes, and has fled the State, and his whereabouts are not known. 

* Lieutenant-Colonel James J. Spellman, of Madison County, aid-de-camp. Feb- 
ruary 25, 1835. 

“ Fourth division. 

“ Brigadier-General William Gray, of Washington County. February 25, 1875. 

“General Brown colonel First Regiment Infantry. February 25, 1875. 

“ Major-general State militia, Alexander Warner, of Madison County. February 
26, 1875.” 

These gentlemen were all members of the republican party. That General War- 
ner was the chairman of the republican State executive committees. 

Of these, Spellman, Gray, and Brown were colored men; no democrats among 
them. 

After the Clinton riot Governor Ames proceeded to perfect the military organi- 
zation which had been ordered by law ; and in the county of Hinds, under author- 
ity known as the *‘ Gatling-gun bill,” on the 23d of September, he ordered one thou- 

and Springtield breech-loading muskets to be purchased, and directed to the adju- 
tant-general of this post. After the receipt of those arms they were issued to com- 
panies in this county of Hinds, as follows: 

On the 2d of October, eighty guns, with accouterments, were issued to Captain 
Charles Caldwell. (colored.) 

On the 5th of October, to the same person, seventeen were issued. 

On the 6th of October, forty-seven issued to Captain John W. Cleagan, (white.) 

On the 7th, eighty stand of arms to Green Tapley, (colof@d,) with ammunition. 

On the 9th of October, eighty issued to Ed. L. Gillin, (colored,) with ammuni- 
tion. 

On the 9th October, 1865, stand of arms issued to Geo. D. Nixon, (white,) with 
ammunilios. 

On the l0th, eighty issued to W. C Mosely, with ammunition. 

On the 11th, #:xty issned to Oliver Cromwell, (colored,) with ammutiition. 

That was in this county; issued with accouterments, ammunition, &c., to five 
negro companies in the county of Hinds, and two white companies. 

Almost without exception the appointments were from the republican party. I 
do not think of an exception in the military appointments, and two-thirds of the 
companies, that were commissioned in the military service, were taken from that 
party. Probably half were commanded by colored officers. 

fhe following is a full list of the appointments : 

‘ ae Division.—Brigadier-General William F. Simonton, of Lee County, March 

» Daw. 

; SeconpD Division.—Brigadier-General Marion Campbell, of De Soto County, March 

, 1875. 


A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 





TIZADQUARTERS, STATE OF MISSISSIPr., 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Jackson, November 1, 1875. 
{General Orders No. 8.) 
The following-named officers have been appointed in the State militia during the 
month of October, 1875: 
Sixt Division.—Brigadier-General Harris P. Hurst, of Pike County, October 


Sixta Drvision.—Staf of brigadier.general._—James C. Lamkin, assistent adju- 
tant-general, with rank of major, Pike County, October 2, 1875; Frank Strong, 
assistant surgeon-general, with rank of major, Amite Coumy, October 2, 1875; 
Charles P. Hosmer, aid-de-camp, with rank of captain, Pike County, October 2 








1875; Moses Jackson, assistant quartermaster-general, with rank of captain, Amito 
County, October 17, 1875 

Warren County.—Adam Bowie, captain Company A, Second Regiment Infantry, 
October 5, 1875. 

Hinds County.— William C. Mosely, captain Company D, Second Regiment Infan 
try, October 7, 1875; John W. Chase, first lientenant Company D, Second Regi- 
ment Infantry, October 7, 1875; William Williams, second licutenant Company D, 
Second Regiment Infantry, October 7, 1875; E. L. Gilliam, captain Company F, 
Second Regiment Infantry, October 7, 1875; Thomas Stevens, first lieutenant Com- 
pany E, Second Regiment Infantry, October7, 1875; Robert Williams, second lieu- 
tenant Company E. Second Regiment Infantry, October, 7, 1875 ; George D. Nixon, 
captain Compauy B, First Regiment Infantry, October 9, 1875; E. W. Partin, first 
lientenant Company B, First Regiment Infantry, October 9, 1275; C. E. Marshall, 
second lieutenant Company B, First Regiment Infantry, October 9, 1875; William 
Iverson, captain Company C, Second Regiment Infantry, October 11, 1875; Edgar 
Gordon, first lieutenant Company C, Second Regiment Infantry, October 11, 1875; 
















Tuinp Division.—Brigadier General N. B. Bridges, of Oktibbeha County, March : es , : . ar 
we ; : a a - a Pr = or Cre 7 “apta ( pany F, Second Reg . antry, October RTD: 
4, 1:73; Hinds Counts, Sumuel F. Steele, colonel First Regiment Infautry, March | QUiver Cromwell, captain Company F Seooni Regiment Intantty, Oetolwar 1b 1st: 
10, 18 Jasper ¢ ounty, Newton Knight, colonel First Regiment Infantry, March 1875. Corselias DS Packer atound tented Company 7 Séccndl Mesteent Tn. 
; ; Lowndes County, W. A. Monroe, cagteia Columbia Light Artillery, March | ¢ontty October 11. 1875. gk : Par — 
aon Seabed ‘ _C Pp s 7 NS os ww ~ 3 in “ a y; ' 6 Dem . : 
a = Grenada County, C. P. Lincoln, colonel First Regiment Infantry, April De Soto Countu.— Albert D. Thompson, colonel First Regiment Infantry, October 


Monroe County, James W. Lee, colonel First Regiment Infantry, April 





11, 1875; Jefferson J. Evans, lieutenant-colonel First Regiment Infantry, October 
); Thomas A. Leon, major First Regiment Infantry, October 11,1875; James 
F. Pratt, adjutant, with rank of first lieutenant, First Regiment Infantry, October 
11, 1875; Horace H. Hillman, captain Company A, First Regiment Infantry, Octo 
ber 11, 1875; Calvin S. Nesbit, first lieutenant Company A, First Regiment Infan 
try, October 11, 1875; Henry Odom, second lieutenant Company A, First Regiment 
Infantry, October 11, 1875; John W. Farmer, captain Company B, First Regiment 
Infantry, October 11, 1875; Thomas McUain, first lientenant Company B, First 
tegiment Infantry, October 11, 1275; James McLaughlin, second lieutenant Com- 
pany B, First Regiment Infantry, October 11, 1875; Henry Rogers, captain Com 
pany C, First Regiment Infantry, October 11, 1875; Jerry Powell, first lientena 
Company C, First Regiment Infantry, October 11, 1875; Charles H. Knowlion, sec 
ond Souleannt Company C, First Regiment Infantry, October 11, 1875. 

Yazoo County.—Albert T. Morgan, colonel First Re 
1875; First Regiment Mississippi Cavalry, Colonel E 


12.1875. 
Ly order of the commander-in-chief. 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 





HEADQUARTERS STATE OF MISsISSIPr1, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 


Jackson, June 1, 1875. 
{General Orders No. 3.] 


The following-named officer has been appointed in the Mississippi State militia 
during the month of May, 1875: 
Wilkinson Oounty.—William H. Noble, colonel First Regiment Infantry. 
By order of the commander-in-chief. : 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 
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kinson County, October 11, 1875; Lieutenant-Colonel John G. Mills. of Helmes 
County, October 17, Le7 

Amite Count Charles P. Nelson, captain Company A, First Regiment Infantry, 
October 11 i I J. Lilly, first lieutenant Company A. First Regiment In 
fantry, October 14 i I. N. Lafayette Anderson, second lieutenant Company 
a tk Infantry, October 17, 1875. 

The follow appointments have been revoked during the same period 

Warren County.—K. J. Temple, captain Company A, Second Regiment Infantry, 
October 5, 175 

Hinds Oounty —Charies Caldwell, captain Company A, Second Regiment Infan- 
tr Octobe 21, 1875; Eugene B. Welborn, first lieutenant Company A, Second 
Regiment Infantry, October 21, 1875; Porter Kelley, second lieutenant Company 
A, Second Regiment Infantry. October 21, 1675 

By order of the commander-in-chict 

A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General 


The State militia having been thus organized preparatory for the campaign and 
the officials being among the most notorious and unscrupulous partisans, black and 
white, of the State administration, great alarm was created among the white pop 
ulation. The negro companies, ofticered by negroes, largely predominated, and 
threats were freely made by their orators that the slaughter of the whites would 
be completed from the cradle up, if necessary for their success. (Speech of Brig 
adier-General Gray, reported in testimony of W. A. Ferguson at page —; also tes- 
timony of Mr. Putnam, page ) 

As a consequence, rumors flew thick and fast. The preparation of the governor 
and his arming of the negro militia were on every tongue, and caused the deepest 
distress and apprehension g all classes who sought to preserve the peace in 
the State and friendly rela s between the two races. That such rumors were 
exaggerated there can be no donbt, for it was the interest of the Ames party and of 
the negroes to make proclamation of an organization and power which they knew 
they did not possess Theetfect was to increase the insolence and insubordination of 
the blacks and intensify the discontent and the apprehensions of the whites. The 
arms to be furnished by Governor Ames were at the expense of the State, and the 
whites were left to their private resources to obtain arms necessary, as they be 
lieved, for their self-defense \ feeling of excitement was engendered that grew 
each day in foree. Intimidation was thus openly proposed, and proposed to men 
not likely to be intimidated and totally misunderstood in their course by the men who 
were assuming to rule them Thus it seems that violence, bloodshed, and force, as 
the only arbiter of the election, were first suggested in a time of profound peace in 
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sustaining the charges of lawlessness and outrage 4 


AUGUST & 


’ 


my candid opinion that there were no less than five hundred men who lay in thy, 
woods the greater part of the night before the election. They would stand in }; 
at the polls, and drop asleep standing up. on account of not having had sle p the 
previous night These democratic clubs were organized into squads, and each « 
these squads had two anvils. They would go to a little rising place in the m 
and put these anvils down, and shoot them off ten or twelve times, and sh. ot 
shot-cuns, yell, and go on, dnd stop a mile perhaps farther on, and repeat t! 
thing again. We could hear it in every direction from town, and it sour 
like war times. The colored people, when these squads would be ap; 
them, shooting and yelling, would of course imagine that they were going to 
them, and they would slip out and get into the woods, and lay hid until mor 
In the morning they came in one at a time, and found out no one had been kille 
This was done on the night before the election, and finding out that nothing serio 
had been done, and that this was only a trick to frighten them, they came up to 
polls and voted, anc we polled a larger vote than we bad polled before since tiy 
war; both democratic a republican 

Perhaps the best proof that can be offered of the real intent and spirit with which 
the democratic and conserva! ive canvass was organized and conducted will be found 
in the telegraphic correspondence between Mr. George, the chairman of the execu 
tive committee, and his party associates throughout the State, who communicated 
with him during the canvass. This correspondence, although not referred to by 
any Witness nor in any way supposed to be connected with the subjects to be in 
quired of by the committee, was, by the order of the committee and against thy 
formal and recorded protest of the undersigned, made public for the purpose of 
inst the democratic party of 
Mississippi. Mr. George had not been made a witness; none of the parties who 
were his correspondents had been made witnesses; but the whole correspondenc: 
was seized and produced in bulk before the committee, and is to be found on pages 
380 to 420 of the testimony 

Let it be borne in mind that these communications were all supposed by the 
writers to be confidential, and that their contents would never be made public 

It will be difficult for any mind, however prejudiced, to construe any portion of 


| this telegraphic correspondence so as to favor the suspicion that lawlessness of any 


the State of Mississippi, by Governor Ames and his political associates. (See page | 


334, deposition of Frank Johnston; page 472, deposition of E. Barksdale.) The 


practice of carrying arms in Mississippi among all classes is almost universal, and | 


there were but few witnesses who appeared before the committee who were not 
ao equipped—one, a Mr. Chisholm, a leading republican of Kemper County, 
promptly producing his weapou for the inspection of the committee, and the jus 
tices of the peace and constables declaring that it was a part of their oflicial cos 
tume 

It waa testified by at page ind ———- ———. at pave —, that after 
the war the desire to obtain arms among the negroes was almost universal, and 
that the sales of weapons to them, especi uly of shot-cnus, was very muc h in’excess 
of what it was to the whites 

Not only were the white p opie of Mississippi threatened with the organization 
and use of the armed negro militia in the coming election, but the armed forces of 
the Government of the United States were held in terror over them for a like pur 
pose. Mr. Warner, chairman of the republican State executive committee, at page 

states that, immediately upon the holding of the republican State convention at 
Jackson, in 1875, a resolution was adopted vesting him with an authority to 
appoint a committee, with himself as chairman, to visit Washington and call upon 
the President for armed aid to the republican party in the ensuing canvass, which 
resolution, and the action of the committee under it, shows the character of the 
campaign which they intended should be waged in that State It may be here 
mentioned that the prevalent idea among the negroes and the handful of whites 
who led them in Mississippi seems to be that the Federal Administration will at 
all times exert its armed authority for the purpose of retaining them in office; and 
it was in the hopes of such intervention that the application referred to was made 
and which, as we believe, has largely promoted and induced the complaints which 
led to the constitution of this committer Phe experience of prior elections had 
been favorable to this belief. (See page — of testimony.) 

Question. Was it a fact, then, that the military arm of the Government was used 
in his election in favor of one party? : 

Answer. Yes, sir; the troops were sent to various parts of the State at that time, 
and persons were arrest¢ dand thrown into prison ; and the effect of the use of troops 
against men who were opposed to that party had very great influence in controll- 
ing and determining the election 

(). I would like to ask that fact, whether the Army of the United States has been 
used as a party agent in the affairs of Mississippi, and if it has been so felt by the 
party to which you belong 

A. Yes, sir; it has been so felt, for it was felt in that clection, and the military 
commander was seen to go into a political organization and pledge his support to 
its candidates; and the troops were placed in various portions of the State without 
any ostensible cause other than their presence would have that effect 

The democratic conservative party of Mississippi, in the platform adopted at 
their State convention ou the 3d of August, 1875, contained the following proposi 
tions 


by the Constitation of the United States and the amendments thereto. 

Second. Favoring the education of all the children of the State in public school, 
sustained by adequate taxation ; but opposition to extravagance or partisan ad 
ministration of said schools 

The thirteenth cordially invites the voters of all the people of both races to unite 
vigorously with them in the approaching canvass. (See page — of testimony.) It 
was by this convention that the democratic executive committee was organized, 
and J. Z. George appointed as chairman. 

Thus opened the campaign of 1875. It is in proof, by almost every witness who 
was examined on the subject, that the negroes were organized in clubs, having a 
quasi military organization in every county in the State. Clubs, also, of white peo 
ple were formed, and the parading and marching, with the use of flags, drums, 
music, cannon for salutes or the explosion of anvils—a rude substitute for cannon— 
became general throughout the State 

Much of the alleged intimidation of the colored people by the white population was 
claimed to be from causes like these, which could oats have operated upon minds of 
the most childish character, and would be ridiculed if proposed with the same in- 
tent in any part of the Northern States. This constitutional timidity of the colored 
population was frequently and gravely urged as entering into alleged violations of 
the fifteenth amendment by white men, who fired off pistols in the air and ex 
ploded anvils at night on their return from meetings through the country. At 
page 112. A. Parker, republican sheriff in Amite County, testifies as follows : 

Question. You may state whether or not these outrages had the effect of intimi 
dating the colored voters 

Answer. They certainly did, sir. Tam satisfied that for a month before the elec 
tion there was not a week-day or a Sunday that colored people did not come to my 
residence or to the conrt-house. and tell me of these visits to their houses, and ask 


my advice as to what they should de, and did T think they would be killed, and all | 
I will state as | 


sech inquiries as that. Of course I encouraged them all I could 





kind was looked to as an element for the success of the democratic party in that 
canvass. From first to last there is nothing but what is creditable to Mr. Georg: 
and his democratic correspondents as honorable, peaceful, and law-abiding citizens 
We do not believe it will be possible to torture any of these dispatches into any 
other meaning. The demonstration of General Ames in organizing the negro mil 
itia, the openly expressed intentiomand threat of bringing Federal troops inte t! 
State to control the election, no doubt operated to create a corresponding antago 

nism and bitterness, and suggested that it should be met by force. The “race is 

sues,"’ which Governor Ames has recognized, and upon one side of which he so 
promptly and vigorously ranged himself with all his official powers, were undoubt 

edly a avated and intensified. Collisions were constantly threatened, aud yet few, 
remarkably few, under all the circumstances, occurred, 

In endeavoring now to give a reliable account of the acts of violence and blood 
shed which were proven before the committee as having occurred in Mississippi 
during the summer and autumn of 1875, we deem it hardly necessary to make ex 
pression of the intense and hearty reprobation which we, in common with all men 
who respect and value Jaw and order and humanity, necessarily felt, and now feel 
upon every occasion where violence and crime were committed. Stern repression 
and prompt punishment are the just measures to be dealt out to all such off. nders 
without respect to race or color or station in life, and for all such criminals and 
transgressors we invoke due punishment at the hands of those who are the repr 
sentatives of the Government whose laws need vindication. But while we pro 
pose in every proven case to condemn the guilty, we do not propose to allow reason 
able proof to be replaced by reckless and malicious assertion or rumor ; nor do w 
propose to condemn a whole community upon the testimony of men, confessed! 
without character, who live upon slanders and trade upon abuse. instigated. as 
many of such characters were who appeared before the committee, by a miseral! 
faction, whose hope of prolonged plunder and self-enrichment lies in keeping up a 
condition of public excitement and fanning the prejudices and hat: eds of i ly 
formed citizens of the North against the white people of the South. We confident 
believe that when knowledge of the truth as it is, and sad though it may be in many 
respects, of the state of affairs in Mississippi, shall possess the minds of the peo 
ple of the Northern States, the ocenpation of the miserable class of slanderers to 
whom we have referred will be gone forever 

It is for this reason that we sincerely deprecate such utterances as are contained 
in the speech of the honorable Senator from Indiana, {[Mr. Morton,} and delivered 
in the Senate by him. when urging the adoption of the resolution by which this 
committee was authorized. No fact stated by that honorable Senator was upon his 
personal knowledge, and the source from which he obtained his assumed facts 
was disclosed by the deposition of Captain Fisher, to be found at page 533. 

By Mr. Barann: * 

Question. Ts not that a copy of Mr. Morton's speech that you have there? 

Aiswer. Yes, sir. 

Q. Didn't you furnish these extracts to him? 

A. I furnished some of them 

SENATOR MORTON'S SPEECH, AND WHO HELPED TO COMPILE THE EXTRACTS IN IT 

Q. I observe, in reply to a question put to you, first in respect to the Clinton riot, 
and next in regard to certain questions in reference to the taxation of the Statc 


| that you consulted a pamphlet; have you it? 
First. The recognition of civil and political eqnality of all men as established | 


A. Yes, sir. [Witness hands a to Senator BaYyarp.] 
Q. This purports to be a speech delivered by Mr. Morton in the United States 


| Senate in January, 1876. 





' 


A. Yea, sir. 

. I suppose when you read the extract from the Raymond Gazette you obtained 
it from that speech ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you looked for information in regard to the taxation of the State to the 
statements in that speech? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You read your testimony from what you found there? 

A. I refreshed my recollection on a few points from what I found there. 

Q. Did you or did you not read from that speech when you gave your answer! 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Did you or did you not read from that speech when you were qnestioned in 
regard to the proceedings of the Clinton riot, and the number of persons killed at 
that time? 

A. No, sir; I did not. I endeavored to find a paragraph taken from the Forest 
Register, in which it stated the number killed at Clinton—the Forest Register is a 
democratic paper—but I do not find the paragraph. 

Q. Did you, as a matter of fact, make that political compilation in there from 


| the democratic press of Mississippi ? 


A. Lassisted in that compilation. 
Who assisted you ? 
Well, sir, there were extracts furnished by different gentlemen. 
Name those parties. 

d Alcorn assisted in a portion of the compilation, 

. That is Mr. Robert J. Alcorn? 

Yes, sir. 
Where did you prepare them’ Where were you at that time? 
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A. I was in this city. 

©. Were they prepared in this city? 

A. O, ves, sir. 

©. To whom did you furnish them ? 

\. Well, sir, they were furnished to Senator Morton. 

QO. At bis request! s 

\. Iwas requested to furnish to Senator Morton all the evidence that I could 


rudely contradicted by some one in th 
the hall was soon emptied ; the result of the melee being the killing of Mr. B. R 
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An altercation took place, growing out of some remark of the speaker which was 
audience ; pistols were drawn and fired, and 


ECORD—SEN ATE. 





Mitchell, a white man, and the wounding of Foote, a colored man. (See testimony 


of Foote, at page —; also of A. T. Morgon, at page —.) 


_ This was the beginning and the end of the riot in the hall; but the condition of 
fecling which probably gave rise to the riot did not end with that affray. Yazoo 


obtain showing the character of the election and of the canvass in Mississippi last | County contained an overwhelming majority of colored people. Its government, 


fall. I told him that I should be very glad to do that, and that I might be able to 
furnish some extracts showing the temper of the press, which he said he would be 
very glad to receive. And I proceeded to do so; and a portion of what you see 
here is the result of that labor é | 

Q. Did you see him personally and furnish these to him at his request ? 

A Yes, sir; I did 

Thus it will be seen that, while being examined as a witness, Captain Fisher 
based his replies upon the speech made by the honorable Senator; and yet he ad 
mits that he himself had furnished to the honorable Senator the statements con 
tained in that speech; that he had not personal knowledge himself, but that the 
speech was prepared in the city of Washington from the newspaper-clippings which 
he. Fisher. as the editor of a partisan paper, had made from time to time in the State 
of Mississippi. Thus, if Mr. Morton quotes Fisher and Fisher quotes Morton, the 
combined authority of the two can be no greater than that of either, and either and 
both rest entirely upon mere hearsay and information for the assertions which are 
dignified by the utterance of a Senator in Congress. 

During the canvass that preceded the election of November 2, 1875, there were 
four political disturbances ending in the loss of human life and bloodshed, in regard | 
to which much testimony has been taken by the committee, and which have mainly 
served as the basis for the wholesale accusations against the white people of Mis- 
sissippi with which the public press and the ears of the northern people have been 
industriously filled. 

I. A riot at Vicksburgh on the occasion of the celebration of the 5th of July, 
(the 4th of July happening on Sunday ) 

Il. The riot of Yazoo City on the Ist of September. 

III. The riot at Clinton on the 4th of September ; and 

IV. Friar’s Point on the 9th of October. 

In regard to the Friar’s Point riot, there is no testimony whatever except what 
is contained in the statement of Governor Ames, at page 26, and of Senator Alcorn, 
at page (7. Governor Ames charges Senator ALCORN with being personally respon 
sible for those occurrences. This he does upon the information of others, not hav 
ing been personally present ; but Mr. Alcorn, who was personally present, gives 
in full the history of his participation as a leader in that whole affair, and divests 
it entirely of such political significance as is referred to in the resolution appoint- 
ing this committee. 

He testifics that the difficulty originated in the party schism between his adher- 
ents and those of Governor Ames, in which the democratic party, or, what is the 
same thing, the white people of Mississippi, had no share. He states, at page 69 
the cause of the riot, which was, his personal difference with John Brown, the 
negro sheriff, and the organization by Brown of a large body of armed negroes, 
several hundred in number, well armed and approaching the town of Friar's Point, 
threatening to sack and burn it. 

Mr. Alcorn organized a force, and with his “double-barreled shot-gun" headed 
thedefense. The negroes were dispersed at first by the forces of Alcorn without 
loss of lifeor wounds on either side; but the murder by the negroes of a respect 
able young white man, by the name of Scott. who was innocently attending to his 
business and taking no part-in the trouble, led to a retaliation by the Alcorn party, 
and be sums up, at page 71, the result of tho conflict: 

Iwo white men assassinated by the negroes, one other shot himself accidentally, | 
and nine colored men killed by the Alcorn party. 

Deplorable and dreadful as the occurrence seems to have been, and public as it 
was, and well known to Governor Ames, who has furnished the committee with 
brown's communications to him on the subject, (and which are to be found at page 
20 of the documentary evidence attached w the testimony,) yet no action seems 
ever to have been taken by any of the civil anvhorities of Mississippi to vindicate 
the law, and, so faras the testimony of Senator ALCORN discloses, no memberof the 
cemocratic party was concerned in the transaction. Whatever may be the lawless 
am! dreadful character of this collision, it is proved beyond doubt to have been dis 
connected with any trouble growing out of the democratic-conservative organiza- 
tion of Mississippi. It shoultl not be forgotten that Senator ALCORN is astrenuous 
republican and ally of General Grant's administration, and that the democratic 
party of Mississippi have no more determined opponent. 

The riot at Vicksburgh on the 5th of July is stated by every witness who has 
been examined to have been entirely unpremeditated. The colored people met at 
the court-house on the morning of that day for the performance of patriotic exer 
cises. Among the audience was Cardozo, the negro superintendent of education, 
and who was also to have been one of the speakers on that occasion. He was the 
editor and proprietor of a newspaper published in Jackson, in which, it seems, he 
had assailed Judge Cowan,a citizen of the county. Judge Cowan and Cardozo 
met at the railway station at Vicksburgh on the morning of the 5th. An alterca- 
tion took place between them by reason of the scurrilous article by Cardozo and a 






judges, clerks, sheriff supervisors, justices of the peace, constables, juries—gran 





1 
and petit—prosecuting officers—all were in the hands of the republican party. Mr 
Morgan, who was one of the chief actors on this occasion, was the autocrat of his 
party in that county. He held the office of sheriff at one time, and was a candidate 
for re-election. He appeared in Washington before the committee to assail his po 
litical opponents in Mississippi. Mr. Morgan has been in Washington employed 
as he says, asa claim agent for several months. He was in communication with 
the majority of the committee for weeks prior to their departure for Mississippi 
His testimony could readily have been then jaken, and some opportunity thus af 


| forded for calling witnesses in reply, but he was withheld until the return of the 
committee to Washingten, and examined at the very close of their sessions. He 


stated, at page —, that he went to Mississippi at the close of the war, rented 
lands, and commenced planting, but from various causes failed and was sold out, 
and became insolvent; that he was received with the greatest possible kindness 
on every hand upon his first coming, but soon lost his popularity with the white 
people, to whom he became exceedingly obnoxious. He omitted to inform thecom- 
mittee that he had married a colored woman, which fact was stated by Dixon and 
Foote, colored witnesses, and his political associates, at page —. Upon his fail 
ure in business he immediately embarked in politics, and has thoroughly con 
trolled the county ever since. Attorney-General Harris, in the letter hereinbefore 
cited, classes him among the disreputable associates of Governor Ames, and says 
that, when a State senator, he offered to sell his vote for $2,000; that Raymond, 
the State printer, refused to pay it, saying that he had already paid him $900, and 
that was enough for that vote. Morgan was also chairman of the late republican 
State convention. 

The marriage, to which we have alluded, and his evil repute encouraged a po 
litical associate named Hilliard, and a former sheriff, to run against him for the 
nomination of sheriff. The convention nominated Morgan; but Hilliard bolted 
and ran for the office, calling to his aid whatever opposition he could muster. At 
the end of the election in 1874, Hilliard, being in office, refused to give it up to 
Morgan, except upon terms to which Morgan refused to accede, and claimed that 
Morgan had not qualified according to law. Morgan proposed to take possession 
of the office by foree of arms, and did so, and killed Hilliard, whoresisted him, and 
with his party friends shot other adherents of Hilliard. This riot, occurring at 
the court-house, involved none but members of the republican party. (See deposi 
tion of Foote, page —.) hose who were killed and those who killed them were 
alike republicans. No democrat was concerned in it; but the friends of the mur 
dered man caused the arrest of Morgan, who was committed without bail, waiving 
any hearing before the committing magistrate. He immediately, however, sued 
out a writ of habeas corpus before Chancellor Dreman, who, after a hearing of five 
days, refused to discharge him on bail, and recommitted him to prison. Morgan 
was then, at his own request, removed to the penitentiary at Jackson. He was, as 
his correspondence with Governor Ames shows, (sce pages 102 and 103 of the docu 
mentary evidence,) on terms of close pe rsonal and political intimacy with Ames, 
and, according to the letter of Harris, the attorney-general, Ames removed Dreman 
because he refused to bail his friend Morgan, and appointed Walton chancellor in 
place of Dreman, who thereupon proceeded to hear the application of Morgan for 








| a discharge, and discharged him on a recognizance of 85,000. Morgan re-appeared 


in Yazoo City, obtained possession of lis oflice, and having political control of the 
county no indictment was found against him or any of his friends for the murder 
of Hilliard or the shooting of Hilliard’s friends until the county passed into the 
democratic hands by the result of the election of 1875, when an indictment for mur 
der was found against him by a grand jury, from which indictment, he is to-day a 
fugitive in the city of Washington, and appears as a witness before the committee 
of the Senate to assail the community whose laws he has outraged. That Morgan 
killed Hilliard must have been found by Chancellor Dreman whew he refused 
after a hearing of tive days, to discharge him on bail, and the testimony of Foote 
(see page —) testifies to the same fact. How far the condition of fe« ling which 
led to the riot in Yazoo City on the Ist of September, i875, had been brought about 
by the lawless action and defiance of all order by Morgan himself and his political 
associates is not easy to determine; but that he was himself a gross transgressot 
there can be no manner of doubt, and that such a man would never be permitted 
to obtain or retain office in the Northern States, we believe to be equally true. Tho 
weight of the testimony of such a witness we submit to just public consideration. 
The Clinton riot was productive of more public excitement than the three other 
riots which we have described. It has been the subject of more exaggerated state 
ment than all the other three combined, and the facts attending it can now be stated 
with a reasonable degree of certainty. A political meeting at which a barbecue 
was to be had was called at Clinton, a village on the Vicksburgh Railroad about 
twelve miles west of Jacksen, the capital of the State. To give celebrity to the 
occasion, Governor Ames and other leading members of his party were announced 











collision ensued. Cardozo was assisted by a white man named , and with 
his aid, the attack of Cowan was foiled and Cardozo got off in safety and reached 
the court-honse and took his place in the meeting. A few young men, supposed to 
have been friends of Cowan, followed him to renew the conflict, and finding there 
———.. who bad interfered between them at the depot, an encounter took place 
in which — was shot by some one unknown to any witness who testified. 

The testimony discloses (sce deposition of . page —, and the deposition of 
——, at page —) that but a single shot was fired in the building, whieh resulted 
in the wounding of . who has since absconded from the State. After the 
shooting of the meeting, composed chiefly of colored people, scattered in 
great confusion. Shots were fired over their heads, one of which struck an old col- 
ored man who was on the sidewalk, not concerned in the meeting, and caused his 
death. The indignation of the men who had sought Cardozo continued; search 
was made for him, but he was secreted in an upper portion of the building and 
finaily managed to escape unhurt. The mayor of the town, Dr. Leary, appeared 
promptly on the scene and soon brought everything to order. The riot had its ori- 
gin in oes encounter between Judge Cowan and Cardozo, had no feature 
of political intent, and the loss of life was confined to the old colored man, who was 
shot accidentally by some unknown person. The person who was wounded in the 
court-honse was proven to be a very disreputable man, and was cither a bar-keeper 
or the partner of a negro who kept a low drinking-honse. He having absconded, 
no proceedings have been taken against the person who shot him, nor is it known 
whether his wound is dangerous or not. The disturbance of this innocent and 
e aceable assembly was undoubtedly outrageous, and deserves the greatest repro- 

vation; but it is impossible to believe that it was in any way or degree connected 

with party politics. It was a gross breach of the peace, which should have been 
po arrested, as it was, and severely punished by the civil authorities, as it 
was not. 

The affray at Yazoo City took place at a club meeting of the republican party 
held at Bedwell’s hallon the Ist of September, 1875, to which members of all parties 
were invited. The speaker was A. T. Morgan, the sheriff, and a candidate for re- 
election, who says: 

“There were present, perhaps, half a dozen white republicans and fifty colored 
and perhaps half a dozen or more democrats.’ 

















to be speakers, and by an arrangement democratic speakers were also invited and 
a portion of the time for discussion allotted to each. It was intended to be a grand 
demonstration on the part of the republicans, who attended in large numbers, esti 
mated at from eighteen hundred totwenty-five hundred, of whom upward of twelve 
hundred were men. The whites were a mere handful, by the best informed wit- 
nesses supposed to be from sixty to seventy-five, republicans and democrats, 

The number of white men who participated in the fight that ensned was proba 
bly from ten to fifteen. The parade of the republicans, composed wholly of colored 
men, was unusually large and carefully arranged. Eight hundred and ninety 
mounted colored men were counted by Captain Montgomery in the procession. (See 
his testimony, page 543.) 


NUMBER OF WHITRS AT CLINTON MEETING. 


Q. How many white people do you suppose were present at the Clinton meeting, 
at the original meeting ’ 

A. At the barbecue ? 

Q. At the barbecue. 

A. I think not over twenty-five or thirty; thirty at the outside. 


NUMBER OF COLORED PEOPLE AT CLINTON MEETING. 


Q. How many colored people ? 

A. I counted eight hundred men in line, cavalry. 

Q. Besides that, how many ? 

A. Besides that there were, I reckon, four hundred or five hundred on foot, besides 
women and children. I don't know, but I reckon there was a crowd of two or three 
thousand altogether. 

Q. You went up to be one of the speakers, but did not speak? 

A. Yes, sir; I did not speak 

Q. You were entirely unarmed ? 

A. Entirely so— 
while companies on foot to the number of many hundred were counted by the same 
witness. Many, perhaps the majority, of these men on foot and horseback were 
armed, and this procession so formed moved out of its pecessary line of march to 
the place of barbecue, and paraded through the town‘of Clinton. The piace of 
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apeaking was on a hi!! just outside of the town and near the railway station. The | Frank Johnston, of the town of Jackson, together with Mr. Chilton and Jn(j- 
speahing was commenced by Jadge Johnston, a democrat, in a very temperate and | Cabinis, within a few days after the occurrence. Diligent inquiry was instituted 
covciliatory speech, as described by every witness who was examined. He was | by these gentlemen, and a number of affidavits from white and colored men, «& 

i wed by Captain Pisher, a republican; and during the remarks of Fisher a ocrats i republicans, were taken at t and at the town of Clinton. My 
collision took place between a young white man and a colored man, about one hun Johnston was examined before the committce great length, and appended thes 
dred yards from the speaker's stand a‘lidavits to his testimony. Lis cross-examination developed nothing in cont ! 


Comments had been made upon Fisher's remarks, and rnde contradictions of their | tion of the conclusions at which he had arrived in September, 1875. His deposition 
truth by one young white man named Neal, from the town of Raymond, stand- | will be found at pages 329-378 of the testimony, 


the reliability of his statements 

ing in a group of two or three of his companions not many feet from the speaker's | is attested in the strongest terms by all the republicans who have been examined 

stand; but Captain Fisher in his testinx in relation to this affair. Judge Alkiderson says of Mr. Jobnston, at page 301: 
Q. Was your speech interrupted by the shooting or disturbance that occurred | 

or were you interrupted by remarks ule ? 













(s0e page 036)— 





Iv Mr. CAMERON: 


A. I do not know that any remarks were made to me; if there were I did not Q. If Mr. Frank Johnston made a s 
hear them 


Y. We have had 
nesses were bot cer 





atement that he had made a thorough exam 
ination, would you conclude that that was absolutely trug or merely that he reall 
creat deal of testimony about the Clinton affair, and the wit- | believed that he had made a thorough examination ? 

n, when you were speaking, whether you heard these inter- | A. I would not conclude anything; but whatever Mr. Johnston would investi 
ruptions noticed by men standing by, and I thought I would ask you whether you | gate and state upon his word of honor, that I would give credit to. Ido not know 
heard them or not | &2 man for whose moral worth I have a higher respect than I do for Frank Jolnston’s 

A. Lheard sequen to the riot, when I got home, that such expressions had | And his high character is equally attested by Judge Swann, Mr. Estelle, and 
been mad dl to portions of my speech. or as having reference to myself; | every republican witness who was ¢xamined in regard to the Clinton transactio 
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Ly 
bat I did not hear them, and if I had heard them I should not likely have paid any | His pro 
attention to them 





fession is that of a lawyer, and his residence within twelve miles of the 
| scene of disaster. So that we feel justified in accepting the statement of facts and 
distinotly says that he did not hear these remarks, nor was his speech interrupted | the conclusions of Mr. Johnston as perfectly true and reliable. 
by anything that was said in the crowd, but that the interruption to his speech | substance by nearly every witness who was examined. 
arose from the affray between the white and the colored men to Which we have re Captain li. G. Fisher, who was the compiler of Mr. Morton's speech, and was 
ferred: that the white m nqu m had a bottle of whisky from which he had | ono of the speakers at the barbecue. stated his difficulty, even after the most car 


He is sustained in 





















been drinking, and whic o doubt was the proximate cause of theaffray that then | ful investigation, in ascertaining reliably the names of more than four or five col 
took plac r Immediate upon the collision between these two a pistol-shot was | ored men who lost their lives on the occasion. There seems to be no just reason to 
heard, and there is conflict of testimony as to the person who fired it. It was im | doubt that the collision was entirely unpremeditated, certainly so on the part of 
mediately followed by a general discharge of firearms, and in the mélée, which | the whites who were present, as it would have been little leas than madness for 
caused intense confusion. two colored men were killed on the spot and four or five | twenty-five or thirty white men, not more than half of whom were armed, to have 
were wounded. The negroes were raliied and commenced pursuit of the whites, | precipitated a conflict against such overwhelming odds. (See Fisher's testimony, 
who, in a group numbering about cleven men, retreated from the field pages 521 to 523.) 

Martin Sivley and Thompson, white men, were overtaken, killed, and their bodies As an illustration of the absence of any anticipation of difficulty on the part of 
mutilated. Thompson was found im the public read, nearly a mile from the scene | the whites, we refer to the testimony of Captain Montgomery, (page 541,) by which 

| 


of action, shot through the head. Charles Chilton was killed in his own yard, and, 


it appears that, having been asked to fill the appointment of another democrat who 
as it appears by the testunony of Captain Montgomery, (page 543)— 


had intended to speak at Clinton, he attended the meeting without even a pocket 
knife upou his persen, and that, taking the train from Edwards's Station to Clinton 
in company with Harney, the colored sheriff of the county, he remarked in reply to 
an observation of Harney that he was total'y unarmed, but that be believed that of 
the posse of twenty-five colored men whom Harney had on board, twenty-four would 
be found to have weapons upon their persons, and upon an cxamivation by Harney 
it was found to be trnoe in the case of more than two-thirds. (See page —.) 

It will be borne in mind that thisaffray occurring between a mere handfulof whites 
and a large and organized body of colored men who were to mect in the presence of 
the governor of the State, their peculiar and especial champion, whohad to use his 
own words, * united his fortune with theirs ;" who held the entire executive power 
of the State; was also in a pouitical stronghold of the republican party which con 
trolled every peace officer; that every means of repressing or punishing disorder 
was in the hands of officials of that party; that within twelve miles was a force 
of United States troops encamped for the alleged purpose of suppressing riot. It 
seems impossible to believe that such a collision could be brought on by the minm 


ABOUT THE WHITE MEN KILLED 

Q. Did you know any of them ? 
A. No, sir; I did not know any of them 
Q). Black men or white men? 
A. They were black men that I saw there, just lying there, and we afterward 
found the body ef Mr. Sivley and Mr. Thompson and Mr. Chilton. Mr. Chilton was 
shot right near his honuse—the very man I had taken dinner with, and there was 
not a more quiet, inoffensive man in our county. It was Charles Chilton, the 
brother of John Chilton, who bad before that been an active republican, and a lead 
ing republican of the native Mississippians of our county; and at that riot he 
threw up the sponge; he said he had given $100 in money and in beef, and the 
heart's best blood of his brother that day, and he was done. 

(). By whom was his brother killed? 
A. By the negroes 
) 




















(. Tow far from the original scene of the riot ? ity under such circumstances with a view to produce political effect. Such a 

A. Right at his own gate he was shot; that was one hundred yards, I suppose. | view is irreconcilable with any suggestion of human motives of which the unde: 

(). Was he in the affray? signed have any knowled 

A. No, air Phere was such a stampede and rush that the negro men were rid It may here be noted that Major Allyn. in command of the United States troops 
ing and running over their women and children ; and there was such confusion and | stationed at Jackson, was at Clinton on the night of the riot, (see page 331,) and was 
hallooing that he ran ont to his gate. He carried his gun with him, though, which | in Juckson during the sessions of the committee, in intercourse with the majority 
was very natural ; and he handed his gua to a negro boy standing by him, and said, | of the committee, but not examined as a witness . 

Take this.” Now, that is the way the ting was told me. He was standing This, we believe, comprises a list of the public disorders prior to the election 


there helping the women and the children into his yard to get them out of the way 
of the stampede and of the horses, and as he turned his back some of the men in 
the road fired and shot him. After finding that there was no armed boly on the 
top of the hill and several men from the town began to assemble—but before that 
time the negroes had gone off in companies, and they seemed to be assembling, and 
I thought we had better make for the depot, and get possession of that, and send 
for assistance to some other point to help us--for 1 thought it was very likely that 
there were not white men enough there to hold the town against the negroes, should 
they be disposed to attack it—which we did— 


in relation to which testimony has been taken by the committee. There are oi}: 
cases of homicide and violence, to which we shall hereafter refer. The murder 
Wiiliam P. Haffa, a white man, as detailed by his wife at page 4%3, and by the t 
timony of Captain Montgomery at page 547, ocenrred on the 6th of September 

This murder of Haffa seems to have been an atrocious crime, and two importan 
facts appear in the testimony of his widew and daughter, (see pages 433-490.) o1 
of whic f is the failure in public duty, which cost Haffa his damages in a civil suit 
against two parties named Bush, who had assaulted bim—was that of Lake 
publican United States official at Jackson, (see page 457;) and, secondly, that the 
names of the persons who murdered her hasband are well known aad given, and 
that she went to Governor Ames with her sad story. 

Why. may it be asked, did not Governor Ames order the arrest and trial of one 
or all of these murderers?) The only notice he scems to have taken of Mrs. Ilatfa 
was a very moderate subscription, to the more liberal one already made by Captain 
Montgomery, a democrat 

Mr. Haffa would not appear to have been altogether the blameless citizen «e- 
scribed (naturally) by his widow. 

Captain W. N. Montgomery testifies, at pages 547, 548, as follows: 

















was endeavoring to let the black women and children into his yard to escape the press 
of the crowd behind them when he was shot. Captain White was shot, stabbed, 
and left for dead. Rice, Wells, Wharton, and Robinson, white men, were all 
wounded, with others whose names are not obtainable 

The excitement of the scene and consequent confusion created the wildest and 
most variant rumors. Tho negroes were reported as massing at a short distance 
from the town, proposing to attack and destroy it. Their declarations and crics 
during the conflict had been of an alarming character, and spread great dismay 
among the citizens. Instantly the telegraph was put in requisition, and bodies of 
wen at Vicksburgh, Jackson, and Edwards's Station hast:ly met together, armed 
withevery variety of weapon, and taking the train reached Clinton on tbe evening 
of Saturday after the riot bad occurred and the negroes had left the town. 

A hasty attempt at organization was made by the election of Captain William 
A. Montgomery to the command of this unorganized and hastily collected force 
to the number of several hundred. Captain Montgomery testifies (see page —) 
that he immediately caused a mounted patrol, led by him in person, to make a 
circuit of the town and ascertain whether any immediate attack from the negroes 
was to be apprehended. Le discovered no one, and no shot was given or returned 
between ae and the colored men, nor was there any collision or disturbance 
whatever le returned to Clinton where the white men had collected under arms, 
and tinding a want of subordination among them he resigned his position as com- 
mander, because he would not take the responsibility of preserving the peace with- 
out having the power to do so. Thisis much to be regretted, for by the testimony of 
all witnesses who have made any reference to Captain Moutgomery, as well as by 
his own testimony before the committee, he is evidently a man of high and cool 
eoura of generosity and integrity of character fg, 


left without a leader and deeply excited by the events of the day, infuri- | United States court, but the suit was dismissed. This flogging placed Haffa in a 
ated by the murder and muti:ation of their white friends, mob-law soon became | position to get office from the negroes, and at the next election he was elected to 
triumphant among the whites collected at Clinton. ‘The white men killed are | the Legislature. He was then a magistrate, and had been for several years teach- 
shown to have been estimable and popular citizens. Chilton met his death while | ing school there. I know nothing about him except what the neighbors there said. 
endeavoring to protect the colored women and children, and had handed his gun to | He was a very bad man, I judge, fram everything that was said about him. 

a colored man in his employ at the time he received his death-wound. At page 543. Q. Do you know what his reputation among the blacks was? 

Chilton is proven to have sent provisions down to aid the colored people in their A. L receiveda dispatch inquiving for some one who could testify in regard to the 
barbecne. Martin Sively had no connection with the commencement of the affray. | Haffa case from here, and the tirstman that I inquired about was a negro man living 
The number of wounded whites was unknown, and was doubtless enormously ex- | on my place,who brought the dispatch from the telegraph office to me—I live five or 
aggerated. As a consequence, the more violent and lawless of the men who had 












ABOUT MR. HAFFA. 


It was about that time that Haffa’s death was reported. 
State what you know about that 

A. I don't know anything about it of my own knowledge. I knew Mr. Haffa. 

Q. Who was he? 

A. He was a man that was from Chicago, brought there by Dr. Robinnett, for the 
purpose of working on his farm, some seven or eight years ago. I got twenty at 
the same time myself. 

. Twenty what? 

. Twenty laborers from Chicago at the same time, white men; and, by the way, 
the last one of them ran off and stole all my mules, and I lost every cent that I 
made. Thisman Haff was one of them that Dr Robinnett got. He worked about 
three days with Dr Robinnett, and then went to William Bush's and hired himself 
to a negro man who was renting from William Bush. After living there two or 
three weeks and doing a good deal of muschief, Mr. Bush and some others went 
over there and took him out and gave him a flogging, and Bush was up before the 
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az six miles out in the country. Iasked him if he knew anything about the killing of 
collected under arms obtained the ascendeney. J hey visited the homes of the ne- | Mr. Haffa; and he says, * No, sir, 1don’'t; but he ought to have been killed long before 
grees in the vicinity of Clinton who, they had been informed, had been connected | he was.” 1 said, “ Why, I thought he was a good friend of yours!” He says, “No, 
with the affray and the kill of their friends, and outrageously took the lives of | sir; he done too much stealing in this country, and he ought to have been killed 
Bove es 1 : tof these men. It was the reign of terror and lynch law in that | long ago.” If this will be allowed as testimony, I will say what this negro told me 
neaghvorbood trom iat 


on Saturday night until Sanday morning. Afterthat time | about Haffa. He says, ‘Well, sir, when he was elected magistrate he sent for all 
of us to come up and get our mules that the Government was going to give to ns, 
and he said that it took $5 apiece to get the mules and pay the freight on the 

red of them, but that 


established befere the committec 


no distinetly authenticated case of murder growing out of the Clinton riot was 
The circumstances of tl | 


riot were carefully and diligently examined by Mr. | mules.” And he said that they gave him $5, about two hunc 













































he did not give $5, as he did not have it; and at the time appointed to get the mules 
they came there, and Mr. Haffa said that they had so many mules for the blacks 
down there, ana they had such a great long train of them, that in passing under- 
neath a tunnel the whole thing caved in and killed every mule, and they lost 
their $8. te 

" said. “ Youare surely mistaken ; you are joking about that. 


Jam not joking; I can get you a dozen men in five minutes that gave him $5.’ 
Weil, on inquiry I found that his eepetaten was very bad among the negroes, 
although he had been elected to oflice by them. : 

Q. Do you know anything of the circumstances of his death? 

A. Nothing in the world. 

Q. Did you hear of it at the time? 

A. Yes, sir; I heard of it; and why it should be done for political peene—t 
have no idea that there were any political purposes or object in the killing of Mr. 
Haffa, because he had many fallings-out with his neighbors; he was a terrible 
man to fall out with his neighbors, and they had all sorts of difliculties with him. 

I have no idea that there was any politics in the killing of Haffa in the world. 
It was not on account of any political differences of opinion that Haffa was killed. 

Q. Had you any application from Mrs. Haffa for assistance ? ; 

A. Thad; and paid her $50 at Edwards’s Depot. She came there and applied to 
me for assistance, 

NEGROES ORGANIZED AND MADE MANY DEMONSTRATIONS AND THREATS AFTER CLINTON. 


After this difficulty was over in Clinton the negroes organized in companies 
throughout Hinds County, and made many demonstrations and threats to make an 
attack upon the town and kill all the people ; sent in word that they were going to 
commence from the cradle and go up. Well, sir, living in such a country as I do, 
it is well caleulated to arouse a man’s fears, if he has got any. I live on a public 
road, myself and one other white man, and there are seventy-six negro men on the 
road and only us two white men; and it is very reasonable that if they wanted to 
hurt us they could do so. 


THE WHITES ORGANIZE TO PROTECT THEMSELVES AGAINST THE ENCROACHMENTS OF THE 
BLACKS. 

We organized ourselves into companies for protection then against these negroes, 
{nto military companies. I was captain; was elected to take command of five or 
six of them, in different parts of the county. It was simply and purely for protec- 
tion; not for any political ——- in the world, but to protect ourselves against 
the encroachments of the blacks. 


HELP TO MRS. HAFFA. 


Q. Why was this application made to you by Mrs. Haffa? 

A. As being in command of this military company. I suppose she was sent tome 
by some one. She was inquiring about where she could get assistance, and she 
was sent tome. She told me that Haffa’s father was a man of considerable wealth 
and influence, and that when she could get home she would be cared for, and she 
wanted to get her family out of the country; and I handed her $50. Where she 
went I don't know, and I have never seen her from that time to this, and I never 
saw her before. 

Q. ve that a gratuity of your own to her, or did you owe that money to her 
husband? 

A. No, sir; I never owed the money to anybody. After I handed her the money 
some of the men there in the neighborhood went around and got up a subscription. 

This does not in the least lessen the crime, but may have weight in assigning 
some other cause than political prejudice as the origin of his murder. 

rhe result of the Clinton not and the affray at Yazoo City had the effect of ag- 
gravating the excitement and feeling between the two races, Instead of causing 
the law to be respected by a prompt and vigorous use of its powers, it would not 
appear that Governor Ames and his State administration took any of those steps 
which under a government of laws a ruler should have taken to punish the offend- 
ers and prevent the recurrence of wrong. We have not been able to ascertain that 
a prosecution was ever set on foot against any one connected with these riots, or 
any attempt whatever made to apprehend and yunish any of the wrong-doers. On 
the contrary, it would appear from the order-book of Governor Ames, which was 
prodneed before the committce, (see testimony of E. Barksdale, p. 468,) that his 
favorite aud only remedy—the bayonet—was looked to by Governor Ames. On the 
24th of September a circular letter was addressed by Ames to the republican sher- 
iffs of certain counties in the following words: 










" He says, “Joking! 























































“ SEPTEMBER 24, 

“Sm: Iam directed by his excellency the governor to inquire if any militia or- 
ganizations are needed in your county to assist the civil officers ? 

“ Are there any threats from the opposition, that, in your judgment, will be car- 
ried into effect; and if so, will it be possible to hold a quiet and peaceable elec- 
tion?” 

It will be observed that this letter was not in response to any application for aid, 
and had evidently not been preceded by reports from any quarters of violence, 
either actual or apprehended. Governor Ames was plainly seeking for informa- 
tion that would justify, or rather give h'm the pretext for the use o€ armed militia. 
He inquires “if” there were threats from the opposition, and whether, in the opin- 
ion of his agents, such threats would be piven te into effect; and “if so,’ whether 
a peaceable election would be held. Nothing could more strongly show the temper 
and intent of Governor Ames than this spontaneous, unsuggested solicitation of 
opinion from his partisan sheriffs, for no such inquiry was directed to any but his 
political confidants. : 

The answers to these circulars do not appear, but the suggestion no doubt was 
accepted and produced the desired results. The negroes were thus informed that 
they were to receive armed protection, and that they were to be armed themselves 
for political oy 

In aspeech made by the colored brigadier-general, Gray, when he returned to | 
Washington County after an interview with Governor Ames, to which allusion has 
been made, the announcement was publicly made by him that Governor Ames was 
to give the colored militia arms to secure the election; and such no doubt was the 
information given in other parts of the State. 

; In pursuance of this policy of intimidation and violence we find on the 6th and 
7th of October special orders published by the adjutant-general, which clearly ex- 
plain themselves : . 






















{Special Orders No. 10.] 
OcTOBER 6, 5. 
Brigadier-General William F. Fitzgerald, fifth division Mississippi State militia, 
will order Captain W. C. Mosely’s Company D, Second Regiment Infantry, Hinds 
County State militia, stationed at Edwards's Depot, as soon as arms and ammuni- 
tion are distributed to them, to report at Jackson, Mississippi. 
By order of the commander-in-chief. 














A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 
] 





{Special Orders No. 7. 
OcTOBER 7, 5. 


rangements with the N. O. Lt. L. & C. 
— of the Mississippi State militia, 
y order of the commander-in-chief. 





A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 
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, Lieutenant-Colonel 0. L. Lee, aid-de-camp on the staff of the commander-in-chief, | colored people? 
is hereby ordered to proceed to New Orleans, Louisiana, to make any and allar- | 
R. R. Co. for transportation of troops and | 








And also the following correspondence : 
OcTOBER 4. 

Dear Sir: I am directed by his excellency the governor to inquire if it is possi- 
ble for us to obtain cars for transportation of (300) three hundred men and equipage 
for two hundred more. The equipage will require a box-car. The time for using 
the train to be fixed at a day within the next two weeks. ‘Train to ran from Jack. 
son, Mississippi, to Vaughn's Station, and to remain under orders until the men 
are returned to Jackson. 


Very respectfully, 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 
E. D. Frost, 


General Manager N. O. A. L. d 0. R. R., New Orleons, Louisiana. 












OcTOBER 4. 
Sir: Yours of the 3d ultimo recefved. General orders are issued for the militia 
of the State to enter active service; your offer will receive due consideration. 


Very respectfully, 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 












W. R. Srewakt, Esq., 
Kirkwood, Mississippi. 













October 1. 
Str: Can yon furnish five thousand (5,000) rations of pork or bacon and bread 
under the authority granted by the Secretary of War for the militia of this State ? 
If possible, ship immediately to William Noonan, superintendent State peniten- 
tiary. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General 
The Commissary OF SUBSISTENCE, 7 
Department of the Gulf, New Orleans, Lowisina. 








SEPTEMBER 2. 
Sir: Iam directed by his excellency the governor to transmit the inclosed du- 
plicate requisitions for ordnance and ordnance stores on the quota of the State of 
Mississippi. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. G. PACKER, Adjutant-General. 
Brigadier-General 8S. V. Benet, 
Chief of Ordnonce, Washington, D. O. 


27, 5 


SEPTEMBER 
D. APPLETON & Co., 
Broadway, New York, N. Y.: 


At what price will you furnish one hundred copies Upton’s Infantry Tactics and 
ten sets of copies of the three diiferent arms? Answer. ; 
A. G. PACKER, 
Adjutint-General Mississippi. 


SEPTEMBER 27,'5. 
Brigadier-General S. V. Bent 
Ohief of Ordnance, Washington, D. O.: 

Can you furnish fifteen hundred haversacks on our quota? At what price? 

Please answer. 
A. G. PACKER, 
Adjutant-General Mississippi. 

Can there be any doubt of the object and intent of this correspondence ? 

These warlike preparations so made by the governor of the State were not only 
known to the citizens, but created in the minds of the colored population the bolicf 
that all the powers of the State were to be arrayed in behalf of their political party 
and brought upon the whites the conviction that they were to be placed not only 
in great danger of losing their political liberties, but also their lives and those of 
their families. The condition of feeling created by such a belief cannot be just 
estimated and considered in the calm security of a committee-room as in the seclu 
sion of a country home where a planter resides, far distant from any white neigh 
bor, too far for the ery for he Ip to reach any friendly ear, and knows that he is sur- 
rounded and fearfully outnumbered by men of a different and antagonized race, a 
race which, while possessing many amiable and placid virtues, is yet highly animal 
in its organization, and, once becoming infuriated, will, as history has shown. be 
capable of brutal excesses which their reasoning powers are entirely unequal to 
control. 

As a result of Ames’s threatened organization and arming of the 
the threats of the blacks multiplied. Their habit of meeting 
surrounded by the mystery of darkness and th 
take part in their assemblies, page 547: 

THE STATE MILITIA. 


Question. Was there apprehension in the minds of the white people in Mississippi, 
growing out of the organization of the negro militia by Governor Ames? 

Answer. Yes, sir; a very grave apprehension. This militia was organized some 
time after the Clinton riot. These companies that were at Clinton that ran off from 
the scene of action, the most conspicuous members of the Clinton riot, were taken to 
Jackson and were organized into military companies by Governor Ames, and guns 
placed in their hands and sent back totheir homes. They said they were afraid to go 
back ; but those who were afraid to go back had taken a very active part in the 
riot, and in staying away they induced others to stay, because they knew that if they 
should go in that capacity the governor would be pretty apt to put them in military 
companics, and they would go back home with their guns, draw the pay of #164 
month, which was just as good as they could doat work at home ; and of course quits 
a number of the most ruttianly fellows were organized into this militia, and they came 
down to our place. 

Q. Now, as a fact, in your county were the white companies that you speak of 
such as you commanded, organized subsequent to the negro organizations you have 
spoken of ? 

A. Yes, sir; we never thought of organizing until we found the negroes organized 
and drilling at night for some purpose Which we could not tell, as no white men 
could get in among them. They were drilling and were organized all over the county 
before any movement took place on the part of the whites 

Their political consolidation is shown by every witness to have been complete 
and that so organized they were wholly and helplessly in the hands of the f 
white adventurers who were their absolute political owners. Onthis point see the 
testimony of Mr. Walton, the present United States attorney in Mississippi, at 
pages 49-50: 





black militia, 
was always at night, 


refusal to allow white people to 


ORGANIZATION OF THE BLACKS. 


Question. What is the nature of the organization, so far as you know, among the 

Answer. Well, sir, it is one of those cases which, in my judgment, arises always 
out of the existence of a class of people who are ignorant and who are compara- 
tively helpless in the presence of a much more powerful body of people who, al 
though they may not be stronger in point of numbers, are stronger in point of force 
and intelligence. The negroes consequently herd together. They do so publicly, 
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and they do so more especially in secret. That ia to say, there is a silent organiza- 
tion. existin ot professedly as an organization, but existing still, in point of fact 
every whe that I have ever been, which prevents the intercourse between the two 
races from being candid and free 


NO MUTUAL CONFIDENCE BETWEEN THE RACES POSSIBLE 


Iam, myself, very well acquainted with negroes; I have always been in the 








ha f dealing with them a greatdeal; I have always worked a vood many of them ; 
and lL must say that my intercourse with them has been of a character to make me 
believe it impossible for anything like mutual confidence on political questions to 
arise between the white people an4 the negroes I don’t see how it ever can arise, 


d I do not believe, myself, that it ever will Ithink this is due tothe enormous 
lf between the races in all social relations—that confidence which springs from 
personal friendships and an unrestrained social intercourse being, in my judgment, 


an essential cement to a political party, and being absolutely out of the question, 
between the white and black races 





(). You speak of an organization among the negroes; what do you mean by 
that; that they are organized in bands, under the command of any varticular per- 
sous, or that they are associated together from the fact that they are of the same 
race and community of interests, or both 


A. They are not organized in bands 
Y. Or in « ee 8, under officers, and having a general head ? 
A. Well, in ‘he tirst place, they have their clubs, just as any other political organ- 


ization has itsciabs. Ihave never been inside of one of their clubs, but then they 
never have asked me, though the clubs were republican in their name, and repub- 
lican, 1 suppose, in their character They have generally acted in such a way as 
to leave me to believe that they did not want my presence there A'thongh they 
are quite near my house, | have entirely abstained from going there. And when 
the county conventions would meet, I have observed that the negroes in these con- 
ventions very strongly resisted white influence, and consequently it became disa 
inasmach as there was such disposition, to the white people to have any- 
thing to do with these conventions. It became unpleasant personally, and it pro- 
duced an impression which it was bard to avoid. I have always found it practically 
impossible for me to avoid it: the impression that these meetings meant nothing 
but the organization of one race against another. ‘The truth is that a white man, 
especially a southern white man, belonging to the republican party, does not seem 
to be any more acceptable as one of their counselors or advisers than one who be- 
longs to the opposition though my connection with the republican party has 
been undeviating, and I beheve I have escaped from any personal reproach in that 
connection, I am quite certain that my personal influence with the negroes is not 
a bit greater than that of any democrat in my county; not a partic Tam quite 
certain that I was never able to influence a vote or influence a colored man on any 
single question of politics; which I confess with some mortification 
Governor Ames seemed disposed to fan the flames of excitement and antagonism 
to their utmost height As anillustration of this it was des‘red to transport some 
arms and munitions of war from Jackson to Edwards's Station, between which 
— a railroad was in operation; but Governor Ames sent these arms, convoyed 
'y a negro militia company, fully armed, in command of Caldwell, a colored State 
senator, to march through the country with drums and flags and all the pomp of 
war, having no other result than to intensify the alarm already existing. (See 
Barksdale's testimony, page 472.) : ; 


Mr. Johnston, in his testimony at page 334, says, in regard to this and other acts 
of Governor Ames 
On all hands and from all classes of white citizens I heard but one expression 
in reference to this militia, which was that it was intended by Governor Ames to 
use that militia to bring about a collision of the races, and the expression was used 
that it was his ultimate purpose to afford a good pretext for getting United States 
troops here to carry the election 
rhe result of such a course of action was made manifest all over the State wher- 
ever the negroes existed in superior or approximate numbers to the whites. The 
citizens of Canton, in Madison County, turned out and picketed their town for 


weeks at night before the election. (See testimony of ———, mayor of the city 
pape ) 


} 
greeble 





White men were afraid to let their families remain in their houses in the country, 
(see testimony of Captain William A. Montgomery, page : 

Question. You do not live under any apprehension of their injuring you. do you? 

Anawer. Well, for myself I will tell you; when I have seeu my neighbors run 
ning off, and have sent my family away, I have staid right in my own house on my 
y we; but T mast say that IT had copeeanenae. If left alone I would never have 
wen afraid of them; but I knew that there was something brought to bear upon 
them from the outside, and they might not be able to resist the temptation. 

Q. How many years have you been living at your present place? 

A. Always—since IL was nine years old 

(). Some of those negroes were on the place before the war and remain there 
now 


A. Nearly all. 








WITNESS AND OTHER WHITES LIVED IN FEAR OF ASSASSINATION. 


© You mentioned that you had lived in fear of assassination from the negroes ? 
\. Yes, sir, LI never stated thet exactly—that I lived in fear of assassination ; I 


said my fears were aroused sometimes. Senator BAYARD asked me if I was afraid, 
and Ll said that sometimes my fears were so strongly aroused that I sent my family 
off, but I staid there myself E - 
(). You may have stated that the people were living in fear of assassination— 
your neighbors perhaps; was that what you meant? 
A. Yea, sir 


and evidence of this state of feeling will be found multiplied throughout the testi 
mony 

rhe apprehensions of both races thus excited grew to fever heat, and a condi- 
tion of affairs absolately alarming to the stoutest hearts prevailed all over the State 
of Mississippi, and at last peneirated the mind of Governor Ames himself. His 
plans had worked but too well. He had conjured up a spirit of despair and anx- 
iety upon the part of the unhappy people over whom he had been Sinced in rule 
whieh threatened to wrap that State in flame and blood. It was no thanks to him 
or his advisers that this result was not reached at the time or preceding the elec- 
tion in November, 1875. From every quarter evidences reached him of this state 
of affairs. He had never conciliated the people. He had never sought to learn 
how far concession, and justice, and kindness, and sympathy, and a recognition of 
their tastes, prejudices, and habits would go toward procuring good government 
among a people. LHe threatened to restore Morgan, the sheriff of Yazoo County 
to his place by force of armed militia; and the troubles in that county, which led 
tothe killing of several colored republican leaders, the demoralization of the re 
publican forces, and their practical abandonment of the canvass, are directly trace- 
able to the threat of an armed military expedition organized by Ames to replace 
M in by force in the sheriff's office, then held by another white republican 

the arming of the citizens of Yazoo County, their organization into companies, 
under the lead of their most conservative and respected citizens, in some of which 
white republicans were enrolled? was for the avowed purpose of resisting the ap- 
proach of the colored militia of Ames, intending by force to replace Morgan, the 
slayer of Hilliard, in the office of sheriff. When once a condition of desperation 
and excitement has been created in any community, it is in vain to look for the rule 


of peace and law The perturbing force that breaks down one law or the law des 


tined for the protection of one man or one class of men in a community necessarily | during the remainder of the campaign and incluing the day of election. The 
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| much to allay the excitement and political antagonisms which were so rife 


| state of profound and dangerous excitement, the two races armed, ready and lia 


| heim, T J. Wharton, Frank Johnston, J.C. Rietti, Robert L. Saunders, Gener 
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levels all law. It is like a fire which consumes allinits path. When, therefore 
responsibility is to be affixed, shall we seek the cause or content ourselves with 
scribing consequences only? Governor Ames had, either ignorantly or willf 
built up a condition of animosity and antagonism between the white and colo: 
people of the State of me ee dangerous to the safety and peace of bot) 
excitement had usurped the place of reason, and force, with its remedies, had jp 
some few localities taken the place of law 

There is no evidence that Governor Ames sought to exercise any of the ciy;) 
powers intrusted to him for the pacification of these disordered localities 
usual, his recourse was had to the armed power of the Federal Government 
his correspondence with the Attorney-General and Secretary of War are 
known to the Senate and the country ling in establishing, and being unv 
ing to allege, that condition of affairs within the State of Mississippi which alon 
under the Constitution of the United States authorizes the armed intervention of 
the Federal Government, the scruples of the President and his legal adviser. Vy 
Pierrepont, withheld troops from the aid of the republican party in Mississipp; 
At page 2 of Governor Ames's testimony he testifies as follows : 

“In view of that state of affairs I applied to the President of the United States 
for the protection of the United States, which was not granted. Subsequently. ti} 
Attorney-General, I presume at the suggestion of the President, sent an agent and 
two detectives at my request.” 

We may pause here to consider this new feature in American government 
There is no such power known to the Constitution or laws of the United States as 
the employment bythe Attorney General of the United States of detectives to ip 
quire into and report the police condition of an entire State. The governor of the 
State confessed by his application that there was no one capable and sutliciently 
reliable to judge of and report upon the true condition of affairs in his own Stat; 
and three men, entire strangers to the people of Mississippi, were sent among them 
to examine and report whether a state of affairs existed which would authori 
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ve the 
interposition of the Federal Government by force of arms in the local disorders of 
that State. What possible authority can be urged for this attempted delegation of 


the highest discretionary power vested in the executive of a State? 

About the (th or 10th of October, Mr. Chase arrived in Mississippi, and took up 
his abode in the gubernatorial mansion with Mr. Ames. He has been examined as 
a witness before the committee, and his testimony will be found at page—. What 
ever may be the opimons of the irregularity of his mission and its want of con 
stitutional or le oa warrant, all well-meaning men will concur in a sentiment of sat 
isfaction that he was sent. He states that he found the State of Mississippi in a 


to collision at any moment, the State administration totally without influence 
power to restrain the passions of either side. He discovered that the governo 
the State had not even a personal acquaintance with the leading and most influ: 
tial white citizens who were leaders of the democratic and conservative organiz 
tion, and his first effort was to bring them into amicable council and personal ; 
quaintance with each other. (See page —.) 

The result of his offices was to produce an agreement anomalous in Americ 
history and highly suggestive of the state of affairs into which Governor Ames 
maladministration had brought the State of Mississippi. There was a committ 
of the leading white citizens of Hinds and some of the adjoining counties held « 
the 16th of October, 1875, to whom Mr. J. Z. George and others, who had just had 
an interview on the subject of political affairs with Governor Ames, stated the 
sult of such interview, that he had received information that it would he agreeable 
to his excellency Governor Ames to have a conference with some of the citizens of 
the State in relation to the present condition of affairs, and in accordance ther: 
with he had arranged for an interview, which had just taken place. The citiz: 
attending were Joshua Green, D. Shelton, E. Richardson, J. W. Robinson, H. Hilz 

















Robert Lowry, W. L. Nugent, and J. Z. George. 

The interview had been full and frank on the part of the citizens and the gov 
ernor, and the goveraor announced to the committee that in consequence of Colonel 
A. T. Morgan's refusal to go back to Yazoo County. he had abandoned the purpose 
of sending h'm there with two companies of militia, one white and one colore| 
which had been his original purpose, and that he had also countermanied an order 
for guns to be shipped to De Soto County 

After this a conference ensued between the citizens and the governor in relation 
to the disbanding of the militia. The citizevs, in response to fears expressed by 
the governor that peace and good order wonld not be preserved, and that colored 
men would not be permitted to vote as they pleased, assured the governor that 
there was no other desire among the whites than that peace should be preserved, 
the laws enforced, and a fair election hal; that the leading whites had all along 
inculeated this; and they also assured the governor that they would pursue this 
course until the election, and would, both by precept and example, do all in their 
power to preserve peace and good order ana secure a fair election. 

The governor said bis whole object in calling out the militia was to preserve 
order and suppress disturbances; that he was originally opposed to arming the 
militia, and under all the circumstances as he deeme | it was forced to do so; that 
in view of the statement of citizens he was willing to meet their views as far as 
he could, and to this end he promised that he would order all the militia companies 
which had been organized to disperse and go to their hom s with their arms. Bat 
on further consultation it was agreed that the armsof the several companies organ 
ized should be deposited in depots in the neighbornod in which the companies wer 
raised, and should there be guarded by United States troops to be detailed for that 
purpose, and to be under the control of the governor, and to be removed only by his 
orders; or, if United States troops could not be gotten, then the arms were to be 
guarded by men sclected and agreed on by the governor and Mr. George; that the 
arms should not azain be delivered to the militia except ia case of riot or insurrec 
tion which could not be suppressed by the civil authorities. The citizens above 
named expressed themselves satisfied with the arrangement. After this report 
and some Siecuedien, the following resolution was adopted : 

* Resolved, That the foregoing citizens and also the following additional gentle- 
men, to wit, Messrs. William A. Montgomery, E. W. Cabinis, T. C. Catechings, 
George G. Manlove, A. M. Harlow, Colonel Gilbrath, Dr. Moore, and Judge Ches- 
ter, be requested to go to Governor Ames and tender the thanks of the meeting for 
what he has done, and represent to him that it would be better and more satisfac- 
tory if he would agree that all the arms should be guarded in Ja€&kson.” 

The committee waited on Governor Ames, and he declined making any change 
of the arrangement which had been agreed upon between him and the citizens. He 
was asked if arrangements with the citizens included the idea that no more militia 
would be organized. He answered, “that nothing was said on that subject ex 
pressly, but it was his purpose and intention to organize no more.” 

The committee returned to the meeting and made report of the second interview, 
and what was done was deemed satisfactory, and the meeting then adjourned after 
requesting the report of the interviewers with the governor to be reduced to writ- 
ing and mare public 

The effect of this agreement or, as it has been constantly termed by the witnesses 
“treaty of peace,” was highly favorable to a better condition of things, and did 
at that 

















period. Some of the results of this conciliatory course were shown by the nomi 
nation of joint committees by the two parties in several of the counties upon the 
fair basis of compromise and good government. Men of character, republicans aud 
democrats, were thus placed upon the same ticket in Madison County and in other 
counties, and, as a consequence, no further collisions of a serious nature took plac ° 
erec 
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tion day itself was marked by an absence of even the usual personal collisions 
which take place in almost every community in the United States when party ex- 
citement runs high 
\n answer to the general allegation that voters were intimidated from casting 
their votes is to be found in the pregnant fact that the republican vote in the State 
of Mississippi in 1875 Was w ithin 3,291 of the vote polled at the last preceding gen 
eral election in 1873. (See election tables in the testimony of Governor Ames at 
sages 37 and 32, and documentary evidence of the committee, page 144.) The com 
ined vote of Ames and ALCORN for governor, in 1873 (see page 13s of documentary 
evidence) Was 126,378, and the total vote of both parties in 1875 was 155,886, show- 

















ing an increased total vote throughout the State of 29,508. | 


It is abundantly established that for the first time since 1868 the democratic-con- 
servative party was perfectly united and thoroughly and well organized, and con 
ducted their campaign with an unprecedented interest and vigor. The republi- 
cans, on the other hand, were, as we have shown, disorganized and discouraged by 
achisms in their party, many of them, black and white, thoroughly disgusted with 
the conduct of their rulers, and, to use the language of Jud Harris, heretofore 
cited, were convinced of the “imbecility and base corruption of the State admin- 
istration and a few adherents 

There can be no doubt also that a considerable and encouraging inroad was made 
in the heretofore impenetrable phalanx of the colored vote, a considerable portion 
of which was cast for the democratic ticket in Hinds County, the official residence 
of Governor Ames himself, as well as in many other counties, which reasonably 
and fully accounts for the increase in the democratic vote and the changes. In- 
crease and changes in vote even more remarkable can be found in the election 

turns of the States of Massachusetts, New York, and Indiana, not to mention 
other States, in the election of 1874. 

The whole number of witnesses examined by the committee was ————— 
Their testimony relates to twenty-two counties, leaving fifty-one counties in the 
State in regard to whose affairs no fact of any character was alleged before the 
committee. Of these twenty-two counties the chief portion of the testimony related 
to Warren, Hinds, Monroe, Chickasaw, Madison, Lowndes, Claiborne, Amite, 
Yazoo, and Washington. 








} not. 


Warren County —Warren County, which contains the city Of Vicksburgh, isone | 


of the most populous and wealthy in the State, having a white population of —~—— 
and a negro population of ———. There were ——— witnesses examined in relation 
to the affairs of this county, which may be summarized as follows: 

rhat which gave rise to most turbulence and disorder in the spring of 1875 in the 
county was the contest between Bedford, the white deputy of Crosby, the negro 
sheriff and Flanagan, a democrat, both seeking to obtain the nomination of the re- 
miblicans and the indorsement of the republican convention. (Lt will be remem- 
tr red that Flanagan was the person whom Ames displaced by force of arms from 
the oftice of sheriff in 1874, and by the same process re-established Crosby, whom 
the citizens had rejected. This gave rise to the “ Vicksburgh riots,” which were 
fully investigated and reported upon by a committee of the House of Representa 
tives.) In the course of the contest to obtain this nomination there were several 
homicides committed by the respective partisans of Flanagan and Bedford, and 
there would seem little doubt that Flanagan's nomination by the republican con 
vention was in a large degree influenced by terrorism. 

rhe cases of homicide were ——— and one of wounding. 

In all of these cases indictments have been found and prosecutions commenced 
The perpetrators of these crimes were known and have been arrested and held to 
bail to be tried in due course of law, and it is to be hoped will be duly punished 
These crimes did not differ in their nature or their facts from such as are incident 
toany illy governed community, and their parallel can be found too frequently in 
the lower strata of politics in many of the northern cities. There is, however, no 
trace of testimony which can be jusily relied upon to connect the commission of 
these crimes with the democratic organization or its objects. The respectable men 
viewed these crimes in Mississippi with the same abhorrence they are viewed else- 
where. 

rhe election in Warren County in November, 1875, was characterized by the 
grossest frauds, and it seems impossible that such should not have been the case 
when the character of the men deliberately selected to control the entire machinery 
of election is made known. The three registrars of election into whose hands the 
absolute control of the entire election was committed were appointed by the cir 
cuit judge, the chancellor, (both republicans.) and sheriff #f the county, respect 
iwely. The chief registrar was a man named Knaedler, republican. He was se 
lected by Circuit Judge Brown Barber, republican, the second registrar, was 
selected by Chancellor ———. Pegram, democra*, the third registrar, was selected 
by Bedford, Crosby's deputy sheriif. The characters of these three men were sim 
ply infamous, and notoriously so 

The judge who selected Kuaedler had presided at his trial and sentenced him to 
imprisonment for life for willful murder in the spring of 1875. A writof error had 
been allowed by the supreme court, pending which Knaedler was admitted to bail, 
was appointed chief registrar of the county of Warren, and received a free pardon 
for his services at the elecvion at the hands of Lieutenant-Governor Davis (colored) 
a few days after the election. (See page — of testimony.) He admits that a thou 
sand dollars was promised, of which $500 was paid, to compensate him for the loss 
of his “business ’ in performing the duties of registrar, the pay of $3 per day be 
ing insufticient. Barber was under indictment at the time of his appointment by 
Chancellor ———— for highway robbery ; and Pegram was a notorious professional 
gambler of a very low grade, against whom indictments were also aenliing. 

The testimony of a dozen witnesses discloses the strong probability, if not the 
absolute fact, that these custodians of popular rights, by their manipulation of the 
tally-lists and returns and stufling of the ballot-boxes of the entire county, pro 














cured a return as if elected of a pre-arranged ticket, composed partly of repub 
licans and partly of democrats. (See page — of testimony, deposition of ———,) 





This ticket contains some names on the regularly nominated tickets of the demo- 
cratic and republican parties, but otber names which were not in nomination by 
either party, among whom is H. C. Carter, a colored man, who is now a republican 
member of the Legislature. The ticket so returned as elected was styled by the 
witness the “ bogus ticket,” and was proven to have been printed on paper of a pe- 
culiar hue, but precisely the same as the paper of the regular republican ticket, 
the typography and ink of both tickets being also precisely similar. 
(see deposition of Richardson, page —, arepublican,) that the committee to 
procure tickets consisted of W. W. Edwards, colored, and , colored, who 
went to New Orleans to have the tickets printed, and brought them back. 

The identity in outward apppearance between the “ bogns ticket” and the regn- 
lar republican ticket leaves little room to doubt that they were printed at the same 
time, on the same press, on the same paper, under order of this republican com- 
mittee. Of the time and place of stuffing the ballot-boxes and altering the tally 
lists by the election officers there is no conclusive proof; but there can be no doubt 
that a wholesale fraud was committed, and thata ticket not voted for in the county 
was returned as if elected. There was testimony by Barber that some money was 
found in the bailot-boxes when opened, which Pegram put in his pocket. 

It may be mentioned that the circuit judge, Brown, was a candidate for nomina 
tion by the republican convention for Congress at the time he appointed Knaedler 
chief registrar. He and the chancellor were both appointees of Governor Ames 
who held in his hand power to remove either of them. He could have dene so 
and could have canceled the appointments of these three infamous registrars ; but 
the political rights of the people of Warren county were thus put up for sale 
through the agency of the republican State administration, and being for sale, we 
presume, they fell, as usual, to the lot of the highest bidder. Tho laws of that Stat« 


























It was proven | 
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establish penalties for such offenses, and the execution of the law rests wholly in 
the hands of the State administr 
of such misgovernment be m 
misfortune 
just responsibility? It 
strange method of ascertaining the true 
confessed scoundrels as Knaedlet 
the community 


tion, and an examination of the testimony of Captain Ross, (page —,) the republi 
| ean sheriff; Judge Cunning u, republican circuit judge, (page —;) Judge Camp- 
bell, of the supreme court, (page —,) - chancel and numerous other wit- 


| ing majority was composed of men entirely worthy and capable in the offices for 
| which they were chosen. 


| outrages in the district 


been placed in power by the very party who now seeks to denounce those who are 
the victims of their crimes 


practiced toward them in the county of Warren, but the establishment of the fact 


agreement between the executive committees of the respective parties was perfec (ly 
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ition. Shall the community who are the sufferers 

the victims of congressional assault because of a 
against which they have vainly d and for which they have 
will perhaps be considered a curious tacle and a 
state of facts in acommunity, when such 
and Barber are brought as witnesses to impeach 
isfortune 


them, and in which they had 
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which has the m to contain 


A large number of colored men were brought to show personal intimidation, as 


that fraud was successfully used would render intimidation useless and absurd 
Madison County.—Madison County has been the subject of extended investiza 








nesses of the highest personal and official character, must establish beyond a rea 
sonable doubt that the election of the ticket formed by amicable compromise and 


fair, lawful, and peaceable. The address of the republican county committee, after 
the formation of the compromise ticket, which is appended to the testimony of M 
Warren, republican, (page —,) will show the practical nature of the compromis« 
and of the eleccion that was held under it. The ticket so elected by an overwhelm 


Question. Was there any intimidation resorted to to compel the creation of the 
fusion ticket? 

Answer. Not the slightest that I ever knew or heard of 

Q. Was it, to your knowledge, a voluntary action of the leaders of the two par 
ties for the purpose of proeuring good men in the county? 

A. That was eats my understanding; there was a further object, I doubt 
I know I urged that. There wasa very feverish state of the public mind. The 
Clinton affair had occurred, and the Warren County matter, and some disturbances 
in Yazoo, and every sensible man of both parties thought there was a possibility, in 
the feverish state of the public mind, of a disturbance being precipitated by im 
prudence or accident. I suppose every one of us was desirous to preclude the pos 
sibility of any disturbance on election-day. I think I was, and I suppose every 
one was 

Q. Withont its being precisely all T cannot, not having the notes before me, 
say—but without its being precisely alleged, there has been before this committ 
from the witnesses, intimation that there was intimidation practiced to induce the 
formation of the fusion ticket, and I ask you, as a party to the compromise, whether 
that was true or not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The statements, to my mind, have a different construction ; not 
that intimidation was for that purpose, but that there had been int ind 
which made the republicans prefer a compromise rather 


eged 





imidation 


than take the risk 

Mr. BAYARD. Just consider that interrogatory with the correction of the chair 
man. I would like the chairman, or members of 
rection when I fail to state the testimony accurately 

A. IL certainly never had an idea that there could be a pretense that there was 
even a semblance of intimidation in Madison County. I remember when I saw an 
account of the appointment of this committee, or the proposition of Senator Mot 
TON to appoint it, I felt, and I remarked at the time, that there certainly would not 
be anything to investigate in Madison County, for if there was any 
intimidation — to that time I was ignorant or it; I never heard of it 


the committee, to make any cor 


semblance of 


Q. Did or did not the leading republicans of the county oppose the Warner 
ticket? 

A. Iam not able to say about that 

Q. After the compromise I speak of ? 

A. I think the compromise, or fusion ticket, was almost unanimously supported 

Q. Were you present on the day of the election ? 

A. 1 was at Canton. 

Q. Was there, to your knowledge, any interference with the right of voting, by 
anybody, at any time? 

A. There was not. There were more democrats opposed to the fusion than re 





publicans. As wellas I could ascertain, there was a minority of the democratic 
party opposed to the fusion, that warred against it, and condemned it bitterly ; ¢ 
treme men and violent men, who didn’t want to have any treaty with th mabli 
can party at all; yet, at the same time, the compromise had an overwhelming ma 
jority of demécrata; five-sixths, I should think, cordially approved it, and a 
greater proportion of therepubd.icans. I never heard of any dissatisfaction on th 


part of the republicans, except ac Jackson. 
Q. That is not in the county 





A. No: but Warner, from Jackson, it is understood, tried to distribute straigh 
out republican tickets, or the old tickets, and thus defeat the fusion 

There is a large amount of absurd testimony by negroes in relation to tl iffairs 
of this county; but the testimony of gentlemen of both the political parties to 
which we have referred, and which is to be found on pages w.il set at rest 
any question as to the lega’ity and propriety of the election in that county 

Hinds County.—Hinds County contains the capital of the State The only al 
leged disturbance of any moment in Hinds County was the @inton riot, of which 
we have heretofore given a full statement. With this exception no one has ven 
tured to attest a single act of intimidation or violence It was the official resi 
dence of Governor Ames who himself stated, on page 29, that he was not a witness 
of any act of violence or intimidation; and a dozen witnesses have aflirmed with 






out the slightest contradiction that 
with the free right of every one t 


the election was entirely pe 
as they saw fit 


weable and lawlul, 


vote 





ASSAULT UPON THE GOVERNOR'S MANSION. 

At pages will be found the depositions of several « olored men who were 
employed as watchmen around the governor's mansion for weeks before the elec 
tion. Their statements as to the firing upon the mansion is not only disproved b 
Ames himself, (see page —,) but is incredible from the fact that no pane o a 


let 
bu Lets 


was broken by the alleged nor does any mark appear upon the exterior of 
the mansion, nor was any one hurt at any time 


Mr. Barksdale, at page 475, disposes of this ridiculous charge 


AROUT THE GO 


Q. Some witnesses have been before this committee—colored 
stated that the governor's mansion has been an object of attack 
to state to you here what Governor Ames said on the subjec¢ 

Q. (By the CuarrMan.) Did you, at any time 
bodily harm to yourself? 

A. As I stated yesterday, no attempt has ever been made to intimidate me pet 
sonally. Of , {said that if I did thus and so 
certain consequences would fo but the Iason w hie re Llive was tired into 

Q. (By Mr. Bayaup) At wha 

“A. Just previous to the « 

Q. (By the Cuainman.) During the day or at night? 

A. This was at night. I may say, however, that I did not, at that time, consider 
myself in any personal danger; I did not think that they could well afford to assas 


VERNORS MANSION BEING FIRED INTO 
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sinate me I thought it would be too great a political blunder, so T really had no 
feeling of that kind; but since then I have been informed that the thing was seri 
ou considered People were seen firing into my mansion, and the trees were cut 
| re is a bullet-hole or two in various parts of the mansix 

Q. This testimony, some of it at least, referred to the democratic conservative 
I iw which 18 held here, in the city of Jackson, on the 27th of October, just 








© clection 

A. Well, I will state that previous to that meeting, when it was known there 
would bea 
¥ 


great crowd of persons, inspired by the enthusiasm of the canvass 
ven there would be banners, music, and all that sort of paraphernalia which 
gives interest to a political canvass, and it was determined by the democratic au 
thorities that no device, no flag, no banner, and no thing should appear in that 
a ession, or in the proceedings, in any way to cast ridicule or wound the sensi- 
vilities of Governor Ames 

A treaty of peace had been established, as it was called, between him and the 
democratic anthorities, and it was felt that it was due to him that there should be 
no exhibition of that sort. 








DEMOCRATS WATCHFUL THAT NO INDIGNITY SHOULD BE OFFERED TO THE GOVERNOR, 


The consequence was, that we were especially watchful that no indignity should 
be offered to Governor Amos during thot meeting or by the procession on the 
march 

Upon that principle, on the occasion to which reference is made IT myself was 
anxious to see to it that no indignity should be offered to the governor, no hos- 
tile demonstrations of any kind, whether firing of guns or pistols, or moking 
even jesting remarks, and I took a position, before the head of the column reached 
the mansion, directly in front of the office, that I might see what might occur. I 
remained there until the procession had passed 

I do solemnly aver that if any pistol was fired, or remark made reflecting upon 
the governor, or offering indignity to him, I did not see it, and I was in a position 
to hear and see whatever occurred, certainly 

As to the perforation of trees there by bullets, I suppose it could be verified by 
an examination, but I certainly heard no pistols. I took that position directly op 
wxite the governor's mansion in order to see that the pledge of peace which had 
He n made should be fulfilled and that no indignity should be offered to the gov- 
ernor, because we desired the agreement should be carried out. 

Q. How far is the office where you were to the gubernatorial mansion ? 

A. About two hundred and fifty yards 

Q. You were near enough to hear any firing or any disturbance? 

A. Yea, sir 

©. Were you constantly at your office during the next night and for a couple of 
weeks preceding the election? 

A. I was occasionally, not constantly—frequently. Of course it is not my habit 
tu remain, except on such occasions 

Q. Were you aware that for twenty days prior to the election, and two daysafter- 
ward—I believe it embraced that—that vernor Ames had colored men stationed 
around his house as gu a, insideof his fence? 

A. I will say, personally 1 was not aware of it, but.I heard it so stated. 








NEVER HEARD ANY FIRING. 
Q. Did you ever hear evidence, or have any knowledge or informetion, that there 
was constant firing at night toward the mansion during those twenty days? 

A. No, sir; Inever did. Iam quite sure 1 should have heard it. I will remark 
that there is a police constantly on duty at all hours of the night on the streets to 
arrest any disturbance of that sort or anything of that kind 

Claiborne County.—Claiborne County was impeached by the testimony of one 
witness, EB. H. Stiles, (page —,) which was controverted by the testimony of J. D. 
Vertner, at page 191 rom special and moral canses there had been a great degree 
of excitement in this county preceding and entirely disconnected with the question 
of the election. The most conspicuous cause of excitement and feeling was the 

ge of Haskins Smith, a ecleved man, with the daughter of his employer, Mr. 
iam Smith, a hotel keeper in the town of Port Gibson. This colored man and 
white girl cloped. (See testimony of Mr. J. D. Vertner, page 191.) 

Our campaign opened, I think, in the month of September, about two months be- 
fore the election. Just prior to the opening of the campaign, however, an incident 
in no way connected with politics oceurred, which produced a very bad state of 
feeling between the whites and blacks. It was not the marriage of a negro with a 
white woman so mach as the incidents connected with it. There was such a mar- 
riage in the county, and while the white people took no part in it whatever, the 
parties being of humble origin and not in the society of the place, yet the father of 
the girl felt himself very much aggrieved, the boy having been reared in his family 
and brought up with the girl. The father was a desperate man, and he threatened 
to killhim. I myself overheard no such remarks on the part of the negroes, but a 
gentleman of respectability informed me that they had threatened to burn the town 


and wreak vengeance on the people if a hair of that negro’s head was harmed by 
Mr. Smith 


Q. Smith was the father? 

A. Smith was the father 

Q. State the names of the persons married 

A. 'The boy was a negro by the name of Haskins Smith. The girl was the daugh- 
ter of William Smith, who kept the public hotel of the place. The boy, while a 
member of the Legislature, was a boot-black in the hotel and a waiter, and contin- 
ued there during the*ime that he was in the Legislature, waiting on the table dur- 
ing the recess; and finally he ran off with this girl. It created some impression 
pon us, but of course was beneath our notice; but these remarks, which were said 
to have been made very publicly — 

Q. You say the father of the girl was very much excited? 

A. The father of the girl was very much excited and the mother has never re- 
covered from the shock that she received at the time. The father in that exasper- 
ated state of fecling proposed to kill the negro whenever he returned. He was a 
very good negro and held in very good esteem by the white people. The negroes 
here, Haskins's friends, seeing him with a shot-gun, gathered around his hotel en 
masse. Lsaw myself the excited crowds that gathered there from day to day. 
They were absent during all this time—the man and woman who were married. 
rhe negroes made a great many threats, according to hearsay, but we paid no at- 
tention to them One Sunday, about one week after the occurrence, the negro was 
brought back to the place by prominent negro leaders, among them the black coro- 
ner of our town, who is now in this jail, the leader of a band which has been sent 
to the penitentiary for burglary. They went down with carriages to bring the 
necro back. The negro protested against it, saying he had eutraged the feelings 
of the family and preferred to remain where he was; but they took him by force 
and bronght him into the village on a quiet Sunday, with four or five young men 
armed, and they paraded our streets up and down with this negro who had offended 
the feclings of this family in their midst; and then, not content with this, they 


followed our young ladies and went to our grave yard where our parents are buried, 
and trod all around there and marched back. 














THE WITNESS THREATENS THE COLORED PROPLE. 


I told the sheriff—a colored man—by the eternal gods, if ever again such a thing 
were repeated, blood was thicker than water, and we would kill the last son of a 
biteh; that if ever such insults were heaped upon us again we would not stand it. 
He told me that they started from the jail with side weapons, and that he expostu- 
lated with them to go back, and said that he had lost coutrol of his people. 
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THE WHITES ARM, 

We. seeing that aggressive spirit, and being insulted on the streets frequently 

instantly called a meeting; it was totally disconnected with politics ; and we 

ourselves thoroughly and completely ; that is, the citizens generally. 
eighty of us with, perhaps, eighty guns. 





armed 


There were 


PROPORTION OF THE RACES. 

Q State the proportion of the black population compared to the white in your 
county 

A. Our population is 20,009, I think, by the recent census. There are fully 3 
to 1, if not a little more. I think there are about one thousand white voters— 
eight or nine hundred white voters—and about four hundred who have not been in 
the habit of voting until the last election. 

That was the first event, disconnected with politics, but which brought about 
a very excited state of feelings in our midst. That was the occasion of our arming 
and nothing else; it was totally disconnected with any politica. There are two 
radicals who have always afliliated with that party in the town, who joined with 
us in this organization of men armed. 

The excitement and disgust in the county became very intense, and the sym 

athy for the father of the girl was strongly manifested, all of which was greatly 
increased by the triumphal entry of this ill-matched couple into the town, and the 
proce ssion by them and theircolored associates throughoat the streets of the place 
including a visit to the cemetery, all of which seems to have aroused the ao 
tion of the white porate to the highest pitch. It being understood that the father 
of this girl bad armed himself and intended to kill his daughter's husband on sieht 
= for his destruction were arranged by the negroes, which plans becomine 

nown to the whites, they armed themselves in opposition and for the protection 
of thisinjured parent. This event created an intense excitement, which continued 
up to the time of the political canvass. 

There were but two witnesses, Stiles and Vertner, examined before the commit. 
tee, and their statements are utterly variant. 

There was upon the day of the election a race collision, in which an old colored 
man, disconnectedowith the quarrel, standing on the outside of the crowd, was shot 
and killed by parties unknown, and, as is testified, greatly to the sorrow of the 
white people, who buried him with every mark of = and regret. 

This unfortunate death, and the wounding—not seriousl y--of a few others, were 
the only acts of violence which marked the election, and the excitement cons: 
guent upon it having quieted down, the election went on regularly and without 
further « isturbance. It was alleged by the witness, Mr. Stiles, (see p. —,) that in 
consequence of the disturbance in which this old man was killed, many colored 
men were intimidated, left the ground, and refused to vote; and although this 
denied by Mr. Vertner at pages 201-203, and 204, yet the fact remains that the : 
gregate vote of the county as compared with the former elections was but slightly 
reduced. ; 

Amite County.—Amite County was the scene of a great deal of disorder and 
alleged intimidation of voters. The colored population in 1870 was 6777 and the 
white 4,196. According to the testimony of Mr. A. S. Parker, the defeated canii 
date for sheriff, there was a republican majority of about 300 votes. The disorde: 
in this county were attested by W. B. Redmond, whose deposition is on page 73; 
li. P. Hurst, at page 86; A. S. Parker, at page 107. 

Parker's testimony, at page 113, and Hurst's at page 99, concur in attributing the 
chief disorders in the county and preaches of the peace to the influence of one Col 
onel Frank Powers, whose residence is in the State of Louisiana, over the line 

Hurst says: “If Powers had staid away from Mississippi, I don't think there 
would have been as much trouble as there has been,” and proceeds to describe tho 
reckless and dangerous character of Powers, whom he also considers *‘ the worst 
man and the chief cause of the troubles in Amite County.” At page 101 he says 

(By Mr. Bayarp.) How many men in the State of Mississippi are the chiefs and 
ruling spirits of this condition of affairs down in the lower end of Amite County? 

A. Well, it is not easy to say. I could not possibly tell you how many. I sup 
pose if you picked out ten or fifteen of those desperate characters, the whole thing 
would stop. Yes, and I would go fprther than that, and say that, if Jackson and 
Powers were arrested, this whole thing would stop. 

And in the next reply he classes Powers as the worst man and Moses Jackson as 
the next. 

At page 113 Parker, in 7 to a question by Mr. Bayarp “who this man 
Powers is, and what effect he has had in producing this condition of things in the 
county of Amite,” describes him as follows : 

“Colonel Powers during the war had commanded a regiment of cavalry that was 
called ‘Buttermilk Cavalry’ in our neighborhood. They were scouting and raiding 
around the country, and he had always a bad reputation for running cotton through 
the confederate lines. His reputation was, I think, very bad. He is a leader of 
what iscalled The Regulators, in the parishes of East Feliciana and Saint Helena 
There have been a great many negroes killed through these counties; and they 
have killed some of the county officers at Clinton, in the parish of East Feliciana 
and have run the rest away. Included in his organization were some men from 
Amite County, and they were in sympathy with him in getting rid of republican 
officers. 

“The understanding was that, should they want Powers on our side of the line, 
they would call on him, and he would come prepared to assist them in doing any 
thing they might require to bedone. On this clection day they sent for him. Gen 
eral Hurst asked Powers why he had come there, and he said that they had sent 
for him.” 

Further on he speaks of Powers as ‘the chief over the line in Mississippi,” and 
in reply to the question whether he believed “ that if Jackson and Powers were 
arrested and punished these things would cease,” he says, “ Yes, sir; I have no 
doubt of it.” 

These two and a colored man named Strother were the only witnesses examined 
in regard to the affairs of Amite County, and the only disturbance testified to on 
the day of election was at this precinct where Powers came ; but the fact was es- 
tablished subsequently by two witnesses by the name of Weber, who were sum- 
moned from the parish of East Feliciana, whose depositions will be found at | 
— of the testimony, one a State senator and the other a tax-collector of the State 
of Louisiana, both republicans, and from them we have the information that Col- 
onel Frank Powers is a republican office-holder by the appointment of Governor 
Kellogg, and has been acting with the republican party in Louisiana since 1870. It 
would seem difficult, therefore, to hold the white poate and democrats of Amite 
County, in Mississippi, answerable for a disturbed and disordered condition of af 
fairs which is proven by every witness examined in relation to Amite County to 
have been chiefly caused by a non-resident republican oflice-holder in Louisiana, 
under the administration of Governor Kellogg. 

Despite the operations of Colonel Powers and his friends it would appear by the 
testimony of A. S. Parker, to be found on page 112, that a larger vote, both demo- 
cratic and republican, was polled in Amite County at the election of 1875 than had 
been polled since the war. These disturbances were alleged at but a single pre 
cinct, and is the one visited by Colonel Frank Powers from Louisiana. ‘Lhe vie 
lence threatened to Raymond and Parker occurred since the clection, but was in- 
stigated by the same condition of feeling which Powers represented, and which a 
moerately vigorous exercise of imprisonment and fine would speedily stop 

Washington County.—To impeach the character of the election in Washington 
County a witness by the name of Putnam was called. His testimony is to be found 
at page —. He does not allege any case of intimidation or violence of his own 
knowledge, but that the election was unfairly conducted by the inspectors at one 
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of the precincts by unnec essarily delaying the reception of the votes. Tis allega- 
tions are specifically met and flatly contradicted by General William A. Furguson, 
one of the judges of election, whose conduct had been impeached by Putnam 

rhe deposition of General Furguson will be found at page —, in which the chat 
acter of the election is fully and, as we believe, truly stated. The examination of 
Putnam will disclose him to be a thoroughly disereditable person. 
of a frandulent and immoral life are alone sufficient to deprive him of credit; but 
the testimony of General Furguson, who is a gentleman of high character, suppl 
ments the statements of Putnam in_re gard to his own career 
Putnam, page —, and deposition of Gene ral Farguson, page —.) 

Washington County, by the deposition of and - and appears 
to have been the scene of more than unusual misgovernment. The relative popu 
lation of the blacks to the whites was to , and as a result nearly every 
oficial was a negro. The present sheriff of the county, Scott, a colored man, who 
was called before the committee, did not in any degree impeach the es and good 
order of the election. Greenville, in Washington County, was the home of Gray 
the infamous negro who was appointed by Ames brigadicr-general of militia. At 
page —, by the deposition of , the condact of Gray and his immunity from 
all restraint of law is set forth as follows: 

His character is likewise spoken of by Putnam. In short. we may here say that 
the picture of affairs presented by the negro rule in the county of Washington, as 
well as the adjoining county of Issaquena, fairly beggars description. Ninety-tive 
percent. of the property is owned by the whites, who constitute but a small 
jortion of the entire population. All er of local government are in the 
bande of the negroes, who select the people of their own race almost wholly to fill 
every office ; boarts of supervisors, utterly ignorant, incapable of reading or writ- 
ing, unable to add or subtract or perform the simplest arithmetical problem, have 
entire sway over the taxes and ——— of the county. Their rule is arbitrary, 
and oftentimes insolent to an intolerable degree. At page —, deposition of Mr. 
Miller, will be found an account of the refusal of a board of negro supervisors to 
entertain or receive the humble petition of the white citizens of the county pre- 
sented by a venerable and respectable white citizen for the privilege of having a 
white school established in the county where sixteen colored schools were already 
established, the expense, of course, to be borne by the property of the county, and 
even the poor = ege of having a portion of the taxes taken from their own lands 
applied to the benetit of their own children was insolently denied. 


(See deposition of 


By Mr. Bayarp: 


Question. Do you remember the occasion of this refusal of the board of supervisors 
to permit a petition for a white school to be presented to the board ? 

Answer. Yes, sir; I had been attorney for the board for quite a length of time. 
They had appointed me unanimously, these negroes had, and { remained in that posi- 
tion tor some time, when I resigned my position something like over a year ago, on ac- 
count of their reckless management and on account of the refusal to hear the whites 
in regard to schools, and so on. Right there at Mayerville there was a strong de- 
mand fora white school. There were some, I suppose, thirty or forty pupils, and 
they had ne school-house. They had to employ a teacher, and they got a room 
wherever they could to teach in ; and the people brought it to the attention of the 
board several times, and earnestly requested them to build a school-house there. 
The board went through the pretense of posting a notice for bidders. The law pro- 
vides that the contract shall be let out to the lowest bidder. They posted two or 
three notices, and the bids were offered there by good mechanics to build a school 
house at a good deal less than they had been paying for negro schools in various 
parts of the county. And they rejected the bids on the ground of extravagance, 
and old Major Smith came up there about two or three weeks before the meeting 
in which Gross was to be requested to resign, and made a request, politely request- 
ing them to have the notice renewed. He was very anxious about this school-house, 
and that was the wish of the whole community. It was opposed by this man Gross 
One or two members were anxious to buildit. This man Gross was very oifensive to 
Mr. Smith, and told him to sit down, he didn’t want to hear him, and finally drove him 
away Inhis disgustand despair. That was oneof the main causes whichinduced the 
people to request Gross to resign, in order to get a board, if possible, who would do 
justice, I suggested that the resolution should read this way: that stnee we had 
decided te ask him to resign, to request him to resiga in favor of Robert Murkin 
son or Green Collins, or any other of several good negroes in the neighborhood who 
were also republicans. I will say that the suggestion met with a degree of favor, 
but we thought we would have nosuccess. Butl thought that if Gross could be got 
out and we could get a good republican upon the board it would be very well. 

Q. You did not propose to replace him by a white man or a democrat, but to put 
some respectable colored man in his place ? 

A. That was the purpose of a good many, and that resolution met with favor, but 
it was not carried in‘hat way. Some persons favored it, and if it had been insisted 
upon it would have been carried through that way. There was no race feeling. 

Q. Were you present at the time when Gross insulted Major Smith? 

A. 1 was, and left the board in disgust. 

Q. What was Major Smith's demeanor in coming to him ? 

A. Exceedingly polite. 

Q. He assumed nothing more than to urge the action of the board ? 

A. He asked that in a very earnest manner, but not at all offensive. Finally, 
when told to shut up and sit down, he said, “‘ By God, I am a citizen and tax-payer, 
and have a right to be heard here,” and went away disgusted, and I left also in utter 
disgust. 1 had business to attend to there, but I would not stay on account of it. 

Q. By whom was the bulk of the school-tax paid? . 

A. By the land-owners; white people. The negroes do not pay over one-tenth. 

Q. How many colored schools are there in the connty ! 

A. A great many. They never refused any petition to build a colored school- 
house anywhere. They built them all over the county, and they had standing no- 
tices to build them. 

Q. How many white schools were in the county at that time ? 

A. Only one that I know of, on Rolling Fork. In fact, that was nota school-honse, 
either. They used the basement of the church. They rented it. It suited very 
well for that purpose ; no objection to it on that account. 

Q. How far was it from that school-house to the other school-house that they pro- 
posed to build? 

A. About ten or twelve miles. 
to resign. 

A condition of affairs which would be incredible and utterly intolerable in any 
of the Northern States exists in many of the black counties of Mississippi, where 
the property, intelligence, and character of the community is trodden to the earth, 
insulted, and ignored by the most ignorant and sometimes vicious members of the 
community, Things are of daily occurrence, and were proven almost daily before 
the committee, which, if attempted inthe State of Massachusetts, Wisconsin, or 
lowa, or indesd any of the Northern States, would be met by a popular uprising 
and speedy overthrow. In such a condition of affairs, the forbearance and gelf- 


That was the main cause of the request to Gross 


subordination exhibited by the white population domauds and should receive the | 


strong sympathy and high respect of every just and well-regulated mind. 
—, testimony of 8. H. Gross, colored : 


sy Mr. BaYarp: 


Page 


Question. How many members compose the board of supervisors ? 
Auswer. Five members, sir. 

Q. How many of them were colored people? 

A. During my time of being in office it was all colored members until 1876. 
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Q. You mean up until the present 
A. Yes, sir; they were all colored members from the time I have been a mem- 
Q. All members of the republica 

A. Well, I could not sey they 

Q. You have been one of the 
last three yvears—1s874, 1875, and 

A. Ye 

Q. Until when were these five men composed entirely of colored men; un‘il what 
time! 

A. Until 1876 
The Ist of January? 
Yea, sir 5 
Before that time they had nothing but colored men on the board ? 
. They were all colored, right from the time of my being installed. 
How far from Mayerville do you live? 
. The nearest route is about tive miles. 
That is the county seat? 
Yes, sir. 
Where did you first mect General Hampton ? 
In the town of Mayerville. 
Had you known him before ? 
O, yes, sir. 
Docs he own property there ? 
He owns one plantation in that county. 
How far from Mayerville ? 
- Leould not give you the exact distanee, but somewhere between four and five 
from Mayerville. 
. On the river? 
Yes, sir; on the river. 
When he met you did he speak to you? 
Yes, sir: he spoke to me; 
Sent a man for you? 
. Yes, sir; down the road for me. 

Be kind enough to state just what he said to you. 

A. He said to me like this: says he, ‘Gross, I have heard a good deal of talk of 
you, and I have heard that you was a perfect gentleman, and was prompt to attend 
to your own business, and I heard of this trouble that has taken place, and I have 
come down here to-day on that oceasion ; and I want you now te call your board to 
gether and proceed to business. The river is rising “—this I didn’t give in my for- 
mer statement, but I omit that then—“ the river is rising now very swift, and we 
want men on that levee board to go to work on the levee 
anxious for you to proceed to-day 
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therefore, we are very 
yat once and make the appointments; and,” he 
says, ‘I hope you will appoint men.” I think he said, “I have heard that 
they have asked you to resign; and” he said, “the good citizens of the county don't 
know anything about that, and we ain't in favor of any such doings as that.” 

Q. He said that the good citizens of the county were not in favor of interfering 
with you? 

A. Yes, «ir. 

Q. And were not in favor of 

A. Yes, sir; he said if there 
law to justify that. 

Q. Did he say anything in re 
being attempted ? 

A. He a that he had been a general in the confederate army. and that he was 
not afraid to tight if he was called upon to doit. He did not say he would protect 
us, but the impression was that he meant to protect us that day 

Q. To protect you in your rights and in your office? 

A. Yes, sir; that is the way I took the meaning of his words 

Q. He spoke to you kindly, civilly, and told you just what you have said to us? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you say anything to him after that? 

A. No, sir; he did not appear after that 

Q. You had no molestation at ail after that time? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. He told you that if there was anything wrong they would look to the law to 
remedy it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That be disapproved of this attempt to remove you from the board ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that the good people were opposed to that ? 

A. Yes, sir; that they were opposed to any such doings as that. 

Q. Is not the maintenance of the levee 
the safety of the propert 

A. It is, sir. 

Q. Is it a difficult and expensive thing to keep that levee in good and safe condi 
tion? 

A. Of course, sir, it is. 

Monroe County.—Monroe County lies upon the border of Alabama, toward the 
Che population consists of ——— black and ——— 
white. Itis not alleged that any loas of life took place in this county in the can 
vasa or election of 1575; but the defeated candidate for sheriff,.J. W Lee, appeared 
before the committee and charged (see his testimony, p. ——) that the canvass had 
been marked with attempts at intimidation on the part of democrats, and that on 
the day of the election the colored voters, who had massed to the number of fifteen 
hundred in the town of Aberdcen under his orders, were, by a show of violence on 
the partof the democrats, intimidated and prevented from voting, and in that way the 
election was controlled against the republican party. Captain Lee's testimony waa 
given circumstantially and at great length. (See p.——.) In reply to him thecom- 
mittee examined Mr. 'T. B. Sykes, (see p.——,) the mayor of the town of Aberdeen, 
and Mr. E. O. Sykes, (see p. ——,) who, by the testimony of Captain Lee, was prin 
cipally implicated in the alleged disorder; also Generel Reuben Davis (see p. ——) 
and others. The weight of the whole of this testimony is entirely against the truth 
of Captain Lee's statement. It was proven that many of the occurrences which he 
alleged that he saw could not have been witnessed from the residence of the jailor, 
in which be had taken up his quarters. He is directly met and flatly contradicted 
by the most unimpeachable witnesses, anc it is impossible, after reading his testi- 
mony and that of the gentlemen who were called to answer it, to doubt that the 
bitterness of Captain Lee's feelings toward his former political associates (for he 
had been a rabid secessionist and a violent democrat until the time of his commer- 
cial failure and his immed ptance of office in the republican ranks in 1870) 
must have perverted his ju and blinded his understanding. It is impossi- 
ble to escape the conclusion th iptain Lee anticipated defeat at the polls, and, 
as a last resort, to escape the res he election, endeavored to throw discredit 


your resigning? 


Was anything wrong about that he proposed for the 


gard to protecting you in case of anything of the kind 


along the banks of the river essential to 
y of that county! 


lis of th 
upon it by advising the negroes not to vote 
The testimony of several negroes who were examined at Aberdeen, among them 
has been already referred to as proofs of the recklessness with which 
charges are made by class of persons. The alleged gross profunity of the two 
Messrs. Sykes and the statements of General Reuben Davis, was not only emphat 
ically denied by those gentlemen, but was 89 grossly inconsistent with taeir char 
acters as pious and it n ly unworthy of belief by any un 
paaretioe’ man. The citizens of the town of Aberdeen, in common with many 
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arming and banding of the negroes of the county. The county of Monroe is inter 
Beet ‘ nd south be the Tombigbee River, the richer lands lying on the east 

verand the poorer nis on the west side of the river. the eastern side 
bei hiefly oceupied by negroes, with a small relative white population. The 
testimer rf ptain Sykes discloses the fact that great apprehensions were telt 
fr eceding the election of arising of the blacks for the purpose of 


mat on the t« iof Aberdecn and destroying it; that incendiarism had been | 


frequent and sufficient, in the excited condition of public feeling, to alarm them 
to an intense degree; that under these circumstances, to which must be added the 
l arming of the militia company in the community by order of Gov 
and the possession of those arms by Lee, the republican sheriff, the 
uncasiness and discomfort of the community had reached an extreme point 

Phe white citizens had on more than ope occasion turned out and picketed the 
roads leading to their town, night after night, fearing the approach of a body of 
negroes armed for the destruction of the place. On the morning of the election 
at break of day, these fears were confirmed by the presence in the town, at the 
court-house, of a large body of negroes from the eastern side of the county, all 
armed with heavy bludgeons and many of them with pistols. This was a viola- 
tion of the election laws, which required voters to cast their ballots in the pre- 
cincts where they resided, and only permitted a voter who was constrained to be 
absent from his home to cast his vote in another precinet by attaching to his bal 
lot an affidavit stating the fact. But the presence of this large body of blacks, 
with sullen faces and armed with clubs, at a voting-precinct which ws not a 


orgi vation ¢ 
ernor Ames 


proper ons for them to attend naturally alarmed the citizens of the town, who | 


took the best steps they could for self-proteetion 
Captain Lee was the presence of what he termed “a body of cavalry" from Ala- 
bama in the town. This bodyof cavalry was proven to consistof from eight to 
twelve men on horseback, who, if armed at all, were armed with pistols, which 
were not exhibited, and who were stationed between the county jail, wherein 
Captain Lee had a number of State arms and fixed ammunition, and which the 


A point much dwelt upon by 


white citizens feared he was about to place in the hands of the negroes whom he | 


had brought from the east side of the county to take possessien of the polls and 
prevent the whites from voting in the town of Aberdeen 

The whole action of these ten or dozen men on horseback was confined to re- 
maining quietly, disturbing no man, at such a point as would prevent Lee from 
getting the arms out of the jail and delivering them to the negro mob gt the court- 
house. The testimony will disclose the fact that nota blow was struck on that 
day, and that no man was injured and no one prevented in his lawful right to vote. 
No case was brought before us of any one who did not vote or could not vote if he 
had desired to do so, Under Lee's advice, many of the negroes who had unlawfully 
assembled at the court-house went back to their own precincts, and it is presumed 
that they there voted undisturbed. These facts, we believe, are fully established 
by the weight of testimony taken in regard to this election. That no material 
number of the vote was prevented from being cast by intimidation would appear 
from the fact that the aggregate vote polled in 1875 was two hundred and fifteen 
greater in the county than in the general election of 1873. 

Lowndes County.—The only point in Lowndes County in relation to which testi- 
mony was taken was in the city of Columbus. The witnesses examined were the 
mayor of the city, Mr. ———, and Robert Gleed, a negro, ex-sheriff of the county, 
and a defeated candidate for re-clection. The testimony of the mayor, which will 
be found at page —, is to the effect that there had been no evidence of intimidation 
or disturbance at the republican party had been split, and that two republican 
tickets were in the field, therefore lessening the necessity for the resorting to in- 
timidation, even if it had been sought 

A few nights before the election, just after nightfall, a fire was discovered in a 
remote portion of the town, and the fire apparatas gotten ready to extinguish it; 
but while the engines were proceeding to this fire, another fire was discovered inan 
opposite quarter of the town; and according to the testimony of Mr. and Mr. 

the town ay _ to be fired in seven or eight different places at once. The 
excitement instantly became intense. The rumors and apprehensions of incen 
diarisms of the negroes, founded upon remarks made by several of them of a threat 
ening character, induced the beliet that the community was on the verge of a great 
disaster, and a successful conspiracy to destroy the town by fire was about to be 
carried out. To protect the city and keep the peace the mayor appointed Mr. - 
a special u arshal for the occasion with authority to summon peace ofticers to his 
aid. The report of the marshal, as made to the mayor on the following day in 
writing, was presented to the committee, and is to be found on page —. 

The substance of that report is that the marshal took semi-military possession of 
the town and prevented the free circulation of the people; that his orders were to 
halt any man who was not known, and if he did not obey, to shoot him. Witnesses 
testitied that in this way they were halted, although well known in the community, 
and obeyed the summons. There was, however, excitement and feeling which was 
directed against the race which the. believed had been the authors of this intended 
conflagration, which resulted in the shooting and killing of four colored men by 
the patrols established by the marshal. Tbis was the case alleged by the mayor 
and the white citizens of the place, but, to some extent, denied by Robert Gleed, 
who alleged, or, rather, we infer from his testimony, that the object of the tires 
was to ereate a disturbance in which colored men could be intimidated or slain. It 


; | 
is certain that Gleed’s family were kindly and hospitably entertained by the mayor 


himself on the night of the disturbance, and that Gleed was believed by many of 
the white citizems to have been the chief instigator of these incendiarisms and 
attempted destruction of the town. 

rhe action of the city authorities cannot be considered unnatural or improper, 
under the circumstances. They immediately sought to increase the police force 
and prevent any lawlessness on the part of the white peopie, growing out of their 
excitement and apprehended destruction of their homes and lives. 

It would seem impossible from so cursory and incowplete an examination as was 
hurriedly made by this committee to come at a perfectly clear and satisfactory 
jndgment of the events on the night in question, in the town of Columbus, and the 
causes which led te them. On the one hand there is the terror ef incendiarisin 
which appeals to every householder, and which strikes fear into the boldest heart 
Most of the dwellings of Columbus and other southern towns are composed of wood, 
and their water facilities and apparatus for extinguishing fires are generally of an 
inferior description 
politieal hostility to the whites, and they had heard threats of incendiarism that 
placed them in great anxiety and distress. At 567, see statement of the lieutenant 
of Owen, the commander of the negro company captured at Vicksburgh : 

‘We got orders we should not go there; if we had not received these orders be- 
fore night, I would have been there with my gun in one hand, a coal-oil can in the 
other and a box of matches in my pocket.” 

liow far these fears honestly actuated the mass of the people in the unusual 
steps taken for self-protection, there is not sufficient testimony ood the commit- 
tee thoroughly to determine. or how far such alleged fears were made by wicked 
and cruel men the pretext for an assault upon obnoxious colored individuals, or 


upon the colored people as a class, there is not enough testimony before the com- | 


mittee satisfactorily to determine. That the result of that night's proceedings 
ought to have been made, or ought still to be made, the subject of thorough and 
rigid examination noone can doubt; nor is it yet known what steps were taken to 
discover the true condition of facts and the causes of these fires which, from their 


number and seattered location, would seem clearly to evince a settled plan of in- | 
cendiarism for some purpose, either to destroy the town or to give a pretext fora | 


crimipval assault. One thing may bere be said, that if the atrocious design did ex- 
ist of making that incendiarism the pretext for an onslaught upon the colored pco- 
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| is more circumstantial than anything brought to our knowledge. 


They knew that the negroes had been banded together in | 





AUGUST 8, 


ple at night, and where they were m large numbers, it would seem strange that the 
victims were limited to four in number, when their slaughter could have been so 
easily multiplied 

We have not classed this occurrence at Columbus with the four principal collis 
ions between the races, because no — al signilicance seemed to have been given 
to it, and the matter was mentioned late in the course of the investigation, only by 
three or four witnesses, and even the Vv gave totally different theories for the occ ur 
rences of the night, and for the reason also that it did not partake of the nature of 
a riot growing out of any immediate quarrel or controversy between the two races 
In the opinion of the undersigned, it was the result of sudden fury and excitems nt 
caused by terror of incendiarism, which, for the time being, deprived men of thei; 
self-control. Although no proof of the immediate facts attending the killingof any 
one of these four men was brought before the committee, the report of the marshal 
No conseque nt 
intimidation is to be inferred from the condition of the vote ; for the aggregate vote 
of 1875 is a very large increase over the vote of the election preceding. 

ROLLING FORK COLLISION, 


In December, 1875, in what is now Sharkey County—then a partof Issaquena— 
occurred a most deplorable and shocking tragedy. The affair was first brought to 
the attention of the committee by the testimony of Derry Brown and Bowie Fore- 


man (negroes,) whose turbulent conduct had caused them to be expelled frow the 


neighborhood, and whose testimony was shown to be unreliable. 
Judge Shackleford as to the character of Foreman and of 
impeaching Brown.) 

t seemed difficult to obtained a clear and connected narrative of the transaction, 
but the testimony of E. B. Ball, a republican, who emigrated to the State of Mis 
a from the State of Illinois at the close of the war, and whorresides in the 
neighborhood where the tragedy occurred, will fairly represent the state of affairs 
and feeling at the time, and the circumstances which led to it. (See pages from 
—— to——, Ball's testimony ; also the deposition of W. W. Moore at page ——, 
end of —— , page ——, corroborative of testimony of said Ball.) 

It appears that on Saturday, the last of November, 1875, a number of negroes, not 
belonging to that part of the country, but who had been picking cotton, were paid 
off, and were engaged in a drunken frolic at Rolling Fork, a small town in what was 


(See testimony of 
Miller, page —— 


| then Issaquena County, now seat of Sharkey County. 


A young white man, or boy, for he was not yet of age, who was drinking with 
them, got into a quarrel with one of the negroes, which ended by the white man 
striking the negro with a knife, and inflicting a wound of no dangerous character. 

The boy fled and was pursued by the whole band of negroes,who finally discov 
ered him in the back room of a store where he had secreted himself, and after stab 
bing and otherwise wounding him, left him for dead. 

On Sunday morning warrants were issued by a colored justice of the peace, re- 
siding at Rolling Fork, for the offending parties, and in the course of the day five 
or six were arrested and placed under guard in a building then vacant, which 
had been occupied as a drug store. During the night the gun of one of the guards 
was discharged by accident, and the prisoners became alarmed and attempted to 
make their escape by breaking through the windows. They were tired upon by 
the guards, and one of them wos ki.led and two or three were wounded, The 
wounded parties with one or two others were captured. 

The next day all of the parties implicated in the assault on the young white man 
were recognized and gave bonds for their appearance at court and the difliculty 
seemed to be ended, but the news of the affair extended down into the neighbor- 
hood where Mr. Ball resided, and spread through the country with many exagger- 
ations. The white people at Rolling Fork and vicinity were greatly outnumbered 
by the negroes in that lvecality, and the disproportion in the neighborhood of Mr 
Ball and below there, on what was known as the Deer Creek settlement, was at 
least 10 to 1 of the colored people to the whites. 

Bands of colored men were at once organized, and armed with such weapons as 
they could procure, threatening to attack and destroy the town of Rolling Fork 
and to kill the white people, and, to use the language of some of their most excited 
leaders, “from the cradle up,” and to burn cotton-gins, and to destroy property 
generally. Two of these bands—one under the leadership of a vegro preacher by 
the name of Moses Johnson—started in the direction of Rolling Fork, but were 
turned back at Elgin’s store by the firmness of Elgin and one or two white men 
who were there at the time. They returned from the neighborhood where they 
had started some few miles below Elgin's store, somewhat excited by liquor, and, 
as will be seen by the testimony of the said Ball, by no means inelined to give up 
their purposed destruction of the whites and their property. 

The terror which their conduct inspired in that county among the few white set- 
tlers and their families is very graphically depicted by the witness Ball, as well as 
his own apprehensions because of bis being a white man, notwithstanding the faet 
that he was a republican, and in political accord, and on terms of personal friend 
ship with the negroes. (Insert Ball's testimony, p. —.) 

News of this uprising and demonstration was carried back to Rolling Fork. Ap- 
plication was made by the white people there to their friends in Washington 
County and above for aid. A band of armed white men, from the upper counties, 
under the leadership of Rev. Ball, a Baptist minister, collected together and 
marched down to Rolling Fork, where, learning such facts as they could in refer 
ence to the disturbances below and the parties most deeply implicated, mounted an 
armed force of some fifty or seventy-five men en Sunday, and went down in the 
neighborhood where these turbulent negroes were assembled under arms, and cap 
tured and killed six of the most dangerous and violent of these concerned in the 
armed organization for the destruction of the preperty and lives of the white in 


| habitants. 


This violent remedy promptly ended the conspiracy of the negro population 
against the whites and caused them to abandon any further prosceution of their 
hostile purposes. 

A few days after the killing of these negroes a meeting took place between the 
leading white people at Rolling Fork and the leading and peaceably inclined 
negroes of the neighborhood, and a treaty of peace was signed by the parties, 
which has been incorporated into the testimony taken by the committee, and will 
be found on page — of —. 

Derry Brown, who before the tragedy occurred had been inclined to peace and 
quiet, became furious, and was unwilling to be reconciled except by the killing of 
six white men in retaliation for the six negroes, and was excluded from the terms 
of the amnesty provided in this treaty. 

This ended the affair, and however reprehensible the entire transaction is, the 
undersigned could discover in it no trace of any political character. On the con 
trary, it was a war of races, having its origin in a drunken brawl between one 
white person and a nomber of dissolute and drunken negroes. Tho region in which 
it oceurred lies remote from railway or other public modes of communication. The 
civil authorities of the neighborhood were wholly inadeenate to cepe with the emet 
gency, and it was too sudden for the authorities of the State to be called inio 
acuon. 

INTERFERENCE WITH VOTERS. 

Some of the testimony tended to prove that in some cases colored men were ¢e- 
ceived or cajoled into voting the democratic ticket. 

There is nothing in any part of the testimony to prove any obstruction to the 
voter “on account of his race, color, or previous condition of servitude,” but in 
every case the objection was to the party ticket he proposed to vote ; to the color 


| of his political prejudices, and not to the “ color” of his skim referred to in the sif- 


teenth amendment. 











1876. 








rhe white people earnestly sought to induce the colored people to vote, and to 
voto the same way they did. To this end they held public meetings, made num 
berless speeches. appealed to their colored tellow-citizens in every conceivable 
manner that they should vote, and vote with them for the common interest of all 

lo justify any legislation by Congress to enforve ihe fifteenth amendment, the 
obstruction of the “right to vote’ must be for the sele reason of race, or color 
or previous condition, &c., and there is no power in Congress to interfere for any 
other cause whatever. There is not from the beginning to the end of this testi 
mony as ngle case of the obstruction of a voter because he was a colored man -< 

In every case of alleged unlawful interference with the right of suffrage, it | 
was because the voter was in opposition to the political sympathies and wishes of 
the person interfering 

Intimidation and violence are almost as frequently alleged toward white men as | 
colored men, and perhaps the bitterest opposition was proven toward the former 

ias® 
: ve tit cannot be said that the race or color of these whites induced other whites 
to deny and abridge” their right of suffrage. ; 

[he testimony of many witnesses, white und black, proved the gross intimida 
tion of colored people by other colored people. Now, this was not on account of 
race or color, but for the same reason which caused all other intimidation and | 
interference inthe State—i. e.,, opposition to the voter's political views and actions— 
pot because he was a colored man, but because he was voting in opposition 

The Supreme Court of the United States distinctly say, in the opinion, we have 
already cited: 

“The fl teenth amendment did not confer the right of suffrage upon any one " 

It gave to the Congress the power to guarantee its exercise in case it should be 
denied or abridged on account of race or color or previous condition. 

If the right to vote be denied or abridged for some other cause, the State, and 
not the United States, must exercise its protecting power over the citizen and 
remedy his wrong. : 

If acoored man be driven from the polls because he comes up with a republican 
ticket, and when he returns with a democratic ticket is welcomed and assisted to 


vote. there can be no doubt but his “right to vote” (which means, of course, | 
but not having been abridged | 


to vote according to his free will) has been abridged ; 
because of his race or color, but because of his political views, the power and duty 
to remedy the wrong he has sustained are, according to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, in the laws of the State where he resides, and not in the United States. 

Holding this preposition to be true, then the testimony overwhelmingly estab- 
lishes the fact that negro voters were welcomed into the democratic ranks and 
every effort made to procure them. 

If negroes were intimidated, it was not because they were negroes, but because 
of their obnoxious political views. 

As a necessary consequence, it follows that Congress has no power under the 
fifteenth ameydment to the Constitution to punish any invasion, however gross 
and reprehensible, of personal rights of suffrage which is not based upon the par- 
ticular cause of the race, or color, or previous condition, &c., of the party injured. 

Having thus stated the limitations upon the power of Congress, which a respect 
for the Constitution of our Government and to the decisions of its highest judicial 
tribunal has dictated, we cannot refrain from an expression of our abhorrence 
aud hearty reprobation of every act of lawless and so often brutal interference 
with the rigbts of citizenship, which were related by witnesses in our presence. 

Prosperity and happiness can never thrive in a community where such scenes of 
violence can be enacted without condign punishment. By a law higher than man’s 
the “wages of sin is death,” and it will be vain for the people of Mississippi to 
kok for the advancement of their State to that position in the ranks of wealth, 
influence, and reputation which those who love her would desire to see her occupy, 
until the spirit of law shall be strengthened and assert itself over the “dangerous 
classes,"’ who have brought disrepute upon her good name. 

We are glad, in this connection, to express our sincero and profound conviction 
that under the present State administration and government of Mississippi all the 
elements for the needed reforms exist and will be developed, so that a remedy for 
every wrong will be surely found in laws ordained in a spirit of benevolence and 
justice to all classes within the borders of the State. - 

A vast majority of the people of Mississippi have every clement that cons'itutes 
a good American citizen. They are law-abiding, peaceful, and industrious, and 
they have every impulse in favor of justice, peace, and order, and all they now 
need is the kindly sympathy of their fellow-citizens in other States in the great 
distress which war and a totally revolutionized condition of their social and labor 
systems, coupled with gross maladministration of their State affairs, have brought 
upon them. 

They have been the victims of a misrule which they sought in vain to avoid or 
remedy 

In simple justice we ask, should the white masses of Mississippi be held respon- 
sible for the results of bad government, against which they have petitioned and pro- 
tested in vain for years? Is it jnst to hold those responsible from whom all power 
has been withheld? ‘The requisite means are always necessary for the desired end. 
In all the centuries the demand that the children of Israc] should make bricks 
without straw has been cited as an illustration of tyrannical injustice ; buat is it not 
equally and even more unjust to demand of the white people of Mississippi the re- 
sults of good government, when bad government has been fastened on them against 
their best efforts to prevent it, their entreaties, and their prayers ? 

Let them fully and fairly test their present opportunity to produce peace and or- 
der and prosperity by exercising their faculties = self-government. 

The evils that have been enacted they were not justly responsible for, and their 
sugerings should call for’sympathy, and not denunciation. Why should not this 
portion of our fellow-countrymen be made to fee! that they have the rights as well 
as the responsibilities of that local self-government which is so freely enjoyed and 
jealously guarded by their fellow-citizens of the Northern States ! 

Is it.consistent with justice, wisdom, or expediency to put the stigma of inferi 
ority upon any State of the Union, by asserting a power and right to make inqui- 
sition in her management of those domestic and internal affairs which, by the ex- 
press terms of the Constitution and by common consent and practice, are reserved 
to other States, which are never questioned in their control over them ? 

No attempt seems to have been omitted to bring the white people of Mississippi 
into ill-repute with their fellow-citizens of the North. 











What, it may be asked, have the flags used at a political celebration to do with | 


infractions of the fifteenth amendment! Yet the following testimony will exhibit 
the intent to create sectional prejudice against them, (see testimony of John T. 
Harrington, at page 233 :) 


NO AMERICAN FLAG, BUT TWO HUNDRED OTHERS. 
By Mr. BouTweE.: 


Question. Were you at the West Point meeting of the democrats two or three 
days before the election ? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q Did you see the flags exhibited there ? 

A. I think I saw two hundred flags, but no United States flag. 

Q. What were they? , 

A. There were some very newly—I cannot say if just exactly—like the confed- 
erate flag, and all sorts, shaking and waving. But I saw no United States flag. 
At the West Point meeting, up and down the streets on both sides for nearly a 


quarter of a miie, over both sides of the street, thirty or forty feet high, on the tops 
of the buildings. 
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By Mr. Bayarp 

Q Did you walk along the whole of that street? 

A. No, sit 

Q. Where were you 

A. I was at my office, and went ft: 
atiorney was 

Q. Did you pass by and along this row of flags 

A. Well, I could see up the street 

Q How far could you see t 
which prevented you seeing very far! 

A. O, I could see. I cannot discriminate features half across the street. I 
could see these bars and colors 

Q. Did you see confederate flags at that meeting? 

A. No, sir; Lsaid flags resembling. They might have been like them 


? 


m my office to the hotel where the district 





you said you had ophthalmia, or something, 


T do not 
I do not know that they were 


full confederate flags. I know about the various colors and from the appearance 


| of confederate flags which I have seen 


Q. Was there no United States flag, then ? 

A. I did not see any. I seen the particular ones. I think those on the court- 
house, if any, United States flags 

Q. Did you walk along the entire line of the street where those flags were ? 

A. I did not walk along the entire line; I think near the lower corner, and 
leoked up 

Q. That was the meeting at West Point? 

A. Yes, sir 

Q. When ? 

A. The Thursday before the election, I think. The election was the Tuesday 
following 

The answer to this miserable slander is to be found on page 253, in the testimony 
of Mr. R. I. Shotwell 

Question. Harrington stated here that there were no United States flags exhib- 
ited on the day of the celebration. What have you to say about that? 

The CHarkeMaNn. He did not state that 

Q. In order that we may know the facts, you may state what you discovered 
| there. I thought that he stated that there was no United States flag, and he did 
say that there were flags that were very like confederate flags; and he left the im- 
| pression, as I understand, and meant to leave the impression, that there were no 
United States flags. 

A. The flags he suppesed to be confederate flags were just flags of red calico and 
white bleached domestic, which were hung by a Frenchman in our town after the 
style, as he said, of ornamenting the streets in Paris on public days; and he made 
a beautiful display of white calico and red calico, but the stores and all the public 
buildings were ornamented with United States flags—tive hundred of them, I 
reckon—and a long procession of horsemen, and very many of them had United 
States flags attached to their horses’ heads, and the children all over town had little 
flags and were at the windows and doors saluting the procession as it passed by. 
It would look rather bad to let that go without a refutation. Mr. Harrington also 
stated something in regard to a speech by Mr. Barry. I heard that speech, and no 
such language was used by him as was attributed All the addresses made to the 
negroes were of the most conciliatory character. The negroes were treated with 
| the greatest degree of kindness by every man, so far as my knowledge goes. I 
believe hundreds of these men who came here would testify that they were not 
intimidated. . 

The character of the witness Harrington is thus given by Mr. Shotwell at page 
249 

* He is now under bond. This brother of his (J. T. Harrington) who testified 
here, I can show by any quantity of witnesses that he is a man of notoriously bad 
character ; that he has been indicted for horse-stealing and for kidnap ng negroes— 
not indicted for kidnaping negroes, but he has been charged with it, and a white 
man and a negro caught him atit. That was during the war After the war he 
brought a suit for damages against one Anderson Beam for 220,000 damages. for 
making those charges against-him,. and the suit was finally dismissed by J. T. Har 
Tington at his own expense, As tothat Harrington, I can bring fifty or a hundred 
men, if necessary, here.” F 
| | By the CHatRMAN 
Q. State what you know of yourown knowledze 
} A. I am stating as to his character of my own knowledge. I am just speaking 

of the character of the man. 

By Mr. BAYARD: 

Q. Of his reputation in the community ? 

A. Yes, sir; the general bad character of the man; that heis regarded as a horse 
thief. [ have no doubt I can produce witnesses who would testify, any number of 
them, that they would not believe him on oath—eighty or a hundred men. I can 
name the party that caught bim trying to kidnap a negro—William Nixon 

The report of the United States grand jury is also appended to the evidence, 
(part 6.) 

In criticising this highly sensational document, it would seem reasonable to ask 
if such a denunciation of the State could be mate by the nineteen republicans and 
one democrat who composed the grand jury. Why did they not find indictments 
for the punishment of some of the alleged crimes? 

If they had a majority to denounce, why not to bring to justice ? 

Its publication would seem to reflect upon the district attorney, whom it affects 
to praise; for if he had done his duty, the guilty would have been presented for 
indictment. 

It seems plain that this report was a partisan assault, a mere blast of defamation 
against their political opponents, for no one can doubt the indictments would have 
been found had the evidence warranted it. The President of the United States has 
caused to bo annexed to his message on South Carolina troubles the following let 
ter of District-Attorney Walton, which shows how little responsibility the “shame- 
ful failure of justice” belongs to the white peopleof Mississippi: 


OXFORD, Mississirrt, July 15, 1866. 


Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith the report of the grand jury lately in 
session here, together with the evidence on which it is based. This evidence, you 
will see, plainly required the jury to indict a great many persons for violations of 
the electron laws; but, out of eighteen jurors, seven were found who refused to 
concur in any such indictment I learn, however, that all but one of the jurors 
voted for this report. All but this one professed to belong to the republican party ; 
and some of those who finally voted against the eleven who were for the indict 
ments were throughout the whole session apparently the most reliable men we had 
to austain the indictments and the most zealous in investigating the cases. This 
was particularly true of the man who wrote this report, yet he tinally went acainst 
all prosecutions, though we had conceived him to be the most earnest, as he had cet 
tainly been the most active, man among us in bringing to justice, or at least in in- 
vestigating the election cases 

I can only lament the shameful failure of justice which has taken place, and I 
have little doubt that it must and will give a most unbridled license to lawlessness 
at the next State, if not at the next Federal, election. - 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 














THOMAS WALTON, 
| United States District Attorrey. 
} Hon. ALpHONsO Tart, Altorney-General. 
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1at section 820 of the Revised Statutes of of the Legislature, approved by the governor, made a clean sweep of their democratic 


qualiticat aud challenge of grand and 

1ited States, “ha served in the rebellion, or 

or to have given, directly or indirectly, any assistance in 
thes, &c., anything whatever, for the use or benefit of any 
ew p” have been engaged in arms against the United 


senacted in 162 and, although provisions for its repeal have more 
passed the Llouse of Representatives, yet by the refusal of the Senate to 
till remains upon the statute, most unfortunately, as we believe. 
an absolute exclusion of nearly every white citizen in the Southern 
om the United States juries : ? 

In the selection by the United States marshal in Mississippi the juries were 
almost exclusively composed of republicans, colored and white, (20 to 1, see Wal- 
ton’s letter.) 

Attention is drawn to this, because the better classes of the white citizens have 
been bitterly assailed and condemned because they have not actively assisted in 
convicting offenders ; at the same time they have not only been excluded from office, 
but not even allowed to sit upon the juries. 

We submit these facts to the consciences of our countrymen. 

A letter from W. F. Tucker is also published, at the request of the chairman, 
directed to Mr. Frazee, the foreman of this grand jury, to be found at page 151 of 
the documentary evidence 

If Mr. Frazee believed this letter was intended to deter him from doing his duty 
his course and duty were plain. ‘The letter should have been handed to Judge Hill, 
who, by @ bench warrant, could bave brought Mr. Tucker to answer. 

But the publication of the letter by Mr. Frazee proves that he did not 80 construe 
it, and certainly that he derided it. 

Whatever impropriety may be adjudged Mr. Tucker, it is his individual sin, and 
should not be visited upon his innocent fellow-citizens. 

lhroughout the testimony much of the alleged intimidation was by violent lan 
guage, profanity, and vague and mysterious threats, which, however improper and 
reprehensible, are, we regret to say, much too common in every heated political 
canvass in almost every county in the United States, and are not peculiar to the 
State of Mississippi. The object of such testimony conld only be to create preju 
dice, as it certainly could not have been intended as a basis for legislation. There 
is scarcely a State in the Union which is not assailable on similar grounds 

During the canvass, and in the midst of this growing feeling between the races, 
Davenport, the colored county clerk at Vicksburgh, who has been indicted for 
forgery of warrants, made a public speech, saying “ He would have a white wife 
from among the best families,” which W. F. Fitzgerald republican, one of Ames's 
brigadiers, testified, at page —, “ had more to do with creating excitement than 
anything else In acommunity where the white people are largely outnumbered 
by the blacks itis not surprising that deep resentment and excitement should fol- 
low such declarations 

Wilkinson County.—This county was carried overwhelmingly for the republican 
ticket in 1875, and therefore no evidence impeaching the election was taken; butas 
it is situated in the southwest corner of the State, on the Louisiana State-line, 

on —, the honorable Senator from Indiana introduced the following reso- 
lution, which was adopted 

The witnesses summoned were from the parish of East Feliciana, in Louisiana 
and from Wilkinson County, Mississippi. The region embraced by this county and 

varish is remote from routes of travel, and in Louisiana the presence of Governor 
Ki llogg’s tax-collector, Colonel Frank Powers, heretofore mentioned in connection 
with Amite County, has caused law and order to be little regarded. 

W. HL. Noble, the republican sheriff of Wilkinson, testitied (seo p. —) that negroes 
there in his custody admitted to him that Aaronson, a white store-keeper over the 
Louisiana line, who had just moved into the neighborhood, was murdered by a 
body of negrees who were passing his store in search of one , another white 
man, Who had bratally assaulted a negro man the day before. 

When Aaronson’s murder by the negroes become known, the white people, to 
the number of one hundred or more, visited the locality and arrested and hung —— 
negroes who confeased their murder of Aaronson. 

Phe affair created great excitement, and the two races commenced organizing and 
arming themselves 

Reports of the armed organization of the negroes were rife and their intended 
destruction of the white people 

Sheriff NoLle summoned an armed posse, at the head of which he placed himself, 
and his commend in three columns moved toward the western side of the county, 
where the negroes were reported to be massed and armed. é 

One of these companies, at the plantation of , came in conflict with some 
armed blacks, in which encounter negroes were shot and ——— whites. 

At page Sheriff Noble says 

At page ia the deposition of ———. 

These occurrences took place in the month of May last, when there was no elec- 
tion at hand, and no occasion whatever for political excitement. The county of 
Wilkinson had, as we have stated, entirely a negro government, and the republican 
party held all the offices 

The character of such government is but a repetition of the same sad story as we 
have related of other counties similarly governe z (See page —, deposition of - ) 
What these disorders, tragical and shameful as they are, have to do with the fif- 
teenth amendment and the “right to vote” does not appear to the minds of the un- 
dersigned. That they exhibit acondition of things impossible under a decent gov- 
ernment of laws, no one willdeny; and upon territory under the control of William 
P. Kellogg. governor (so called) of Louisiana, they were certainly committed. 

The majority of the citizens of Louisiana, in 1872, voted to elect John McEnery 
their governor, and the ballots still in existence, as well known to the Senate, ex- 
hibit a majority of over nine thousand votes in his favor. But the President of the 
United States, by the armed interposition of the Federal power, overthrew the will 
of the people of Louisiana, and installed Kellogg and a kindred legislature in office 
and power 

His government never had, nor deserved to receive, the respect of the people, 
whose will, if allowed to be exerted, would have driven Kellogg and his adherents 
like chaff out of their places 

That discontent nl disorder should prevail is not at all surprising, and that 
Kellogg should appoint Colonel Frank Powers, a ruflian and a brigand, to office will 
astonish no one 

But we doubt whether any mind will be so utterly unjust as to hold the white 
people of Louisiana or Mississippi responsible for the outrages caused or encour- 
aged by Kellogg's appointees, or the disregard of law, decency, and order, in all of 
which Kell himsclf is pre-eminent. : 

Phroughout the investigation the inquiry was frequently made by the majority 
whether there had not been intimidation practiced by threatening to discharge men 
from employment if they did not vote in compliance with their employer's wishes, 
and in many cases such facts were proven ; 

llowever important it may appear to the undersigned that the moral and intel- 
lectnal independence of the individual voter should be respected, and that no 
methods of coercion should be used to influence the free exercise of suffrage, yet in 
the face of the admitted and almost general violation of these sound and just propo- 
sitious by public and private employers in all sections of the Union, it cou seem 
scarcely credible that it should be proposed to sclect Mississippi as the one State 
for the application and enforcement of a rule which is disre, red everywhere else. 


| 


| 


Thus lately the republicans in the State of New Hampshire, by a formal address | 


opponents, on the sole account of political opinion. 

In House Miscel ous Document No 65, present session, the testimony taken 
in the contested clection of Platt ns. Goode, at page 234, will be found the d« posi 
tion of Jesse Mahoney, a ship-carpenter in the Government employ in the Ports. 
mouth (Virginia) navy-yard 


Deposition of Jesse Mahoney. 


Jesse MAHONEY, a witness of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposes and says as 
follows: , 


By Mr. Joun Gooner, Jr.: 


Question 1. State age, residence, and occupation. 

Answer. Age, forty-four years; residence, second ward, Portsmouth, at present: 
occupation, ship-carpenter, tirst class. 

Q. 2. Are you employed in the navy-yard! 

A. Tam not, at present 

Q. 3. When were you last employed there, and when were you discharged ? 

A. On the 4th of August, 1874, and discharged on the 1ith of November, 1#74 

Q. 4. State how you procured your employment on the 4th day of August, 1-74 
what steps were taken by you fo procure it; whether you had any conversation 
with Hon. James H Platt, jr., on the subject ; and if so, all that was said 

A. In May last, 1874, I went to see Mr. William Smith, foreman of shipwrights 
in the navy-yard, to give me work. [le told mo he would do what he could, and 
then I wentover to Norfolk about the middle of May, 1874, and seen Mr. James 
Platt, and asked him would he give me employment in the yard. He then told me 
to get a letter from the executive committee, and indorsed by the chairman, send it 
to him toe Washington, and he would put me to work. 

Q.5. Did you get the letter from the republican executive committee or any mem. 
ber thereof ? 

A. I did not. 

Q- 6. Did you make application for it? 

A. I did; to the chairman of the committee, James H. Clements. 

Q. 7. When did you make application to Mr. Clements? 

A. On several occasions. 

Q. 8. What did he say? 

A. He told me he would do all he could to get mein. 

Q. 9. Has anything else occurred, besides what you have stated, to make the im 
om upon you that in order to procure employment in the navy-yard, it would 

»© necessary to get the indorsement of leading men or officials belonging to the re 
publican party ! 

A. It was, in March, 1°73. I was at work in Norfolk; knowing that I conld not 
work in the yard without affiliating with the republican party, I came over here. I 
see Mr. James I. Clements to give me work in the yard, that I would support their 
party, which I did up to November election, 1874; then I supported Mr. Goon 

Q. 10. State whether or not you voted with the republican party in the spring 
election of 1873, and if so, what induced you to do it. 

A. I did vote with them—for my bread and meat, and not from principle. 

Q. 11. Could you have procured employment in the navy-yard in 1873 or 1874 
without a promise. either expressed or implied, that you would support the can 
didates of the republican party? 

A. T could not. 

Q. 12. How were the men generally employed inthe navy-yard —upon whose rec- 
ommendation ? 

A. By the republican committee, so far as I know. 

Q 13. Did the officials in the navy-yard, as a general thing. employ any workmen 
without the indorsement of the republican executive committee ? 

A. They had to be indorsed by the republican executive committee. 

Q. 14. You have stated that you voted forme in the November election ; state, a 
cording to the best of your knowledge, information, and belief. whether that voto 
had anything to do with your discharge from the navy-yard on the 1!th of Novem- 
ber, 18741 

A. I believe it did. 

Q. 15. Have you heard anything on that subject from any official in the navy 
yard? If so, state it. 

A. Notoflicially. I was challenged by one of the bosses by the name of Patrick 
McDonough ; he came under the ship's bottom where I was at work ; says to me, 
“ Jess, Lam told you voted the conservative ticket.” “ Pat, I did vote the couserv- 
ative ticket, for the Hon. Mr. JounGoopr.” He says, “I understand that you got 
whipped by fhe conservatives.” I told him no, that I did not. It was some preju 
dice that existed a long time that got me hit. 

Q. 16. Was any pecuniary assessment made upon you as an employé in the navy- 
yard, or did you pay any money without assessment for Mr. Platt’s election pur- 
poses during the last congressional campaign? If so, state fully all you know 
about it. 

A. I had a written circular passed to me with the request for a day's pay. In 
that circular I saw where the bosses had to pay $20, the quartermen $10, the eighth- 
men $5, first-class mechanics $3.20, sosend-alens &5; and about the 19th of October, 
1874, | wentto Mr. Smith about this pay. I told him that I was in here only ashort 
time ; that I was only able to pay $2. He told me that would not do; he wanted 
the whole; that he was tired of it. 

Q. 17. How much money did you pay ? 

A. I give him $2. 

18. Who is the Mr. Smith to whom you have referred? 

A. William F. Smith, foreman, or the boss of the shipwrights, under whom I 
worked. . 

9: 19. Did you pay that money willingly or not ? 

A. I did not pay it willingly. 

Q. 20. What, then, induced you to pay it? 

A. Thinking it would give me a longer job. 

Q. 21. Was it or not generally understood, so far as you know, among the men 
employed in the navy-yard, that if they failed to meet the assessment made upon 
them it would result in their discharge or deprive them of a job? 

A. As a general thing they thought it best to pay it, in my opinion. 

Q. 22. Wasit, or not, generally understood, among the men ey ay in the navy- 
yard during the late congressional campaign, that they woul’ be expected to vote 
for Mr. Platt, and that if they failed to do so they would incur the hostility of 
those who controlled the patronage in the navy-yard ? 

A. It was, in my opinion. 

Q. 23. How many men were employed in the navyyard during the time you were 
there, from the 4th of August to the 11th November, 1874, according to your knowl- 
edge, information, and belief? 

A. To my belief, in the construction department there was two hundred men on 
the ship-carpenter's roll. Some were put there as mechanics who were not. There 
was about four hundred laborers during the month of October in that department, 
two hundred more than was needed, to the best of my judgment. There was some 
imported from Isle of Wight and worked on the ship-carpenter’s roll who were no 


| ship-carpenters—one from Isle of Wight and one from Williamsburgh; one from 
| Isle of Wicht named Juba Gordon, (colored.) There must have been in the whole 


yard in the neighborhood of seventeen hundred men, in my opinion ; to the best of 
my judgment. 

. 24. You have stated that men were brought there and put on the Sane. 
ter's roll who were not carpenters. What did those men do; iu what kind of work 
were they ¢ngaged, and how did they spend their time ? 





1876. 


A. They spent their time “down east”—down in the privy. Down east, we 

- 
= ‘- Did you ever sce those men carrying old lumber or iron about the yard as 
if io keep up a show of employment? le 

A. Lhave seen a@ gang of men taking deck-plank and pile it from one place to 
another to keep themselves employed. ; 

Q. 26. Was that large number of men employed there during those months nec- 
easary or not, for the legitimate purposes of the Government, in the navy-yard ? 

‘I think not. 

o a Did you attend a republican meeting held at Temperance Hall, in Ports- 

mouth, a night or aes to the election ? 
\. I did; the night before the election. 
©), 28. Who presided over that mecting ¢ 
\. James H. Clements. 

«. 29. Does Mr. James H. Clements hold any Federal appointment in Ports- 

uth? 

— He does. He is postmaster, and has been for some years past. 

Q. 30. Did you hearany instructions given at that meeting by Mr. Clements, the 
chairman, or by any one else, as to how the voters should receive their tickets on 
election day; how they should hold them, and how they should deposit them in 
the ballot-box! If so, state what they were fully. 

A. Mr. Clements told them he did not want ‘no backing out,” and “no lag- 
ging” the vigilance committee. One must hold the tickets, and only give the 
ticket to the man that was going to vote. The voter must hold it in his hand so it 
can be seen when he deposited it, so the vigilance committee-man can see him de- 
posit it; when he deposited it right, he was to be tallied. i 

Q. 31. Was any proclamation made or notice given of the names of the commit- 
tee-men from whom the voters should receive their tickets ? 

\. Not that I know of. It was late when I gotin, and the voting was all through 
with. 

Q. 32. Where did you vote on the day of election ? 

A. | voted in the second ward. 

lo the same effect are the depositions of William W. Bain, page 234; of George 
W. Glover, page 266; of Joseph Broughton, page 283; of Francis Russ, page 309; 
but it is unnecessary to multiply illustrations of what every man in the country 
knows is the invariable practice in all the Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment—never to such an extent as under the present Administration. 

In the investigation of the New York custom-house in 1872, it was proved that 
ofiicial positions were frequently the price of partisan services. (Volume 3, page 
60%.) 





3y Mr. Howe: 


Question. Now, what efforts have General Arthur, or Mr. Cornell, or Mr. Laflin, 
or Mr. Darling made to control the political action of their subordinates? 

Answer. The only special knowledge I have on that subject is that every single 
one of their subordinates has to act in a certain political way. There are a few 
men there who I know are forced, in order to keep their places, to do just exactly 
contrary to what they believe to be right. 

Q. Now, who are those ? 

A. I do not propose to tell them if I can help if, because every one of them would 
be turned out of office. (Examination of General George W. Palmer.) 

At page 702, same volume, deposition of James L. Hastie: 

©. What was the offer made by Mr. Murphy's agent to you? Just repeat the 
otler made by him in case you would leave your place upon the ticket and allow 
Mr. E. D. Morgan to go to the convention in your stead. 

\. That I could take a sheet of white paper and write my own terms for myself 
and friends in the district. Any positions that I would choose to select would be 
piven. 

Q. Positions in the United States service in the custom-house ? 

A. In the United States service, for myself and my friends. Take a sheet of pa- 
per, and write out my own selections. 

Che individuals who were thus:interrogated were, however, only Mississippians, 
into whose private and personal dealings with their employés an inquisition was 
made, which we do not believe would have been attempted or tolerated in the 
State of Massachusetis or any other State, where the right of local self-government 
is acknowledged and is suffered to exist. 

Ilowever open to reprobation such attempts at coercion of opinion may be, no 
one can suppose it is within the power of Congress to interfere. 


SOCIAL OSTRACISM. 


Testimony was taken to prove the unwillingness of the southern white people to 
associate intimately with many of the witnesses. Judging from theaccount given 
of themselves by those who made this complaint, the undersigned are disposed to 
coincide with the parties complained of, and do not believe that in the Northern 
States the social standing of these witnesses could be very high, or intimacy with 
them generally desired. But it does seem to us absurd to suggest the regulation 
of private intimacies and associations by act of Congress. History has been read 
in vain if the folly and futility of all such attempts be not admitted. Time, the 
great healer of grief, may steep in oblivion the memory of the great losses with 
which the people of the South have in the providence of God been visited. But 
the wounds are too recent not to ye touched gently. The members of many a 
household in Mississippi are clad ih the garb of woe, and mothers, sisters, and 
Wives are pale with sorrows that will not cease until the union with their loved 
ani lost shall come with the end of their earthly troubles. 

Into these associations a stranger may not intrude ; a man of feeling would not 
if he could and an unfeeling man should be repelled. 

The fireside of a citizen, however humble, is a domain which neither congres- 
sional committees nor any one else has a right to enter unbidden by its owner. 
Nothing in the letter or spirit, the theory or practice of American government 
even suggests such a jurisdiction, and we thus dismiss the subject. 


INTERFERENCE BY FEDERAL AUTHORITY 


in the State elections and internal affairs of the State has, since the close of the 
war, frequently taken place, and never without deplorable and disastrous results; 
and, on the other hand, the applications of minorities, defeated by the popular 
vote, to be nevertheless installed in oflice, has never been denied by the Feteral 
authorities without such denial being followed by beneficent results. 

Such interference has always been followed (and very naturally) by local dis- 
content and disorder, as in the case of Louisiana and Alabama, while Tennessee, 
Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, Texas, and Arkansas are living proofs in their 
increased prosperity and tranquillity of the wisdom of non-interference. 


THE PROBLEM OF RACE 


will continue to be of the deepest interest to the people of this nation; and it is | 
not the duty or purpose of the undersigned to do more at present than recognize | 
its existence and refer to its solution as a matter of great difficnlty. Suffice it to | 
say that the relations of the African to the white races in the United States do | 
not stand alone for consideration; but on our Pacific coast the dark shadow of an | 
Asiatic horde hangs lowering over the white population, and has aroused their 
gravest apprehensions. 

The African race is now admitted fully to the rights of American citizenship. 
Under the fifteenth amendment all power to discriminate as to the right to vote 
“on account of race” is inhibited to the States and to the United States. 
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Thus, between the admission of the Mongolians to the privilege of suffrage, there 
now stands but the frail barrier of a single word of the naturalization laws to be 
added or subtracted at the will of a bare majority in Congress, which can close or 
open to the teeming oriental populations unobstructed opportunity, by their mere 
numbers, to control our elections and our governments, State and Federal. 

The vastness and gravity of the subject will not admit of further discussion in 
this report. 

A few remarks upon the condition of Mississippi in June, 1876, will conclude this 
report. 

A rapid journey by railway brought the committee to the town of Jackson, the 
capital of the State. The examination of witnesses, who were all ready and in at- 
tendance, having been summoned in advance by telegraph from Washington, com 
menced on the day of our arrival and continued all day and every day from June 9 
to June 27, when, by traveling all night, we reached the litle village of Aberdeen, 
in Monroe County, and, after three days of close labor there, returned to Washing- 
ton. No act of a turbulent or disorderly nature was witnessed by the committee, 
and no signs of enmity or incivility were exhibited; but, on the contrary, courtesy 
and respect were on all hands extended to the committee. c 5 

The poverty of the ans was apparent in their garb, the appearance of their 
houses, and the marked absence of good and comfortable vehicles. 

The want of horses or equipages for ordinary pleasure was frankly stated to the 
undersigned by sundry gentlemen who regretted their inability to allow us to see 
the surrounding country, simply because they and their families were too poor to 
indulge in the pleasure of a drive. 

Large numbers of ladies in Mississippi delicately nurtured and carefully edu- 
cated are compelled to perform the drudgery of their households unaided by do- 
mestic servants. 

This great change in their mode of life and fortunes induces them to conceal their 
wants from a stranger's eye and frequently forbids that open-handed hospitality 
once so characteristic of southern houscholds. 

The only exhibition of pleasure-secking witnessed was by the colored people, 
whose processions passed the committee-room and whose holiday excursions by 
railway started from the depot opposite. ° 

The only canvon sound was from their republican ratification meeting, and theirs 
was the only music heard by us in Mississippi. 

The poverty of the colored people also was often painfully apparent in the groups 
of witnesses who clustered upon the long galleries, wretched in appearance and 
miserably clad, giving to the hotel the appearance of a county alms-house. 

The reformation in tho legislation and administration of Mississippi by the party 
in control since January, 1876, has thus been important and marked with great 
benefits to the entire community. 

The judiciary has been purified and elevated by the appointment of men learned 
in the law and irreproachable in character to the bench. The far-reaching and bene- 
ticent influences of this single reform can scarcely be overstated, and the blessing 
to flow to all classes of society and all races of men in the pure and equal adminis 
tration of public justice may be now hopefully looked for. 

The Hon. John A. C. Watson, « citizen of the highest reputation, both as a law- 
yer and a man, testified on this subject as follows, at page — : 

Question. Speaking irrespective of party in the State, what was the effect upon 
public opinion of the course of administration which you have here detailed as to 
the growth of confidence or dissatisfaction therein? 

Answer. It created great discontent and dissatisfaction. Many of tiie republi 
can party became as violent opponents of Governor Ames as the democrats were or 
ever had been. 

Q. I would ask you what, in your judgment as a citizen of the State and a close 
observer of the affairs of the State, was the effect of the discord in the dominant 
party in the clection of 1875? 

A. I think the split in the party contributed more to the overthrow of Ames than 
any other single cause. And in this way: The negroes, hearing their own men 
abusing each other, seemed to be bewildered. IL traveled over the State a good deal 
during the last canvass. I addressed the people at this place, (Jackson,) and Tad 
dressed them at Canton, at Winona, at Oxford, Taylor's De »0t, Hernando, Senato 
bia, and some other places, besides in Marshall County, and had a good deal of in- 
tercourse with the people. 

Q. With both parties? 

A. Yes, and I noticed a very great change in the negroes. 
been unwilling to hear any but their own speakers, and seemed to have no 
confidence in anybody else. Last fall, long before the election, they were coming 
out to hear the democratic speakers. They were conversing with democrats, and 
before the day of election a good many had openly avowed themselves democrats. 
In my county and in others, of which I he aol a great many had joined clubs, and 
I noticed, frequently, one or two who would first go and hear; then they would 
converse with me, and their change was as gradual and slow as it well could have 
been. Finally they would avow themselves democrats and become more enthusi 
astic than anybody else. Such changes were usual throughout the State before the 
day of the election, and I heard many of them say, ‘‘ Well, we have made nothing 
yet by the republican party ; they have done us no good, and I reckon it is possibly 
best to haveachange. We will try it I don't pretend to give their exact language, 
but the substance of what many said. 

Q. Since the election have you observed the sentiments and feelings of the col- 
ored population in regard to th t 


Before, they had 


s change of administration | 

A. I think there has been more of contentment and quict and satisfaction among 
the negroes since the last election than has before existed in the State since re- 
construction. 

Q. Excluding yourself, of course, what is your estimate of the present state of 
judiciary, both as to the chancery, circuit court, and the supreme court ? 

A. Lregard the improvement as great—very great. 

Q. Have the offices of chancellor been refilled ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And the circuit judges also refilled? 

A. Yes. 

Q. From what,class of men, as to legal attainment and character, have theso ap- 
pointments been drawn ! 

A. They have been made from a class of lawyers who had the confidence of the 

cople and who were competent to fill the places. The supreme-court bench, with 
Simrall, appointed by ALcorn, and Campbell and Chalmers, appointed by our pres- 
ent governor, Governor Stone, in point of capacity, integrity, and character, is 
equal to any court in the Union, and there are not more than one or two chancel- 
lors or circuit judges that I, myself, as governor, would not have —— 

Q. Are you aware that the charge had been made that the late election in 187£ 
was carried by a general system of intimidation and vinlence on the part of the 
democratic party toward their political opponents in this State? I will ask you 
now what is your knowledge and your judgment as to the truth or falsity of that 
statement? 

A. Well, so far as my personal knowledge goes, I never witnessed anything ap 
proaching intimidation by the whites Cases of intimidation of colored voters by 
colored voters did come under my observation. There has always been something 
of that, but much less of it in the last election than previously. A better class of 
men, as a general thing, were anti-radical candidates last fall, and a more orderly 
or fairer election was never held, so far as it came under my observation. 

Judge Campbell, of the supreme court, at page —, says: 

Question. Has there been, as far as you know, since the election an acquiescence 
in the change of affairs in the State? 


very 
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Answer. Entirely so; the most perfect quiet has reigned throughout Mississippi. | 


Q. Any collision between the races since that, that you are aware of, in yourown 
section of the country? 

A. IT have heard none anywhere I remember, except on the borders of Missis- 

Louisiana, this matter down here, that is known through the instru- 

of papers; I have heard of no disturbance ; perfect quiet has reigned 


the State except that 


what has been since 1875 the effect of this change of administration ; if 
lect upon the happiness and prosperity of the people. 
A. It has been most inspiring, decidedly inspiring. to the people. 
4). Is that teeling contined to one race exclusively 
\ 


lam notable to speak about the colored people. My associations with them 
are so very limited that I cannot say. sir. My professional duties before my appoint 
ment to the bench, and my judicial duties since, have so engrossed my time that 
really I cannot express an opinion, even about the sentiments of colored men in 
the State 


Q. Has there been, to your knowledge, a visible improvement in the prosperity 
| condition in the State since the change of admins ration? 
A. There is no question about that, I think, sir Che prospect for industrial suc- 


cess is decidedly better than it has been. There are much higher hopes in the 


| Mississippi, at page 63, exhibits his and Governor Ames’s viows of the late election 


bosoms of the white people, and, so far as I can ascertain or judge from every ap- | 
pearance, perfect contentment, quietude, and satisfaction among the colored peo- | 


pie 


rhe truth is that the colored people were being incited by pestiferous vagabonds | 


who wanted to stir them up for purposes of theirown against the whites. And 
they woukl have moved along in their sphere contentedly and quietly, depending 
on the white people, trusting in them, and treated with kindness by them, but they 
were stirred up and hopes were created in their bosoms which could not be realized. 


AUGUST 8, 


pensable that without them the General Government itself would disappear from 
the family of nations.” : 

The House of Representatives of the United States is by the Constitution the s 
judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its members. Contests for : 
bership and admission to that body must be settled by that body alove. This Sey 
ate has no power , 

The constitution of the State of Mississippi secures to the respective houses of 
its Legislature the same exclusive power in the same frame of words, and it canyot 
be lawfully overthrown by the United States. , 

The deposition of Mr. Walton, the present United States district attorn: 


‘le 


vy of 


Question. Has any department of the government in Mississippi, or any autho, 
ity, State or Federal, questioned the legality of the present Legislature ! 

Answer. I believe not, sir. That is to say, no authority, State or Federal, yoy 
department of the government in Mississippi has questioned the legality of +), 
present Legislature. There has been a popular charge that it was a legislature 
elected by intimidation; but then, while they have questioned it unotiicially 
— have recognized the legality of the Legislature by their official intercours, 
with it. 

Q. Have not both the judicial and executive authority of the State repeatedly 
recognized the legality of the Legislature elected in 1875? 

A. The judicial authority, the supreme court, may be considered as having recog 


| nized the legality of the Legislature in this way: two of the judgesof the supreme 


And there are ambitions men among them, who, catching re pen marge from | 


their lead indertook to permeate the whole race with it, and spreading it abroad 
inciting them and indueing a feeling, when there would have been vo such feeling; 
all would have been satustactory between the whites and blacks had it not been for 
the interference of these persons who undertook to use the negroes for their own 
purposes 


And 1 will state further that the negroes would have fared just as well and ber- 


tor without any interference at the hands of the mass of the white people, who | entitled to decide the question of the right of the other members to their seats, 


have far more consideration and kindness for them than these men who make loud 
pretense of their devotion to them for mere political purposes 

I know the negro race well; | was born and reared among them, and have noth 
ing in the world but the kindest feelings for them, and in my private life and in 
ymublic life, as they will all testify who have been brought within my influence I 
— treated them with great consideration. When on the bench, where they had 
against them the natural prejudice enees existing to a great extent in the 
minds of their late masters against the newly enfranchised race, I was anxious to 
secure them from injustice from white jarors, even more so than if they had been 
white peop e. Lhave always had only feelings of the utwost kindness toward them, 
and have now 


1 am prepared to assert that they have done wonderfully well under the circum- 


stances, and would have done far better bat for the interference of politicians, who | fied the elections in those special and few localities, still enough lawfully 1 


stir them up and use them for theirown benefit. They have been badly taught and 
misled and been used as mere puppets to a large extent 

Phe reduction of expenses by the last Legislature was positive and highly satis- 
factory to all tax payers (See page —, deposition of ——.) 

rhe condition of public schools is in the main satisfactory, and the provision for 
their maintenance has been increased by the appropriation of certain license fecs 
and fines to their support. (See page —, deposidon of E. Barksdale.) 

On this subject the following extract is pertinent and interesting : 


“THE PEABODY SCHOOL FUND. 


“On Friday last the trustees of the Peabody fund for aiding the public 
achools at the South held a meeting at the Greenbrier White Salphur Springs, at 
which the report made by Dr. Sears of his last year's work was discussed. From 
this report we learn that Dr. Sears disbursed from the fund under his charge but 
a small amount to South Carolina, Florida, and Louisiana, because those States do 
not foster public education. In South Carolina and Louisiana the republicans have 
had possession of the government for years past. In Florida the democrats have 
only recently had any chance of carrying the State. Yet in these three States, 
where the white friends of the colored people have everything their own way, the 
school funds have been squandered and dissipated and the school-houses closed. 
What wonder, then, is it that Mr. George Peabody Russel, who joined in the dis- 
cussion of the Sears report, gave it as lis opinion, from personal and recent obser- 
vation, ‘that nothing could be expected from those States in the way of advancing 
their educational interests until there was a change in their State governments.’ ” 

By amendatory criminal legislation the live stock of the farmers has been pro- 
tected and the lawless and indiscriminate slaughter of breeding-animals has been 
made highly penal, se that this year much of the pork and beef heretofore pur- 
chased abroad will be raised within the State 

With the increased acreage of corn and the fine crops of their great staple of 
cotton, the prospects for the material prosperity of Mississippi in the present year 
ar favorable 

CONSTITUTIONAL POWERS OF CONGRESS. 


If it be designed that our form of government should be continued, we hold it 
to be the sworn duty of every Senator and Member of Congress, as well as every 
otlicer of the Government, to respect and obey the limitations upon power imposed 
by our written charter 

Whatever may be our individual opinions as to the right or the wrong of a given 
condition of affairs, the power, and with it the duty to interfere must be found ex- 
pressly or by necessary implication in the Federal Constitution, otherwise such in- 
terference is law-breaking and not law-making. 

rhe Supreme Courtof the United States, in the case of The Collector vs. Day, 11 
Wallace, Rep., p through the lips of that venerable and lamented jurist, Mr. 
Justice Nelson, described the relative powers of the Federal and State governments 
in the following words, which we commend to the respect and for the instruction 
of the Senat 

It is a familiar rule of construction of the Constitution of the Union that the 
sovereign powers vested in the State governments by their respective constitutions 
remained unaltered and unimpaired, except so far as they were granted to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. That the intention of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion in this respect might not be misunderstood, this rule of interpretation is ex- 
pressly declared in the tenth article of the amendments, namely: ‘The powers not 
delegated to the United States are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the 
peopl The Government of the United States, therefore, can claim no powers 
which are not granted to it by the Constitution, and the powers actually granted 
must be such as are expressly given, or given by necessary implication. 

“The General Government and the States, although both exist within the same 
territorial limits, are separate and distinct sovereignties, acting separately and in- 
dependently of each other within their respective spheres. The former in its ap- 
propriate sphere is supreme; but the States within the limits of their powers not 
granted, or, in the language of the tenth amendment, ‘ reserved,’ are as independ- 
ent of the General Government as that Government within i's sphere is independent 
of the States. * * * 

“Such being the _— and independent condition of the States in our complex 
system, as recognized by the Constitution, and the existence of which is so indis- 


| fully in sufficient numbers to constitute a majority of each house. I remember 


court by tarns—the court consists of three judges—presided over the impeachment 
of Governor Ames. The chief justice of the State first presided, and then in cop 
sequence of ill health he resigned his position, and became only an associate jus 
tice, and the person who was elected chief justice in his place took his position as 
pesident of the courtof impeachment. The oflicers of the State generally reported 
to the Legislature, and the governor of the State sent his message to the Legislat 
and approved or vetoed its bills. I remember that I had a conversation with Goy 
ernor Ames on that subject, in which something was said about the legality of the 
Legislature. I recollect he made the remark, which impressed mo as authorizing 
his ac_ion in the matter, that the Legislature was a legal body, because the number 
of republicans in the Legislature and the number of democrats in the Legislatur 
who were peacefully elected, coustitute a majority of each house, and thereby were 


He contended, however, that.a good many of the members had been illegally elected, 
Q. But that that was a question which there was a legal body there to det: 
mine | 
A. That there was a legal body there composed of republicans who had been 
elected without any improper intluence, and democrats who were elected peac 


making that remark to me in January, shortly after the Legislature met. [le 
did not give that as his reason for recognizing the Legislature in his official ca 
pacity; but the two things coupled themselves together in my mind. 

The statement of the result of the election by Governor Ames, and that the late 
Legislature was a legal body, is more than sustained by the testimony. 

Striking out the counties where fraud or violence my be supposed to have nul! 


veaceably clected members of both houses remain unimpeached, in any quarter and 
S any Witness, to form more than a quorum duly qualified to organize the two 
bodies according to the constitution of the State of ae ‘ 
T. F. BAYARD 
J. E. McDONALD. 
NORMAN H. RYAN. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to take up Senate bill No. 840. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 840) for the relict 
of Norman H. Ryan was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
It provides for the payment to Norman H. Ryan of $736, in full for 
services as storekeeper of the bonded warehouse of E. W. Dutcher, at 
Amboy, Illinois, from the 18th of April, 1868, to the 15th of October, 
1868. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is a report from the Committee on Claims in 
connection with this bill. It has been examined by the Committee 
on Claims and reported favorably. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think I can state to the Senator from Vermont 
the facts of this case. This man was watchman of this bonded ware- 
house. The party failed. The officer in charge, the collector, in 
structed this person to continue to watch the property that was there 
in which the Government had an interest. It was the duty of course 
of the person owning the property to pay this expense, but he having 
failed and this collector instructing the man to continue on watch 
he did it for the number of days he is paid for as watchman. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there not a lign on the property for fees of 
that kind ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The Government got the property. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Government got the property, of course 
we ought to pay the man. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT N. EDDY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call up the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. I ask the Senator to yield to allow me tocall up a 
bill. I think there will be no objection as the man is suffering. 1t is 
Senate bill No. 788, which contains but eleven lines and the report is 
still shorter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to that. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 788) for the relief of Rob- 
ert N. Eddy was read the second time and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Paymaster-Generfal of the 
United States Army to pay to Robert N. Eddy, late second lieutenant 
Company K, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment New York State 
Volunteer Infantry, the full pay and emoluments of a second lieuten- 
ant, from the 3lst of December, 1862, to the 28th of August, 1863, de- 
ducting therefrom all pay he may have received from the Government 
as first sergeant for that period. co 

Mr. KERNAN. Let the report of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. RANDOLPH from thonyrule. Is there objection to that proposition? The Chair hears 


the Committee on Military Affairs on the Ist of May, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of RK. N. Eddy, late second lieutenant Company K, One hundred and fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, submit the following report: | 

(he applicant desires difference in pay from the 3ist December, 1862, to the 28th | 
Auyust, 1863, between the pay of a sergeant and that of a second lieutenant. 

Prior to the tirst date, Eddy was a sergeant in the regiment and company named ; | 
was appointed a second lieutenant at that time ; a second lieutenant’s vacancy then | 
existed in the company. Eddy performed the duty assigned him ; failed to get his | 
commission because of the loss of the vessel on which it was, and was prevented 
from being sworn in as second lieutenant until the last day named, i. e., August 
©» . 1863. 

Che committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHANGE OF A STEAMBOAT’S NAME. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me to 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of the heirs of Asbury Dickins. 

Mr. CONKLING. That will lead to long debate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If that be so, I ask the Senator to yield to me for 
the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2252) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to change the name of the steagnboat Hiram Wood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us pass one bill that is not a money bill. 

By unanimoug consent the bill (H. R. No. 2252) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to change the name of the steamboat Hiram 
Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, on this bill I wish to make a re- 
mark, and I would be glad to believe that it would reach the ears 
and the regards of Senators. There are a great many bills on the 
Calendar to which nobody would object and which are of deep con- 
cern to those who are interested in them. If we could in place of 
taking up bills in this way—I do not mean to object to this bill at 
all—have consent to go through the Calendar in the morning hour 
for a day or two under the Anthony rule and let the Calendar be 
called for unobjected bills, it would be a great relief to many people, 
some of whom are sitting in the galleries now and some of whom are 
in much distress about matters which would not occupy the Senate 
one moment each. As I say, I do not interpose against this bill; but 
to-morrow morning and on subsequent mornings I will see whether 
I cannot get the approbation of the Senate to take up the Calendar 
under the Anthony rule, and as a friend very properly observes, it is 
more important in the case of House bills because our action on those 
concludes legislation. Let us take up unobjected cases and run on 
and dispose of a great many of these questions which are so distress- 
ing to the people concerned in them. 

Mr. THURMAN. A day or two ago a bill in regard to counting the 
votes for President and Vice-President was taken up on my motion 
and then was laid aside informally subject to be called up at any 
time; but since that I suppose it has been supplanted by business 
that was pending at the close of the day. I want to give notice now 
that as soon as the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from New 
Jersey shall be in their seats I shall ask that that matter shall be dis- 
posed of. I have no speech to make on it; I only want it voted on 
and disposed of. If the Senator from Indiana were in his seat I 
should move to take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment 
to move a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill (8. No. 133) 
to sell certain public lands to the Beatrice and Denver City Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes, was indetinitely postponed. I do 
this by instruction of the Committee on Public Lands, for the pur- 
pose of moving its recommitment to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reconsid- 
eration of the indefinite postponement of the bill? The Chair hears 


none. It is moved that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


The motion was agreed to. 


THE CALENDAR, 

Mr. GORDON. I move to take up Senate bill No. 951. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not object to the bill which was last moved, 
and I dislike to object to any bill in which the Senator from Georgia 
is interested; but I must insist that if we ate going on, the morning 
hour having expired, to displace the regular order, it ought to be with 
a fair opportunity to all these people alike. I have no doubt the 
Senator’s bill is right, but we shall reach it in a moment, nobody will 
object to it, and it will be passed. 

Mr. GORDON. I am perfectly willing to accede to the motion of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. Suppose the Senator makes the motion, and let 
us try. We shall run down to his bill in a moment. 

Mr. GORDON. I move, then, that we take up the Calendar, and | 
only bring before the Senate bills that are not objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under what is known as the An- 


There is a bill before the Senate 


none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I ask what is the regular order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. MorToN] for printing extra copies of the President’s 
message relative to the massacre at Hamburgh. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
der at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
its consideration was last left off. 


And this is subject to a call for the regular or- 


The Calendar will be resumed where 


STEAMBOAT ROBERT ROSS. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1915) to change the name of the steamboat 
Robert Ross was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The Committee on Commerce reported the bill with an amendment, 
which was in line 5, after the word “ Mollie,” to strike out “ Kretor” 
and insert “ Keator;” so as to make “ Mollie Keator” the name of the 
vessel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PLEASURE: YACHT ELLA. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1823) to change 
the name of the pleasure-yacht Ella to thatof Myra; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the concurrent resolution to 
rint 25,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
for 1875, to be distributed by the Commissioner. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. If that resolution is not legible, I think I shall 
object. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is very necessary that if should pass. 

Mr. CONKLING. It cannot be passed unless ié can be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representctives concurring.) That there be 
winted and bound 25,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
a 1875 for distribution by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


Mr. WITHERS. I ask whether it is contemplated that any num- 
ber of copies shall be printed for distribution by members of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There are two resolutions which have 
passed the House. One provides for the printing of 100,000 copies, I 
think, for the House and the Senate of the report for 1874, and then 
there is another resolution which has passed the House for 1875, The 
books are stereotyped for 1874, and it is very little expense, compara- 
tively, to have that year’s report printed. This resolution is for the 
benefit of the Commissioner himself, and I think the three resolutions 
ought to pass. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Jersey to the fact that I believe the number of 25,000 has been 
heretofore printed for the Commissioner, but I want to inquire of 
hun if that is not too large an amount for the Commissioner? [ un 
derstand he is unable to distribute them and sends them here, and they 
are put in the folding-room to the credit of members of Congress. | 
think I found the other day thirty copies that were asskgned to me 
out of the surplus remnant in the hands of the Commissioner, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. IL understand from the Commissioner that 
he cannot spare any of these. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That was my information. I may be incor- 
rect. I found them to my credit after I thought I had exhausted all 
my own. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The reason of that probably is that last 
year the Senate printed some number, I forget how many, but a 
thousand or two thousand for its own use while none were printed 
by the House, and I suppose the Senator from Delaware received his 
quota of that ten or twelve hundred copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
end of the resolution : 


The pending amendment is to insert at the 


And 250,000 copies of the same for general distribution by Senators and members 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is an objection still good to this resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it is before the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. This had better be passed without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object, provided this amendment is tacked on. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not see why we may not dispose of the whole 
question now as well as delay part of it to another time. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is sought to pile up the committee-rooms and 
folding-room with documents when there is no method of distribut- 
ing them. I donot know how other Senators may feel, but I say for 
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myself that I cannot afford (out of the little pay-I receive and such 
resources as I can command) to pay the postage on thousands and 
thousands of public documents. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is very true for everything except 
this report. This report and the Recorp do go free. 

Mr. SARGENT. IL have another objection. That objection is that 
we have made very stingy appropriations for the Government Print- 
ing Office for the ensuing year, and it is doubtful if they can get 
throngh with the ordinary necessary work. I am informed by those 
who are cognizant with the matter that it is impossible to do it. We 
have very stringent laws against exceeding appropriations. I would 
not like to find that the blanks of the Post-Office Department or those 
of the Treasury are suspeuded in the vacation for want of funds to do 
necessary work. I would not like to see the man who is Public 
Printer in the State prison or hauled over by a committee of Congress 
for violating the law by expending money not appropriated by Con- 
gress. Iam opposed to piling up these orders for printing for that 
reason. With reference to the original proposition for 25,000 copies, 
it might perhaps be squeezed through ; but when you come to add 
250,000 more I do not think we ought todo it unless ample appropri- 
ation is made. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think we had better pass this resolu- 
tion without the amendmeat, inasmuch as there are two other reso- 
lutions which have passed the House making provision for copies for 
the use of members of Congress; and as to the deficiency in the ap- 
propriation, while what the Senator from California says is very true, 
still I rather guess the appropriation is enough to run the establish- 
ment until December, and that is about all that is contemplated, I 
presume, by these appropriations. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The resolution is now before the Senate. I under- 
stand the amendment is to print 200,000 copies additional for the use 
of the Senate and House. I shall vote for tho amendment, and I 
think it a very appropriate and proper place to put it on now. 
These other two resolutions may have passed the House, but it is a 
matter of very great doubt whether we shall pass them at this ses- 
sion. I do not know any report published by Congress that, so far as 
the people of my country are concerned, they take so much interest 
in as in this very report. There is no one report that is called for one- 
tenth or one-hundredth part of the time that thisis called for, so far 
as I am concerned, and I think there is no one thing to which we can 
devote the money that would be more acceptable and that would be 
more approved generally by the people than this. This is only the 
number, as I understand, that has been published heretofore in prior 
years, and I see no reason why we cannot do it now. I think if the 
resolution as originally reported is to pass for printing 25,000 copies, 
then the additional 200,000 ought to be added. I shall vote for the 
amendment, and I shall vote for the resolution when it is thus 
amended. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have objected. 

Mr. PADDOCK. At the time this matter was considered before I 
offered the amendment which has been read without thinking of the 
necessity of making provision for the distribution of the report of 
1874. I think the propositions sent over from the House more nearly 
cover the necessities of the case than my amendment. Therefore, I 
propose that they be added as an amendment to this resolution. I 
offer them as a substitute for the amendment, or rather I withdraw 
the other amendment and substitute this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska will be read as amended. 

The Crier CLERK. The amendment is to strike out all of the reso- 
lution after “ Resolved,” and insert: 


That there be printed 100,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for the year 1874,°20,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 80,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives ; and that there be printed 200,000 cop- 
ies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1875, 43,750 copies 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 131,250 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 25,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New 
Jersey where the House resolutions are on the Calendar that he spoke 
of? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think the resolutions are on the Cal- 
endar. I hope now that this matter is up that this amendment will 
be adopted, and that we shall dispose of the whole subject. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have objected to the whole matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not when the resolution was taken 
up. An objection does not prevail unless it is made at the time a 
resolution or bill is taken up. When the Senate has once proceeded 
to consider it, it cannot be laid over by one objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to know the cost of printing this 
enormous quantity of matter? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not know. I understand that the 
report of 1875 is stereotyped. What the cost is I do not know. The 
report of 1875 is already te be printed. That is all the information I 
have on the subject. This is the same number which has been printed 
every year. It is about all that the agricultural part of the com- 
munity get out of the Government and they are very much pleased 
with this work. I think it does good. I hope the Senate will pass 
the resolution. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to enter my protest; it seems to be 
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all that Ican do. I thought I objected in time to this extravagant 
expenditure of public money, this immense draft upon a fund entirely 
inadequate to do the current business of the Government. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That there may be no misunder- 
standing, the Chair will state his ruling. It is that whenever a )j]| 
is read in fall, if requested, an objection then will send it over; but 
after a bill is in Committee of the Whole and under consideration, 
no objection can then prevail. So of a resolution. 

Mr. SARGENT. I did not object to the original resolution, jut 
when amendments were offered entirely different in character, increas. 
ing the amount to an enormous extent, then I interposed the objec- 
tion the very moment these amendments were offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A bill or resolution is liable to he 
amended in any form. Objection cannot pertain on account of the 
different stages. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
34, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bogy, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chris. 
tiancy, Cockrell. Cragin, Davis, Dennis, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Hamilton 
Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Key, MecCreery, Me. 
Donald, MeMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Paddock, Patterson, Ransom, Saulsbury, Spen- 
cer, West, Withors, and Wnght—34. 


NAYS—Messrs. Booth, Conkling, Cooper, Eaton, Hamlin, Kernan, Morrill, Sar. 
gent, Wallace, and Whyte—10. 


ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Anthony, Barnum, Bruée, Cameron of Penn 
sylvania, Clayton, Conover, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Johnston 
Jones of Nevada, Logan, Merrimon, Morton, Norwood, Oglesby, Randolph, Robert- 
son, Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, and Windom—27. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. By the vote just taken a resolution which was in- 
tended to involve a cost to the Government of $10,000 has been 
changed to one costing $120,000. It looks like very brisk work in 
about ten minutes, and it exhausts about one-fourth of the whole ap- 
propriation for public printing. It is very rapid legislation. 

I suppose after the vote that has been given in favor of this enor- 
mous printing it will be useless to protest any further. I simply 
call attention to the fact that it does not look very economical to ex- 
pend $120,000 in addition to the cost of stereotyping and setting the 
type for these books by an amendment put on in this way; and it 
seems to me, although I do not question the ruling of the Chair, that 
it is going very far to say that where a proposition is brought for- 
ward to spend $10,000 an objection is not good when a proposition is 
made to change it to cost twelve times that amount. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Although my friend thinks the legislation 
is rapid it is really stereotyped legislation. It is what is done every 
year; and it would be a great deal better to have it fixed by a perma- 
nent statute than even by passing these resolutions. It does cost 
something, it is true, but it is the people’s money and the people want 
this information, and they like this expenditure, as the vote in the 
House and the vote here always show. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Idesire to say that, while I consider this a very 
valuable document, I am in favor of limiting the printing of reports, 
particularly upon mining and other interests which are purely local 
in character, as I have been careful to explain to the Senator from 
California, [Mr. SARGENT. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. The report on mining was abolished last year on 
my motion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I believe the Senator at that time had something 
to say about the report on mining, and I made a similar remark, call- 
ing his attention to the fact that it was omitted from the sundry civil 
bill on my motion. I trust the Senator will remember it now, and 
next year will not say that I am in favor of the report on mining. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will join the Senator in economy on a great 
many other works which are prepared and which can only go out at 
the personal expense of members of Congress. I have insisted here 
that we ought to limit the publication of works unless there was 
some provision to send them out without personal charge to members 
of Congress; but this work, the Agricultural Report, is one that the 
agricultural community desires, which it appreciates. In my opin- 
ion they appreciate it more than any other work which is published 
by authority of Congress. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

VANCOUVER WATER COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 453) to authorize 
the Vancouver Water Company to lay water-pipes through the Fort 
Vancouver military reservation; which was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It authorizes the Vancouver Water Company, a 
corporation organized under the laws of Washington Territory, to 
lay down and keep in repair water-pipes for the conveyance of water 
through the military reservation of Fort Vancouver. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the words: 

To be subject at all times to orders and regulations of the War Department. 














Mr. BOUTWELL. I do not object to the amendment, but it seems 
to me it ought to be amended so as to authorize the company to re- 
move the water-pipes, if they choose. 

Mr. SPENCER. I think it does do that. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
the subject ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. KELLY. 
was introduced and why I desire it to pass. 


No papers accompany the bill. 


pines through the military reservation by the permission of the Sec- 
retary of War. Subsequently the Secretary learned that he had no 
authority to do that, but that it should be done by Congress. While 
the water-company is now passing water over the reservation, it has 
really no authority to do it, and therefore this bill was introduced. 
The amendment of the committee that it shall be under such regula- 
tions as may be established by the War Department I think is fair. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move in the amendment after “to,” in the 
seventh line, to insert “removal and to;” so as to read: 

To be subject at all times to removal and to orders and regulations of the War 
Department. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. While I was absent for a few moments in the 
service of the Senate, a concurrent resolution has passed, I under- 
stand, authorizing the publication of 300,000 copies of the Agricul- 
tural Report. Although I am opposed to what seems to me such an 


extravagant waste of public money, I do not propose to attempt to | 
object to the will of the Senate, but I ask that the vote on the pas- | 


sage of the resolution may be reconsidered so that I may add an 
amendment, without which I do not think the resolution can be car- 
ried into effect. There is no money to pay for the printing. The 
sundry civil appropriation bill has cut down the appropriation for 
the public printing one-third, I think. The Senator from California 
[Mr. SARGENT ] will recollect how that is. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And now having cut down the appropriation 
about one-third, we pass a resolution here to expend $150,000 more 
than we did last year, which cannot be carried into effect unless there 
is money for it, because if the Public Printer expends the money with- 
out an appropriation he is subjected to a severe penalty. I therefore 
move a reconsideration of the vote by which the resolution was passed, 
and I will then move that it be put in the form of a bill, making an 
appropriation to pay the expense of the printing. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if there 
will not be an opportunity in some other bill devoted exclusively to 
appropriations to provide for this appropriation? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; every appropriation bill that has not already 
become a law has passed both Houses and is in the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It seems to me unnecessary to reconsider the reso- 
lution for the purpose of putting this amendment upon it. It seems 
to me some other provision could be more readily made. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator can suggest it, very well. I make 
this motion in good faith to the Senate. I am opposed to the print- 
ing of this enormous number of books for gratuitous distribution, but 
if it is the pleasure of the Senate to order it, I think we ought not to 
compel the Public Printer to incur the expense and then put him in the 
State’s prison for spending the money. I am quite sure that unless 
the amendment I suggest is put upon the resolution the order of the 
Senate cannot be carried into effect. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this a Senate resolution ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a Senate resolution, but should be changed 
toa bill. Not wishing the publication to be made, Iam quite con- 
tent to leave it as it is, in which case I am quite sure it will not be 
effective ; but if it is the desire of the Senate to incur this great ex- 
pense, then it must appropriate the money and take the responsibil- 
ity. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I object to a reconsideration. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no doubt that if Congress would stop 
publishing political documents for distribution and other unnecessary 
works, we could save enough to publish this work, in which the great 
agricultural interest of this country is interested. 

Mr.ANTHONY. Will my colleague on the committee tell me where 
we are going to save? We order so many copies of this report and 
then we appropriate a certain amount of money. We appropriate 
for the public printing a million of dollars and then we order amill- 
ion and a half dollars’ worth of printing to be done. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he knows 
any other direction in which money can be applied for public print- 


ing where it will carry with it greater beneficial results to the peo- | 


ple? I object most thoroughly and most emphatically to the term 
“waste” employed by the Senator in connection with this appropria- 


Is there any report from the Secretary of War on | there would be as great a demand for it. 


I will state, if it be desired, the reason why this bill | 
The Vancouver Water | 
Company was authorized some years ago to construct and lay down | 
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| there is no printing done by the Government so acceptable to the 


people and so useful to the whole country as is this. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If we should print Webster’s Dictionary or the 
Holy Bible, I think it would be quite as useful to the country and 
There is always an immense 
demam( for books which we give away. I did not rise to argue the 
question, however. I have long known that it was the intention of 
the Senate and House to order this printing. I rise in good faith to 
the Senate to say that if they want this printing done they must 
reconsider the resolution and make an appropriation for it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Can we have unanimous consent to take 
the resolution up at once and pass it, if it is reconsidered ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I will not object. LIobjected before on the ground 
that the Senator from Rhode Island now so ably states. I will not 
object provided the appropriation is made. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What does the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and suggest ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. My amendment is to appropriate the money to 
print the 300,000 copies. 

Mr. SARGENT. Which will take $120,000. I understand the type 
is set and it will cost forty cents a volume after it is stereotyped. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The typeisset of the report for one year. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It should be “ $130,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary.” 

Mr. HOWE. Let me suggest that the resolution had better go to the 
House and they will concur without an amendment or with an amend- 
ment. If we require the printing to be done, the Printer will not do 
it unless he has funds to do it with, and if we come back here next 
winter and do not find the reports he will probably be able to tell us 
what the reason is, and then we can appropriate the money or not as 
we choose. I guess we had better not attempt to go into the ques 
tion of making an appropriation at this time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move to reconsider the vote and shall then 
| move to put the resolution in the form of a bill with a proper appro 
priation; and then, although I shall not waste the time of the Senate 
| in opposing it, I shall merely against it. If the Senator from 
Wisconsin does not want the books printed and is willing to defeat 
the resolution by indirection, I certainly have no objection; only I 
do not think it would be proper for me with the information which I 
happen to have upon the subject, having some charge of the public 
printing, to allow the Senate to make an order which cannot be exe- 
cuted. 

Mr. HOWE. I may be allowed to say that I do not want to defeat 
this measure by indirection, and Ido not mean to defeat it at all. 
I want the resolution to pass, and I undertake to say it will be exe- 
cuted if you passit. It may be you will find yourself short next win 
ter and will either have to make an additional appropriation for the 
Printing Office or have to stop printing them, but “sufficient unto 


vote 





tion. So far as I am concerned, I am satisfied in my own mind that | 


the day is the evil thereof.” This printing will have to be done, for 
I do not think we shall order printing enough this session to exhaust 
the appropriation made for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ] to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the motion will not prevail. 
me it is unnecessary to reconsider the reso)ution. 

Mr. LOGAN. Why not put it in the form of a special appropria- 
tion bill, and let the resolution stand as it is? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The two provisions ought to go together. If we 
pass the resolution and should not pass the appropriation bill, then, 
in spite of what my friend from Wisconsin says, the order cannot be 
executed. All these appropriations are under a particular head. The 
Government Printer cannot take the appropriation made for the 
Treasury Department or the Interior Department and divert it to the 
publication of these reports, 

Mr. WEST. I voted for the resolution, and am in favor of the ap- 
propriation for the reasonable cost that the Government will incur 
in carrying itintoeffect. Anexamination of the lately-passed sundry 
civil service bill will convince the Senate at once that it is idle to let 
the resolution stand as it is. The total amount appropriated for the 
printing of the Interior Department is $135,000 and for the Agricul- 
tural Department $9,000, making the amount $144,000 for a) the print- 
ing of those two Departments. Consequently if this is to cost so 
much money it would exhaust all that you have appropriated for the 
Interior Department and the Agricultural Bureau, and your resolu- 
tion as it stands is a nullity. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Of course it will not take precedence of the other 
printing. 

Mr. WEST. I know it will not take precedence. You wil! by no 
possibility get any Agriculiural Reports printed under your resolu 
tion without such an amendment as appropriates the money neces- 
sary therefor. 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. INGALLS. 


It seems to 


These are for bound copies? 
Yes. 
In looking over the cos’ I find that for 1,250 copies 





| for 1874 the a to bind them was $200, or about sixteen cents apiece. 
You would be without books and without binding, most assuredly, as 
the resolution now stands, and the only way to make it effective is to 
| reconsider it and add the amendment making the appropriation. 

I suggest that the resolution stand as it 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
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is. A bill can be introduced making the appropriation. The House 
can amend the resolution by adding an appropriation or an appro- 
priation can be added in conference. 
our undoing what we have done. It seemed a little difficult to get 
the measure up, and it is, at any rate, an expression of the opinion of 
Congress on the subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I cannot doubt that the Senator 
from Rhode Island is quite right about this matter. Surely no con- 
ference committee can import into this resolution an appropriation. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. Probably not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Or even change it to a bill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well, then what are we in the act of do- 
ing? This subject is now before us; the Senate is considering it; it 
is here, and what do Senators advocate? Here is the Public Printer, 


who has been the object of much reproach, first because he allowed | 


Senators to order speeches, and printed them and sent them here and 
received pay from Senators, the law technically as it was said, re- 
quiring that the money should be put in his hands in advance. It 
was alleged to be a crime for him to do the printing and trust to the 


faith of Senators who had subscribed, and a serious inquiry was had |} 


to ascertain the length and breadth of the guilt of the Public Printer 
for doing that. Then came out charges of irregularity, of disregard 
of the formalities and technicalities of the law. Thus our attention 
has been called to this subject, and now what is proposed? One hun- 
dred and forty thousand dollars, and that only, by the action of both 
Houses, fortitied by repeated conferences of conference committees, 
has been appropriated as the entire sum for printing for the Inte- 
rior Department and the Agricultural Bureau, $9,000 of that money 
being appropriated for the Agricultural Bureau. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish my friend would let me conclude my 
statement, and then I will hear him with great pleasure. Now we 


propose, aking no appropriation whatever, warned by the Senator | 


from Rhode Island of the facts, when we direct the printing of a 
work which is to cost $140,000 itself, or nearly that. Then where is 
the Public Printer to stand? One alternative is that there is to be 
committed to his discretion the question whether he will apply par- 
cel of this $140,000, devoted to printing for that Department, to this 
book, or whether he will wholly refuse to devote anything to this 


print no Agricultural Reports; I will devote all this money to the 
residue,” or “I will print some Agricultural Reports and devote only 
some of this money to the residue;” and by and by when we come 
back to ascertain the accountability of the Public Printer where does 
he stand and where do westand? We have, when our attention was 


| publications specially. 
' 


make this appropriation in view of the fact that when they did ap- 
propriate for the expenses of the Governmeut Printing Office they did 


Ido not see any necessity for | not do it in the light of the fact that these publications would be 


authorized ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I should not think I was disrespectful to the 
House if I were to assume that the House would do just what it js 
proposed the Senate shall do, when it is proposed that it shall be done 
in this body, where there is no previous question, where there is none 
of that trip and twitch by which legislation is jerked through so 
quickly that you cannot see it go. When we have the abundant op- 
portunity and do this thing, I donot think it will be disrespectful to 
the House to assume that they might do it; and as my friend [ Mr. 
HAMLIN] says, whether they would do it or would not do it, we 
should not do it in violation of law. If it is so obligatory that my 

| friend from Nebraska can trust the House to do it it does seem to me 
that he ought to trust himself and his fellow-Senators to do it. 

| Mr. PADDOCK. Iam willing to trust myself and the Senate and 
the House to do this thing in another way at another time and in per- 

haps a more proper form upon some appropriation bill. I will state 

to the Senator that I understand the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lo 

| GAN] has already prepared or is preparing a bill in reference to appro- 
priations; in fact, as I believe, sir, with the view of covering these 


Mr. CONKLING. That is, a separate appropriation bill? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think it should be separate from this resolution. 
I think the appropriation its.If should be placed upon an appropri- 
ation bill and not connected with this resolution in any manner, shape, 
or form. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is a very frank statement and I am dis- 
posed to leave this subject on that assertion. If I understand the 
statement, as I construe it, it is this: it is a little easier to get this 
| through by way of a resolution, which was voted for by many Sen- 

ators in innocence of the fact—that a fulcrum is needed to complete 

it, and then take the chances of curing it by another bill. That is 
the idea. 
“ Mr. PADDOCK. I think that it is more proper and for every rea- 
son safer to treat this proposition as an independent one, and the 
question of the appropriation afterward by itself. 

Mr. CONKLING. For my part I am so primitive in my notions 


t | and so old-fashioned that I think the best way to do it is the way the 
book; whether he will undertake to rate and apportion this $140,000 as | Constitution says it shall be done, that is in round numbers to this 
he pleases, or whether he will have to pick and choose and say, “I will | 


| effect : that you shall not directly or indirectly appropriate money 

| out of the Treasury without making an appropriation according to 
law and by law, which means by the action of the two Houses and 
| the action of the President, they being the law-making power. If 
| any Senator can find out that it is wise to put the fingers of one 


| House between the belt and the wheel by one kind of legislation so 


called to it, adopted a resolution grossly irregular, grossly tempting | as to draw it in and necessitate afterward the passage of a separate 


to this man, and uncertain as to what he should do. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
to be uncertain, to make bricks without straw, to do that which, as 
the law stands, he has no right to do. In his discretion he passes 
upon it. He asks some individual Senator to advise him what he had 
better do, or he asks somebody else, or he evolves out of his own con- 
sciousness what perhaps he bad better do, and when we come to hold 
him to his own responsibility we see that we have done an act de- 
structive of all discipline, of all regularity of administration, disre- 
garding all symmetry in legislation, opening the door for exactly that 
complaint which we may be called to consider, 

I humbly submit that it is unjust to this officer, and that it is 
hardly worthy of the Senate to sit here with a resolution before it, 
when the chairman of the committee says “if you mean to print these 
books, appropriate the money ; enable this man by law to justify him- 
self in executing it, and do not pass a resolution directing it to be 
done when the Constitution says that no money shall be appropri- 
ated except by law,” when every member of this body knows that 


Compelling him to be uncertain. 


this is not a law, but another mode of stimulating or directing this | 


map to do a thing which he is to have no legal business to do after 
the Senate has made the direction. I voted against this resolution, 
as the Senator from California says he did, after hearing him, because 
when we ent down the appropriation of money for public printing 
one-third, to go and pile on an enormous item which would overtop 
it, if we had not cut it down, seemed to me to be utterly inconsistent 
with what we had done. Therefore I could not vote for it; but now, 
when more distinctly and sharply the figures are given to us, how 
can we justify ourselves in saying that this man, a subordinate offi- 
cer, is to do a thing which, if he does do it, involves a wrong and 
which, if he refuses to do it, he is utterly to ignore the action of 
the Senate? Then it is said we can commit it to the House to 
do it when it is before us now, when here it is, and everybody 
says he does not object to its being considered, no technical ob- 
jection standing in the way, just consider it and make it right; and 
we know all about it, for the facts are before us. I heard some Sena- 
tor say “suflicient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 
and this is the very day, this is the very hour when this evil is pointed 
out to us, and I say we onght to make it right or we ought not to 
pass the resolution at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I inquire of the Senator from New York if he 
does not think it is a little unfair to assume that the House will not 


As the Senator says, in a sense compelling him | 


he, of course, cannot and will not be required to print. 
Mr. CONKLING. Tha* is what I supposed the Senator would as- 
| 


I adopt that; | 


bill for fear that if we did not put in the finger and the arm, and 
have the whole body pulled in by this process, they might refuse to 
| appropriate the money, and if he can make that argument show that 

it ought to be done I think the same argument will show that it 
| ought not to be done. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he as- 
sumes that because the authority to print is given, therefore the 
Printer is required absolutely, whether he may have the money or not, 
to print these documents? 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator assume the contrary ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido assume the contrary, most certainly. The 
authority may be given, and if the money is not afterward supplied, 


sume, and that is all I assume. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If you do so authorize the Public Printer I think 
it is competent for him to stop if the appropriations are exhaused be- 
fore he reaches this branch of the work, but, the publication being 
authorized, if a further appropriation is required it can be readily 
passed I am sure. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is exactly what I supposed the Senator 
would assume and that is another way of presenting better than I 
did the objection to this whole proceeding. The Senator’s argument 
is now that when we have passed this resolution it does not impose 
any obligation on the Printer; that it isa mere hurrah to do this 
thing; he is not todoit. Why? Because it would not give him any 
direction for the reason that this furnishes no money whatever to do 
it at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no legal requirement that he shall do it 
unless he has the money. 

Mr. CONKLING. To be ingenuous, as I have no doubt the Sen 
ator means to be, he ought to add the further opinion that, in addi- 
tion to all that, it commits to the Printer, whoever he may be, the 
prerogative and the discretion to determine whether he will take this 

money and devote it, or deal it around to these different objects, so 
| much to this, and more to that, and less to something else, or whether 

he will go on and devote his $140,000 to that to which it stands now 
devoted by law, and where undoubtedly it will go unless by this res- 
olution or some other contrivance we say something which shall de- 
stroy that certainty and embark him on the seaof his own discretion 
as to what disposition he will make of it. I am, surprised that Sen- 
| ators want to do this thing. 1 say nothing about the merits of it one 
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way or another, but I am surprised that Senators should want to print 
a document which will cost $140,000, or whatever the sum is, for any | 
information, and yet will not say on the face of the resolution what | 
they mean. If they want it printed, appropriate the money to do it, 
but if they think it worth while to have it done, the resolution should | 
not be passed to do the printing and then take the chance of getting 
in some other way some appropriation to carry it on. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think there is no difficulty whatever in solving this | 
problem. I cannot understand the difference between passing a sep- 
arate appropriation bill for the amount of money to pay for the print- 
ing and adding that to the resolution itself. If the House of Repre- 
sentatives should concur in a resolution which we have passed for the 
printing of 300,000 Agricultural Reports, and the two Houses should 
have failed to make an appropriation for that printing, there then 
rests upon them a duty, and that is to make the appropriation; that 
is all there is to it. A mere reconsideration of this vote does not help 
it a particle. You can upon a separate bill just as easily as you can 
upon this resolution make such an appropriation. There is no au- 
thority extended over one that is not necessary to be extended over 
the other. We have the facts; they are brought tous. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing says it will cost so much; and in- 
asmuch as I am rather inclined to be a practical man more than other- 
wise, while my friends were discussing this proposition I drafted a 
bill and will offer it now, and ask the Clerk to read it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to its being read for informa- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information as 
a part of the speech of the Senator from Lllinois. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
aress assembled, That $130,000 is hereby appropriated outof any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise ee to be applied to the printing of 300.000 Agricultu- 
ral Reports ordered by a concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
and of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Here is another bill which has been drawn 
which I will have read for information also. The only thing about 
this matter that some Senators do not like is that they wish the ap- 
propriation to go with the resolution. Ialways like to accommodate 
my friends, and if they feel better pleased with having the appro- 
propriation go with the order to print, I shall make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the bill 
suggested by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the Public Printer be, and ho is hereby, directed to cause to be printed 
100,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1874, 
20,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate an 80,000 copics shall be 
for the use of the House of Pnnerens and that he also cause to be printed 
200,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1575, 
43,750 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 131,250 copies of which 
shall be dor the use of the House of Representatives, and 25,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture; and that the sum of $130,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the execution of the 
work, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If, ky common consent, the bill I have 
proposed can. pass, I think we had better pass it. Of course one ob- 
jection would carry it over, 

Mr. LOGAN. As I have the floor, I have but a word more to say. 
I do not see why there should be any opposition to the printing of 
this report. Senators who represent agricultural communities know 
the great value of this report to that portion of the cunstituency of 
this country. The leading agriculturists of this country prefer this 
report to anything else. They obtain therefrom great information. 

Mr. ANTHONY. They prefer it because they do not have to pay 
for it. 

Mr. LOGAN. They prefer it because they do not have to pay for 
it, the Senator says. No, sir; that is not the reason they prefer it. 
The reason why they prefer it is because it is a report made upon 
subjects in which they are interested and out of which they gain 
information which aids them in advancing that interest. That is the 
reason, and none other, I suppose the Senator might say for the 
same reason that the people would desire a report on any other sub- 
ject because it cost them nothing. I suppose his constituents are 
more glad to have his speeches because they do not have to pay for 
them on the same principle, and yet my judgment is that they get 
as much information out of an Agricultural Report as they would out 
of one of his speeches; that is on the subject of agriculture, not on 
the subject of printing. 

Mr. ANTHONY. -I have no doubt of that; but I have never asked 
to have my speeches printed at public cost. 

Mr. LOGAN. But they do not cost the man who gets them any- 


thing; that is what Iam talking about, not what it costs the Senator | 
or any of my honorable friends here. I had reference to the cost to | 


the individuals who receive the report. I say it does not cost them 
anything, nor does any other document cost them anything. If the 
reasoning is good in one instance it certainly is good in the other. 


When I referred to the Senator's speeches, I did not mean that his | 


speeches were not as good as, and great deal better on some subjects 
than, those of any other Senator, especially so far as I am concerned, 
but certainly not on the subject of agriculture. I presume a speech 
of his on agriculture would be a good deal like a speech of mine on 
metaphysics or something of that kind. It certainly would not be a 





I 





veryreadable document. I know that the great agricultural interest of 
this country are much interested in this re port and always have been, 
and we never have published agricultural reports suflicient to satisfy 
not the whole community but those who really take ar interest in 
examining these reports. I know so far as I am concerned—I only 
speak for myself—I have more calls from men, and intelligent men, 
for this report than I have for any other report that is printed by 
Congress, I care not on what subject it may be. 

For these reasons I am in favor of appropriating the money neces- 
sary to print this report and opposed to the reconsideration of the 
resolution, and I agree with the Senator from New York. He savs 
that somehow or other there is a desire to get the finger between the 
belt and the wheel in order to retain this. I do not care how you fix 
it, I want it retained. I agree that he is correct. I do not want it 
reconsidered, for the reason, that the Senate might vote itdown. That 
is my reason, and lam frank enough to state it. Ido not want it 
reconsidered. It was the sense of the Senate at the time it was passed, 
and I hope it is the sense of the Senate now. . But inasmuch as it has 
been passed by both Houses, at this late hour of the session I do not 
want to see it reconsidered by one House or the other. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Two concurrent resolutions were passed 
by the House. There was a resolution pending here to print 25,000 
copies. The Senator from Illinois was not in when those two resolu- 
tions were added as amendments to the resolution which was pend- 
ing in the Senate. Now it has got to go to the House to be concurred 
in, and it seems to me that as it will satisfy everybody better, the 
best thing we can do is to take up by unanimous consent the bill 
which I introduced in which I make the appropriation and direct the 
printing. Wecan take it up by unanimous consent, and of course 
every Senator will vote as he pleases. I have no doubt that it will 
pass. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider the vote on the passage of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Now I ask for the consideration of the 
bill which I offered. 

The bill (S. No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution 
of the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1874 
and 1875 was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Public Printer be, and is herebv, directed to cause to 
be printed 100,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agri 


cenultare for the 


year 1874, 20,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 80,000 copies 
shall be for the nse of the House of Representatives; and that he also cause to be 
printed 200,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the 
year 1875, 43,750 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 131,250 ce pies 
shall be for the use of the House of Re poenneirer and 25,000 copies for the use of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture; and the sum of $130,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the execution of the work, tob paid 


out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwlse appropriated. 


Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ithought the understanding of the Senate was 
that the substitute in the shape of this bill was to be adopted with- 
out question. 

Mr.SARGENT. That itshould be brought up. [have not objected 
to its being brought up, but I made no arrangement upon the floor 
of the Senate or elsewhere by which my right to vote against the 
proposition can be given up. I am not making any delay; I simply 
want, in compliance with the request of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, to state one or two facts showing the necessity of the action 
which is now proposed by the Senate, not for the passage of the meas- 
ure, but that it should be in this form rather than any other. 

Congress, by the sundry civil bill, appropriated for the public print- 
ing and binding $1,133,737.50, which they divided among the Depart- 
ments. A few of these I will notice as illustrating the manner in 
which we appropriate for public printing. 

The estimates were considerably over a third higher than this, 
| and the appropriation of last year was a third higher than the amount 
thus appropriated. Following the precedent heretofore a division 
was made of this gross amount ammng the Departments, and for 
this year we appropriate for the printing and binding of the State 
| Department, $15,000 ; for the Treasury Department, $180,000 ; for the 
War Department, $72,000; for the Navy Department, $39,000; for 
the Interior Department, $135,000 ; for the Agricultural Department, 
$9,000; for the Department of Justice, $6,000; for the Vost-Oflice 
Department, $105,000; for the Congressional Library, $15,000; for the 
| Supreme Court of the United States, $20,000; for the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, $3,000; for the Court of Claims, $10,000 ; 
and for the debates and proceedings of Congress, $100,000. 1 have 
added up these different amounts at my seat and I may not be ex- 
actly correct, but they amount to about $709,000, distributed among 
| the different Departments. The balance which is left, which is 
$324,000, is for printing ordered by Congress or ordered by law out 
| side of the separate Departments. The amount ordered by law, 
which is irrevocable from year to year, and we have not moditied it 
| at all, by such information as | can hastily get, is at least $110,000, 
| as, for instance, the printing of the message of the President and ac- 

companying documents, the printing of the opinions of the Attor- 
| neys-General of the United States, the Congressional Directory, and 
| things of that kind whieh are fixed by permanent statute from year 
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to year and have not been changed this year. The amount is much 
more than $110,000, but I have been able to gather items enough to 
amount to $110,000 already. This reduces the amount of $324,000, 
apparently left’ available for the action of Congress, to $214,000. 
Then $130,000 will probably be the cost of the printing of these 
300,000 volumes ; I mean to say after they are stereotyped the cost 
yet to be paid upon these, perhaps including binding—though I think 
that would be a little more—would be $130,000, which would leave but 
$4,000 for all the other printing which Congress orders. Not a day 
passes here while we are in session that we do not order extra copies 
of some document. Some of these are very essential indeed; some 
of them give information to the country upon very important mat- 
ters; some are political. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLs- 
BURY] objected to printing political documents; and yet they are 
necessary, and all parties concede the necessity where a political doc- 
ument favors its shade of opinion; but where those documents re- 
late to great facts occurring in the country, are testimony taken un- 
der oath, which is necessary for public information, they ought to 
be printed ; the facts should go out to the country; and there ought 
to be no party question upon the mere matter of printing them and 
letting men of all parties weigh them for what they are worth. But 
aside from this kind of printing there is much more that is necessary 
to facilitate our own business. All our bills are printed, all our re- 
ports are printed, and the cost of all this must come out of this appro- 
priation, and we should have left but $84,000 for all the current work 
of Congress. 

Mr. LOGAN. Running the next session. 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course this is inadequate. The principal ob- 
jection which I urged to the printing of this document was that it 
absorbed nearly the whole available fund for the printing ordered by 
Congress for the fiscal year, and it was not right to put the Public 
Printer in the dilemma of refusing to obey a joint resolution of Con- 
gress or of making a deficiency by expending money which had not 
been appropriated for that purpose. 

I have another objection which simply influences my vote, but per- 
haps would hardly have induced me to take any time on this propo- 
sition at all ; and that is I think we should curtail as much as possi- 
ble the printing of ordinary public documents. It is a very expen- 
sive system, amounts to a great deal of money, as a million and a half 
appropriation for printing shows; but that simply influences my 
vote, and I do not desire to delay proceedings for that reason. 

Mr. LOGAN. If we printed more agricultural reports and dug 
out fewer rivers, we should be better off. 

Mr.SARGENT. Perhaps that is true, One other remark and I shall 
yield the floor. Senators have said something about printing the 
mining report. Perhaps I did not pay sufficient attention to the re- 
mark that was made on that point. I stated at the time hastily that 
I had procured that to be stricken out last year from the sundry civil 
bill. On taxing my recollection since, I opposed it last year on the 
sundry civil bill and it went out. But aside from that circumstance, 
instead of my having from the occupations of my people any hostil- 
ity to the agricultural interest, I desire to say that my State is one 
of the greatest agricultural States of this Union. The amount of 
wheat which we export to foreign countries compares with perhaps 
any other State in the Union; I doubt if it is excelled by any other 
State. My State is peculiarly an agricultural State. When it was 
originally acquired from Mexico, the question was raised in the Sen- 
ate of the United States whether it was worthy of acquisition, and 
Daniel Webster used the remark that it was a country of rocks with 
rattlesnakes enough to fence it. Since that time, however, we have 
changed the opinion of all intelligent men, as well as of our own people. 
We have developed there by our industry and skill varied agricultural 
industries of moment, and I have no doubt that the people of my State 
who are engaged in that business receive as thankfully as the people 
of any section the Agricultural Reports. 1 am willing to any reason- 
able extent to satisfy that demand. 

Mr. HARVEY. I hope this bill will pass and pass at once. A large 
majority of the members of the House by their votes have shown that 
they approve this publication, and it is made in the interest of the 
— productive industry of the country. The Senator from Cali- 
ornia has stated that he has no doubt his constituents desire to be 
furnished with the information contained in these reports. I have 
no doubt that much the largest number of the constituents of every 
Senator here feel a great anxiety for the information contained in 
these reports. I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to say one word. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia has shown that the money for the public printing now avail- 
able under the existing appropriation for the current year is $234,000. 
If this publication had been ordered without any specific appropria- 
tion, it would have reduced the appropriation to about $84,000, de- 
ducting from it the $110,000 ordered to be printed by permanent 
statutes. In my opinion the $84,000 has already been ordered by this 
Congress. Ido not believe that the reports of the investigating com- 
mittees and the other printing which we have ordered can be done 
within the amount that has been appropriated. Perhaps the country 
might not suffer a great deal if some of the printing should fail; but 
if some printing that has been ordered fails, the fault is in Congress 
in ordering work to be done and then failing to make the necessary 
appropriation to perform it, and while the officer charged with per- 
forming it is under legal penalties if he obeys the orders of Congress. 
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A part of the $110,000 ordered by permanent statutes is in my opinion 
and in the opinion of the Senate a very unnecessary expenditure of 
— money. Twice on the report of the Committee on Printing we 
1ave repealed, so far as the Senate could repeal, the statutes that 
required a considerable part of this printing; but that action has not 
met with the favor of the other House. I think we might save half 
of it without any loss to the public service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the motion to 
reconsider lying over until action is taken on the bill presented by 
the Senator from New Jersey? There is no objection. The bill wii] 
be considered as read twice and it is now before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
34, nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bogy, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cockrel) 
Conkling, Davis, Dennis, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Hamilton, Hamlin, Har 
vey, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Kelly, Key, Logan, McMillan, Maxey, Merrimon, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Saulsbury, Wadleigh, West, Win 
dom, Withers, and Wright—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Booth, Cooper, Dawes, Eaton, Kernan, McCreery, 
McDonald, Sargent, Sherman, Stevenson, Wallace, and Whyte—13. : 

ABSEN T— Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cam 
eron of Pennsylvania, Clayton, Conover, Cragin, Dorsey, Edmunds, Goldthwait: 
Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Morton, Norwood, Randolph, Ran. 
som, Robertson, Sharon, Spencer, and Thurman—24, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now the resolution had better be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go on the table, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we had better reject that resolution so 
as to take it off the Calendar. I move that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EDUCATIONAL APPROPRIATION, 

Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate be requested to 
insert an syescneentien of $5,000 in the legislative, executive, and judicial appro 
priation bill for the purpose of carrying out toe recommendations of the Commis 
sioner of Education contained in his letter of August 7, 1876, herewith annexed. 

COMMISSION AS TO STANDARD OF VALUE. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re 
ferred the resolution of the House of Representatives to appoint a 
commission to inquire into the change which has taken place iv the 
relative value of gold and silver and the causes thereof, the policy of 
restoring the double standard, and of continuing greenbacks concur- 
rently with the metallic standards, reported a bill (8. No. 1037) to ap- 
point a commission to inquire into the change in the relative value 
of gold and silver and the causes thereof, the policy of restoring the 
double standard, and of continuing greenbacks concurrently with 
the metallic standards; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

NEW YORK POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular ordenis the resolution 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] for the printing of extra 
copies of the President’s message and accompanying documents. The 
Senator from Connecticut is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from Connecticut whether he 
will not yield until I call ap a bill from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to pay a deficiency for the New York post-oftice and custom- 
house which I think ought to be passed? I think there will be no 
objection to it. 

Mr. EATON. Certainly; I will yield for oe purpose. 





Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senate to proce@l to the consideration of 
the bill I have indicated. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain indebtedness incurred in the construction of the New 
York court-house and post-office building. 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the indebtedness 
ineurred in the construction of the building for court-house and post- 
office in New York City, in excess of the amount appropriated for that 
purpose for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, the sum of $227,566.75 
is appropriated by the bill, in accordance with the recommendation of 
the Committee on Expenditures on the Public Buildings in their re- 
port to the House of Representatives of July 17, 1876. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Minne- 
sota how it was that, in violation of law, this amount was expended 
by any agent of the Government on any building? I thought tho 
Committee on Appropriations were in the habit of holding officers to 
the appropriations. I do not mean to oppose the bill, but I want to 
know how it happened, because it seems to me if the architects or 
employés of natllie buildings can, at their discretion, overrun the ap- 
propriations made by law and then come to Congress to supply the 
deficiency, it isa very bad way of managing our tiscal affairs. 
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Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations 
do not attempt to justify the fact that this appropriation is required 
because of an excess of expenditure over appropriations. On the 
other hand they condemn that act,and I was instructed so to state to 
the Senate. However, I wish to say while condemning the act under 
any circumstances, for I think the law should not be violated at all 
and that no sufticiently good reason can be given for it, that there 
were some very strongly palliating circumstances in this case. I will 
read a short statement from the superintendent giving his reasons. 
In answer to a question from the committee of investigation he said: 

I came into this office in January. That building was not even plastered then. 
The building had been promised to the Post-Oftice Department and the Law Depart- 
ment two years before, and I felt, if it was possible, it was my duty to get the 
building completed in time to get the courts in there in May, that that effort should 
be made; so I made a very strong effort to get the building completed, and we did 
an enormous amount of work. There was a tremendous pressure upon us by the 
Post-Oftice Department to get their offices out of where they were, and if we could 
not get the courts in there by the 15th of May, we would have been obliged to rent 
the building in which the courts were then held for another year. We endeavored 
to advance the prosecution of the Government buildings, and carried on the work 
with great vigor, and it was out of that pressure and the enormous amount of work 
that was done that these expenses were created in excess of the money in the Treas- 
ury. No injury came to the Government by it. 

I think these circumstances certainly do palliate the offense very 
much. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Whose letter is that and of what date? 

Mr. WINDOM. It is an extract from the testimony of Mr. Potter, 
the Architect, taken before the committee who investigated this mat- 
ter. I will say that the committee of the House have so thoroughly 
investigated it as to produce a document of this size, [exhibiting the 
report, }] which sets out all the items that are to be paid out of this 
deticiency bill; and they say : 

Your committee find that a full and valuable consideration has been received by 
the Government from the persons claiming compensation; that the articles fur- 
nished are of good quality, and, as far as your committee were able to learn, fur 
nished at reasonable prices, and the articles of furniture placed in said building 
are all necessary for the use of the persons occupying said building engaged in the 
public service. 

They also say : 

Your committee are satisfied from all the evidence that all the persons holding 
claims against the Government embraced in the foregoing schedule are innocent 
parties, that they acted in good faith in the premi ses, and that in equity they are 
entitled to have their claims paid. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] inquires who they 
are. The list is given in this document. 

Mr. DAWES. What I desire to know is whether the parties con- 
cerned were the original contractors or whether after the building 
was completed as a building this expenditure was among the mer- 
chants of the city in procuring furniture. 

Mr. WINDOM. Here we have iron-work, $36,725, and the names of 
the parties given; for fire-proof shutters, $16,152.05; mail-elevators; 
iron-lathing; cut granite, &c.;iron-work, service of superintendent 

Mr. DAWES. How much cut granite was it necessary to get in 
there before the courts could use the building ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I suppose some of the debts for the building itself 
remained unpaid. 

Mr. DAWES. I wanted to find out whether this money was to go 
to the original contractor, who must have known just what money 
was appropriated. If it was to go to merchants outside with whom 
the officers dealt for the purpose of procuring furnitures and the like, 
that would puta different aspect upon it. They were entirely inno- 
cent men, probably. : 

Mr. WINDOM. Mainly this money is due to persons who furnished 
articles of furniture and for finishing up the building, as stated in 
this evidence. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAN FRANCISCO MARINE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the United 
States to certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, 
California, have instructed me to report it back without amendment, 
and I ask that it be considered now. It will take but a moment. 

The being no objection, the Senate as in the Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill. It relinquishes to the city 
and county of San Francisco all the right and title of the United 
States to the following-described property, being the two fifty-vara 
lots on which the old marine-hospital building now stands, fronting 
two hundred and seventy-five feet on the north side of Harrison 
street, between Spear and Main streets, with a uniform depth of one 
hundred and thirty-seven feet six inches, as laid down on the official 
map of said city, to be used by the city and county of San Francisco 
solely for the purpose of a sailors’ home. If the same shall at any 
time be used for any other than the purpose stated, or if the home 
shall not be opened within one year from the passage of the act, all 
right and title hereby relinquished shall revert back to, and again 
vest in, the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and 
ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. MORRILL. Has any report at this session been made by the 


Deneeeaent as to what could be obtained from the sale of this prop 
erty 
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Mr. SARGENT. I have the House report in my hand showing that 
the whole amount the Government was offered was about $700. ‘This 
is a building which was built away back in 1853. It was badly shat- 
tered by an earthquake, and it would cost probably fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars to repair it. The ladies who wish to use it asa 
sailors’ home have sutticient money to put the building in repair and 
are disposed to do it. It isa very worthy object. The building is 
away off on one side of the city, and the Government has not used 
it for twenty years. The building could not be put to better use and 
would not bring any money if sold. There isa unanimous report of the 
Naval Committee, and the bill has passed the House of Representatives. 
I trust the Senator will not object, as it is a very benevolent object 
and the property is now really of no value to the Government. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GrorGe M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 779) 
to provide for the sale of the reservation of the confederated Otoe 
and Missouria Indians in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (IL. 
R. No. 4085) to repeal part of section 5 of an act entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 
19, 1876; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the 
sale of the Osage ceded lands in Kansas to actual settlers; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
EATON ] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to me a 
moment? I think there will not be any objection to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 100) providing a commission to 
frame a permanent form of government for the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. WHYTE. I object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. SPENCER. I think if this was understood there would be no 
objection. It is a House resolution. Certainly there is some govern- 
ment needed here, and some steps ought to be taken during the re- 
cess. During the session of Congress it is impossible to prepare any 
bill. This resolution, as amended, provides for a committee of three 
Senators, to be designated by the President of the Senate, and three 
members of the House, to be designated by the Speaker of the House, 
to sit during the recess and frame a permanent form of government 
for the District of Columbia, to be reported at the next session of 
Congress, 

Mr. WHYTE. I object, because it must give rise to discussion. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hardly think it will give rise to discussion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I only object because I am satisfied this measure 
will give rise to infinite discussion. 

HAMBURGH RIOTS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. Morton on the 2d instant: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President's message and accompanying docu- 


ments in regard to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 


Mr. EATON. Mr. President, when I had the floor yesterday after- 
noon, just before yielding I was speaking of the manner in which 
honorable Senators on this floor saw fit to speak of the distinguished 
gentleman who had been nominated as the candidate of the demo- 
cratic party for the high office of President of the United States. 
There is one thing in that rej ‘ices me, and I hope it may be so until] 
the end of this discussion. ‘1 1at is that no democratic Senater has 
yet found the occasion of attacking the character of either of the 
nominees of the republican party. We recognize, or at least I do, the 
two gentlemen who have been placed in nomination by the repub- 
lican party as highly respectable gentlemen in pointof character and, 
so far as I know, in point of ability. I have not the honor of know- 
ing personally the republican nominee for the Presidency, but 1 pre- 
sume him to be a gentleman of fair ability. 

And now I ought to say a word, for I care to say no more, regard- 
ing the position and character of the candidate of the democratic 
party for the office of President. He stands up high, no words of 
mine could elevate him in the opinion of bis countrymen, but I have 
a word or two to say with regard to the candidate for the Vice-Pres 
idency, because he has been the subject of abuse on this floor,unnec- 
essary abuse. The distinguished Senator from Vermont, not now in 
his seat, [Mr. EDMUNDS,] in an argument of some length, has en- 
deavored to convince the Senate, and through the Senate the country, 
not that there has been a terrible and horrible outrage at Hamburgh, 
but that Mr. Hendricks, the candidate of the democratic party for 
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Vice-President, is unworthy of the position because he is not honest, 
because in his political opinions he is not honest and will not carry 
out the laws under the Constitution of the United States. Sir, that 
is a severe charge to make against a man nominated as a candidate 
for high position, and the Senator has gone back and with an air of 
triumph, pointing to his books, said, “ No man will deny it, for here 
is the record.” The record of what? The record of the votes of an 
honest man in this Chamber with regard toa certain amendment, if it 
may be called such, proposed to the Constitution of the United States. 
Sir, has it come to this that Senators from Indiana and Delaware 
and Connecticut and New York are to go to Vermont to ascertain 
what is true constitutional doctrine in thiscountry? Has the distin- 
guished chairman of the Judiciary Committee fed on any meat that 
makes him our Cwsar? He says Mr. Hendricks voted against the 
thirteenth amendment to the Constitution. I hope he did if he be- 
lieved it an improper amendment. If so, he ought to have voted 
against it. I have some good reading here. I wish the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. MORTON] was in hisseat ; I desire the Secretary to read 
what purports to be an extract from a speech delivered by the Sena- 
tor from Indiana in Indiana on the 29th day of September, 1865. I 
will thank the Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Very well, say some 


that is all very well if we can get the negroes to go there. 
But let me say 


that the colored States would be a balance of power in this country. 


I ask, is it desirable to have a colored State government! I say it is not; it is 
not for many reasons. One reason is that such States would perpetually consti- 
tute a balance of power. They would be held bound by that stringent tie that 


ever held men together: the tie of color and race, the tie of a down-trodden and 
despised rac As 300,000 slavebolders by a common tie were able to govern this 
nation for a long time, so 4,000,000 people bound together by a much stronger tie, 
despised by the whole world as they have been, would constantly vote and act to- 


gether ; and their united vote would constitute a balance of power that might con- 
trol the government of this nation 

I submit, then, however clearly and strongly we may admit the natural right of 
the negro, I submit it to the intelligence of the people that colored State govern 


ments are not desirable 
for; that finally they 
a war of races. 


that they will bring about results that are not to be hoped 
would threaten to bring about and, I believe, would result in 


THE SOLUTION OF THE DIFFICULTY, 


Now the question turns up, how can this be avoided? If I had the power I 
would arrange it in this way: I would give these mena period of probation and 
preparation; I would give them time to acquire a little property and get a little 
edneation ; time to learn something about the simplest forms of business and pre- 
pare themselves for the exercise of political power. At the end of ten, fifteen, or 
twenty yea let them come into the enjoyment of their political rights. By that 
time these States will have been so completely filled up by emigration from the 
North and from Europe that the negroes will be in a permanent minority. Why? 
Because the negroes hove no emigration, nothing but the natural increase, while 
we have emigration from all the world and natural increase besides. Thus, by 
wostponing the thing only to snch times as the negroes are qualified to enjoy polit- 
ical rights, the dangers I have been considering would have fully passed away, 
their influence would no longer be dangerous in the manner I have indicated, and 
a conflict of races would not be more likely to happen than it now is in Massachu- 
setts. In Massachusetts the negroes have exercised political rights for twenty-tive 
years, and yet there has been no disturbance there, no conflict of races. Why? 
Becanse thé negroes have been in the minority. 


Mr. EATON. So it seems, Mr. President, that in 1865 the honora- 
ble Senator from Indiana himself, the Jupiter Tonans of this whole 
business, occupied a position such as I occupied at that time. Has 
he changed his opinion? These were the honest convictions of the 
Senator from Indiana in 1865. What has occurred in the history of 
the country in the last eleven years that should*have caused a change 
in the opinions of the honorable Senator? He has changed. Does 
anybody blame him for the position he occupied ten or eleven years 
ago? Nobody. Does anybody blame Hendricks for the position 
which he occupied ten or eleven years ago? No honorable man, no 
honest man. Sir, Mr. Hendricks did not believe that the amendment 
which was proposed was a proper one, and so he voted against it. 
Mr. Hendricks did not believe that the African race had the capabil- 
ity of self-government; neither did the honorable Senator from In- 
diana. But, sir, what is the opinion of Mr. Hendricks to-day? He 
says in his letter, as Mr. Tilden says in his letter, “ We accept the 
amendments of the Constitution ;” and I should like to see that Sen- 
ator rise in his place here—I will give him my time—and say when 
it was that Samuel J. Tilden or Thomas A. Hendricks, or any other— 
Ido not now speak of my southern friends, because gentlemen say 
they have been in rebellion—Tilden, or Hendricks, or any other lead- 
ing democrat north of the Potomac River but what was always true 
to the Constitution. I ask any Senator to rise in his place and dis- 


pute it. There never was that man; not one. We stand by the Con- 
stitution. We stood by it from 1789 down to 1861—the old Constitu- 
tion. We stand by it now with its amendments. We did not like 


them all; I did not for one; nor did the honorable Senator from In- 
diana, in my judgment, leoking at his speech; but they have become 
a part of the erganic law of the land. The democratic party has al- 
ways been true to the organic law of the land; and if every repub- 
lican Senator can put his hand upon his heart and say that the repub- 
lican party from 1856 to 1861 was true to the Constitution, let him 
BAY 80. 

But, sir, I do not apologize for any act of Tilden or Hendricks. 
They are clad in an armor ofsteel, and I might well say, “Gnaw vipers! 
you gnaw steel.” What next? We are told by the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont, traveling from one end of the Union to the 
other, that the rebel State of Texas has done a certain thing; and 
that word “rebel” seems to him a sweet morsel, and he rolls it under 
his tongue asasweet morsel. When will Senators forget words of that 


= 
| character? When will Senators remember that this is a Union of 
equal States, and that Georgia, and Virginia, and Tennessee, and 
Carolina are represented here by the peers of the Senators from 
Vermont, and Massachusetts, and Connecticut, and New York? We 
are here as equals; and the term and word “rebel” ought not to be 
howled on this floor by anybody. It is done, and it can be done for 
only one purpose, and that is to taunt the representatives of the 
Southern States, to goad them, if possible, into some action that may 
not be pleasant to their friends at the North. It has no other object. 
But the distinguished Senator from Vermont has arrived in Texas, 
and he says—I will try to give his own words—“ Democracy in Texas 
is but another name for re-organized rebellion.” Sir, is that proper 
language to come from the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of 
this body, that the democratic party in Texas “is but another name 
for re-organized rebellion?” And why? He says the first thing they 
did was to break an irrevocable bond. This is the first time I ever 
heard that an irrevocable compact could be broken. It is a contra- 
diction in terms. It is not good sense. An irrevocable thing cannot 
be broken. In the first place the philosophy of the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont is at fault; his knowledge of human govern- 
ment is at fault; his knowledge of what men can and cannot do is at 
fault. Sir, human intelligence and human power can form nothing 
that is irrevocable. It is not inthe power of the Senate of the United 
States, it is not in the power of the State of New York, it is not in 
the power of the United States of America to form an irrevocablo 
compact with anybody or anything. The term “irrevocable” is only 
to apply to Him who governs the universe. Our fathers during the 
revolutionary war fermed an irrevocable and perpetual union. How 
long did it last? Ten years. Then they formed an irrevocable per- 
petual Constitution of the United States, and it has been amended 
fifteen times. The whole frame-work of this Government of com- 
pacts has been changed, and what five and twenty years ago was the 
very life-blood of the Constitution has no existence within it to-day. 
Talk about an irrevocable act—a constitutional lawyer, an able one I 
agree, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this Senate to 
talk about an irrevocable compact between two political bodies! 
Irrevocable compact! Ah, sir, he has had the hardihood to say upon 
this floor that the people of Texas revolutionized their government. 
What does he mean by it? He means just what we do at the North 
whenever we please to change our constitution. He says it was 
done in a revolutionary manner, not done under and by the terms of 
the instrument itself. Sir, time will not allow me to go into a dis- 
cussion of this character. We had the same sort of an irrevocable 
constitution in my own State; but the best minds of my State, the 
best minds of New York, the best minds of the whole North are of 
the opinion that the people through their Legislature have the right 
| to call conventions to form new constitutions. Such is my opinion, 
and such is the opinion of every distinguished lawyer that I know in 


my State, po matter what his political views may be. There is but 
one opinion, and it seems that the people who are represented in part 


by my distinguished friend upon the floor of this Senate [ Mr. 
MAXEY] had the hardihood, the people of the great State of Texas 
had the hardihood through their Legislature to call a convention to 
change their constitution without consulting the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Vermont! 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will say that the resolution submitted to the peo- 
ple of Texas by the Legislature for the purpose of calling a conven- 
tion was voted npon by the people and a convention was ordered by 
the people by a vote of more than 50,000 majority. 

Mr. EATON. Sir, when the people whom I have the honor in part 
to represent upon this floor desire to change their constitution they 
will consult with their own leading men; and Hubbard and Inger- 
soll, Hawley and Harrison, and a thousand other distinguished men 
will determine with regard to the change in their form of government 
without consulting the Senator from Vermont or any other Senaior 
or any other body on the face of the earth. And when the great 
State of New York, an empire of itself, with its five millions of peo- 
ple, desires to change its organic law, her Tilden, her Seymour, her 
CONKLING, her KERNAN, her Morgan will determine that matter, not 
the distinguished Senator from the State of Vermont. 

Sir, Texas saw fit to exercise her right as a sovereign State of this 
Union. I say “sovereign State,” for sovereign she is, for sovereign 
in many respects every State in this Union is. That is one of them, 
too. I thank God for it. There is where the sovereignty comes in; 
and that is sovereignty, if I understand the use of language and the 
use of words. Whena State within the limits of this Union can form 
its own organic law in spite of the power of every other State in the 
Union, it is exercising the very highest branch of sovereignty. Sir, 
Texas saw fit to change her constitution, and as my distinguished 
friend says she did it by calling a convention of the people through 
her Legislature. Delegates were elected to that convention—— 

Mr. MAXEY. It was submitted to the people and ratified by the 
people. s 
Mr. EATON. That resolution was submitted to the people, which 
| Was entirely unnecessary in my judgment, but no matter, it makes it 

democratic ; that resolution was submitted to the people, and by them 
| obtained over 50,000 majority, and the Senator from Vermont says it 
| was revolutionary. The people’s delegates met in convention, formed 
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a constitution and submitted it to the people, and by the people it was 
ratified by more than 50,000 majority, as I am informed, and that con- 
stitution is now the organic law of that State, not to be changed by 
the action of this or any other portion of the Union. Why talk about 
it?) Why was it brought up here by the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont? Simply because the Senator says Texas made a compact 
bv which if she was let back into the Union, suffered to come back 
into the Union, she was to give one-fourth of all her general revenues 
for school purposes. Why, sir, was Texas ever out of the Union? 
Five hundred thousand men laid down their lives and $4,000,000,000 
of the earnings of the people were expended for the very purpose of 
keeping that and other States in the Union. I had supposed that 
Texas never went out. I know she tried to get out; but we would 
not let her; we kept her in. Now, says my distinguished friend, she 
made a compact and agreed to do certain things if we would take her 
back, let her become again a part of this great confederation of States; | 
and, by the way, that was not his language; that is mine. Sir, what | 
business had the Congress of the United States to make terms of that | 
character with any State? It is for the people of New York, of Ken- 
tucky, of Georgia, of Vermont, and of Texas to determine what part 
of their revenues shall be applied for school or any other purposes. 
The Congress of the United States have nothing to do with a matter 
of that character, and whenever they undertake to do anything of 
that sort they travel out of their line of duty and law and right. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to state 
the exact facts in regard to that matter ? 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. On Saturday the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] arraigned the people of Texas in this language. He quoted 
from the constitution of 1869, adopted by the republican party, this 
clause : 

The public lands heretofore given to counties shall be under the control of the 
Legislature and may be sold under such regulations as the Legislature may pre- 
scribe, and in such case the proceeds of the sale shall be added to the school fund. 

He then added: 

What does the revolutionary democratic constitution provide ? 





It provides— 


What the constitution does provide is that the county school fund 
belongs to the county of right, and that the constitution of 1869 had 
no authority whatever to interfere with the vested rights of the 
counties in their school funds. The convention which framed the 
revolutionary constitution, as he calls it, was called, as stated by the 
Senator from Connecticut, on a resolution submitted to the people, 
and by them adopted by an overwhelming majority of 50,000. The 
constitution was made and ratified in like manner. On that point, I 
wonder if the decision of the supreme court of the State of Texas when 
every member of that bench was a republican would be authority. 
If the Senator will give me the time, 1 will read a clause from a de- 
cision directly on this point, and show how the republican supreme 
court of the State of Texas thought in regard to this very question 
in contradistinction to how it has been represented here on this floor, 
and which I attempted on Saturday to have corrected but was not 
allowed to do so. 

In the case of Galveston County vs. Tankersley, reported in the 
thirty-ninth volume of the Texas Supreme Court Reports, a decision 
in 1873 in which the direct question came up between the county of 
Galveston and Tankersley and others who had located land certifi- 
cates upon the land belonging to that county, the county of Galves- 
ton being a corporation capable of suing and being sued under the 
laws of Texas instituted a suit in the nature of what is there known 
as an action of trespass to try title, to recover the land, and did so. 
Here is what the supreme court of the State of Texas, every member 
of which was at the time a republican, in the year 1873, say about 
the republican constitution of 1869 and about this identical clause 
which the Senator from Vermont quoted on Saturday: 

This suit was brought by Galveston County in 1867— 


Mark you, 1867, not 1873, two years before the constitution of 1875 
was adopted and while the constitution of 1869, the republican con- 
stitution, was in full force— 


This suit was brought by Galveston County in 1867, and, on the adoption of our 
present constitution— 


The constitution of 1869— 


the defendants interposed a plea in abatement, alleging that since the institution 
of this suit, and since the filing of their answer, the title to the land sued for and 
claimed by plaintiff had passed out of Galveston County and become vested in 
the State of Texas by the new constitution. " 


That is the position of the Senator from Vermont. The court say: 


We do not consider that it was the purpose and intent of the framers of the con- 
stitution to cancel all the solemn contracts made with the several counties in re- 
gard to the school land. 

But we do not hesitate to say that if such was the purpose and intention of the 
convention, still they had no power or authority to do so. These grants were solemn 
acts of a contract made with the several counties, and this contract with Galveston 
County was duly executed years before the adoption of the constitution The State 
had parted with the title to a body-corporate, capable of recciving and holding title 
to land, and she has not the power or authority, under the Constitation of the United 
States, to recall her grants or violate her executed contracts at pleasure 
vs. Peck, 6 Cranch, 87; Trustees of Dartmouth College vs. Woodward, 4 Wheaton, 


570.) In the latter case the court say: “ A contract is a compact between two or 


_ 


more persons. * A grant, in its own nature, amounts to an extinguishment 
of the right of the grantor, and implies a contract not to re-assert it 
case the court say 


government, such as towns, cities, and counties, may in many respects be subject 
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to legislative control. 
porations, the legislative poweris so transcendental that it may, atits will, take away 
the private property of the corporation, or change the use of its private funds.” 


CL 


(Fletcher 


In the same 
“It may also be admitted that corporations for mere public 
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But it will hardly be contended that, in respect to such corm 


So much for the authority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator if he considers that de- 
cision of the supreme court of Texae to be good law? 

Mr. MAXEY. Well, Mr. President, I am taking up the time of the 
Senator from Connecticut and I shall be short. I stated that it was 
the decision of the supreme court of Texas when every member of 
that court was a republican, and the decision of the supreme court of 
the State, delivered by Mr. Justice Ogden, a republican, upon a re- 
publican constitution adopted in 1869, in which he declares that the 
effort of that constitution to do precisely what the Senator from Ver- 
mont commended on Saturday, was revolutionary, was unconstitu- 
tional, null and void, and in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. I'say that the exposition of the law by the highest 
judicial tribunal known to the law is to me the law of the land so far 
as Texas is concerned, and that was the exposition given. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 0, but my friend has missed the point. 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir; I am taking up the time of the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly hope the Senator will indulge me. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to add one word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

Mr. EATON. The Senator from Vermont is asking the Senator 
from Texas a question whether he regards that as good law. I can- 
nodt permit my time to be taken up by a discussion between my dis- 
tinguished friend from Vermont and my distinguished friend from 
Texas with regard to the ability and the character of the late supreme 
court of Texas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What can the Senator permit, then ? 

Mr. EATON. It is republican law, and it ought to satisfy the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MERRIMON in the chair.) 
Senator from Connecticut declines to yield longer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. O,no. The Senator from Connecticut is too cour- 
teous a gentleman for that, notwithstanding the Chair. 

Mr. MAXEY. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Texas allow me to correct 
him before he goes on ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I have not control of the floor, though I am perfectly 
willing to vield. 

Mr. EATON. Go on, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. EATON. I ought to say here that my friend from Vermont 
shall have all the time that he will say is parliamentary and proper. 
The Senator from Texas desired to read a clause from a decision of 
the supreme court of his own State with regard to the very constitu- 
tion that was in question here the other day. He has read it. 

Mr. MAXEY. That supreme court was a republican court, every 
member of it. 

Mr. EATON. That report goes for what itis worth. If it is good 
law, then it should satisfy the honorable Senator from Vermont ; if 
it is not good law, he will have ample time and opportunity to attack 
it; and really if he desires to attack that law and wants a little of 
my time, he shall have it now. I do not want, however, a long de- 
bate between my friends while I am on the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I want to ask my friend from Texas 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwill go one step further—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Connecticut yielded the floor to the Senator from Texas. 
Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Senator from Texas goes on I wish to 
ask him the courtesy of allowing me to call his attention to the pre- 
cise point that was in discussion the other day. If he is not willing, 
I have nothing to say. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am perfectly willing to discuss any question of 
constitutional law with the Senator from Vermont, though I am not 
so Wise or so distinguished as he may be, whenever the occasion will 
give us both time to do ourselves justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is not willing now to have me cor- 
rect the misapprehension into which he has fallen. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would yield if I had the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Connecticut says you do have 
the floor. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to ask my honorable friend from Texas if 
what I said the other day was not that this new constitution of the 
State of Texas as it is called—I do not know whether in point of law 
it isnew or not; that depends on its validity—did not substantially 
change the ol constitution in respect of the appropriation of public 

|} money for the use of schools? Now the Senator comes to me with a 
| decision of the supreme court of Texas which holds that the old con- 
| stitution in certain respects ahout county lands, as I understand, 
| lands granted to counties, Was operative. 





The 





Does the Senator from Texas yield 





Mr. MAXFY. That you yourself quoted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
what has that todo with the question? Does that 

| constitution any more constitutional than the old one was ? 


Suppose it was inoperative and unconstitutional, 
the 


make new 
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Mr. MAXEY. It seems to me that if there were vested rights in 
the various counties of Texas to their lands, if the State of Texas or 
the republic of Texas—for part of it was during the days of the repub- 
lic—parted with its title to lands by patent, the State or republic 
became divested of all right, title, or interest it had therein, and it 
became vested in the counties to which it had been granted, then any 
attempt on the part of this constitution to divest vested rights was 
in itself unconstitutional, null, and void. This land had been parted 
with to the various counties of the State, patented to those counties; 
the expense of the location, survey, and issue of patents was all paid 
for by the various counties; the right became vested in those coun- 
ties by the issuance of those patents; and the constit-ition of 1569 
attempted to divest vested rights; and the supreme court appointed 
by a republican governor and confirmed by a republican senate de- 
clared that clause of the constitution unconstitutional, ull, and void. 
So far, then, as that question is concerned I leave it as settled by the 
highest judicial tribunal known to the State of Texas which had the 
right to pronounce on that constitution. 

Now, Mr. President, one other point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has missed the point again entirely 
that I was putting to him. 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir; one other point. It was charged that the 
democratic party had thrown its whole weight against the dissemina- 
tion of education by public schools, and the action of the fourteenth 
Legislature was quoted, which expired before the last democratic 
convention was held in this present year in January; and the second 
clause of the democratic platform adopted by that convention is: 


The democratic party now and in the past, adhering to its policy of maintaining 
an efficient system of general education, declares it to be the duty of the Legisla- 
ture of the State to speedily establish and make provision for the oe and main- 
tenance of public free-schools; and to this end to exercise the whole power with 
which it is invested, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the Legislature do it? 

Mr. MAXEY. Since that time another Legislature, not the four- 
teenth to which the Senator referred but the fifteenth Legislature, 
is to-day in session. My own business here has occupied my whole 
time so that I have not had the means of keeping up with the senate 
and house journals; the general laws have not been published; and 
therefore I cannot say what has been done; but I do say that here was 
a solemn command given by the democratic party in a State conven- 
tion, and the largest ever held in the State, to do all in their power 


to advance education and all that the constitution gives them the 
right to do. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state now that I have occupied this much of 
the time of the Senator from Connecticut by his consent because the 
subject of my own State was up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from Connecticut allow me to ask 
the Senator from Texas one question ? 

Mr. EATON. I had rather my friend should state some one point, 
because this will be interminable if it goes on in this way. My friend 
and I may wish to get into a discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish only to ask one question. 

Mr. EATON. One; but I fear it will lead to another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then my friend declines to allow me to ask one 
question of the Senator from Texas on this very point. 

Mr. EATON. No, I will not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will ask my friend from Texas, taking 
these two constitutions, the one of 1869 that was adopted and rati- 
fied by the Congress of the United States under this solemn and ex- 
press stipulation that as to public schools it should stay as it was in 
substance, and the new one when the democratic party came into 
power in that State, the new one of 1874, whether in respect of the 
appropriation of the general revenues of the State that by the old 
constitution were to be employed to the extent of one quarter for 
public schools and the new one that they need not be employed at 
all unless the Legislature chooses to do it—my question is whether 
that is going forward or going back? 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, one moment. I beg in all kindness to 
say that the question is not a fair one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then decline to let it be answered and go alread. 


Mr. EATON. I will decline to let it be answered and I will go 
ahead. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. EATON. I decline because the gentleman put the same ques- 
tion the other day, precisely the same question to the Senator from 
Texas that he puts now again. If he has any question he desires to 
put to me—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut, then ? 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the Senator from Connecticut the keeper of my 
friend from Texas, or ought my friend from Texas not be allowed to 
determine whether my question to him is a fair one or not? 

Mr. EATON. Sir; [am no man’s keeper. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you ought to let the Senator from Texas 
answer. 

Mr. EATON. Nor are you the Senator to determine what I ought 
to do or not. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like the Senator to permit me—— 

Mr. EATON. It is not properthat the Senator from Vermont should 
tell me what is courteous or proper on this floor. 
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Mr. MAXEY. I will say that I do not regard the remark of the 
Senator from Vermont as at all courteous. It is not such a remark 
as | would make to him. No man is my keeper.. I had the floor by 
courtesy, and having had the floor by courtesy ; 

Mr. EATON. I propose now to go on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will not the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to say one word when I am accused of discourtesy ? I wish to say to 
my good friend from Texas that I was not speaking to him or of him. 
The Senator from Connecticut had declined to allow the Senator from 
Texas to answer a plain, straight question that I put to him on the 
very point under discussion. Then I asked the Senator from Con- 
necticut whether he was the keeper of the Senator from Texas and 
whether the Senator from Texas had not the right to determine 
whether the question was a fair one or not. He said that he would 
take care of that himself, substantially. So I hope my friend from 
Texas will not consider that I implied anything as to him, but I did 
impiy to my friend from Connecticut that he assumed to be the keeper 
of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. EATON. The time was mine; and when the Senator from 
Vermont asked from me as a courtesy to put a question to the Senator 
from Texas, and then reiterated the same question which he put him- 
self in his own time the other day, I did not regard it as proper and 


do not now. The RecorpD has that question and the Rrecorp has its 
answer. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. And it has it now. 

Mr. EATON. Itmayhaveitnow. My position en this whole busi- 
ness is that the distinguished Senator from Vermont is no more the 
keeper of the State of Texas than he is of his brother-Senators on this 
floor; and when Texas determines to change her constitution it does 
not become him tostand up on the floor of this Senate and talk about 
the democratic majority being rebellion re-organized. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not even if the compact says so? 

Mr. EATON. Compact! Irrevocable compact! I do not wish to 
go through with that term “irrevocable.” If the Senator had been 
in his seat he would have learned my opinion with regard to the term 
“irrevocable” when applied to human government, human compacts 
and agreements between States. 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said during this discussion, 
both by the honorable Senator from Vermont and by the honorable 
Senator from Indiana, not now in his seat, that the design of the 
democratic party was to carry the presidential election in certain 
States in this Union by defending outrages. Sir, by what authority 
do either of these Senators make a charge of that character against 
the democratic party of the United States? The distinguished Sen- 
ator from Indiana says it is so because he says that there is 30,000 
majority in this State, 25,000 majority in that State, 40,000 majority 
in the other State, and by a system of terrorism, by a system of out- 
rages, the democratic party intend to carry those States. O, Mr. Pres- 
ident, how a little fact, how a little truth wipes away all trash and 
nonsense of this character. I hold in my hand a republican paper, 
not a democratic paper, but a republican paper published in this 
goodly city of Washington, called the National Republican. This 
paper was issued this morning, and—will you believe it, Mr. Presi- 
dent—it says that the democratic party have carried Alabama by 
30,000 majority. Will you believe another thing it says—let the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana weep—not an outrage, not a trouble, 
not the slightest difficulty in the ,vorld, a fair election, a good elec- 
tion, an honest election—30,000 majority, all the members of Congress 
but one, and a large majority in both branches of the Legislature! 

Mr. SPENCER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. EATON. WhenI make a statement myself and anthorize it 
to be made from my own knowledge, I have no objection to being 
questioned about it. I said that a republican paper published in the 
city of Washington stated such facts; it does. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iwas only going to state to the Senate that those 
are Associated Press dispatches; the paper does not hold itself re- 
sponsible for them. It is true that yesterday the election went very 
largely democratic in the State of Alabama, and it is equally true 
that in many counties in Alabama the colored people are so intimi- 
dated that they did not dare to vote. F 

Mr. EATON. Well, I do not know that. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do. 

Mr. EATON. You believe it? 

Mr. SPENCER. I believe it. 

Mr. EATON. You do not know it, for you were not there. 

Mr. SPENCER. I was not there yesterday, but was there on a pre- 
vious occasion. 

Mr. EATON. Then you do not know it. If a gentleman says he 
knows a thing, that is one thing; belief is one thing and knowledge 
another. The Associated Press is not under the control of the dem- 
ocratic party “by along deal,” as my good friend from Vermont is 
fond of saying. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understand the Senator from Connecticut to 
say that the Associated Press is not under the control of the demo- 

cratic party in the South. That may be true; but every agent of the 
Associated Press in the South is a democrat. That is trne. 

Mr. EATON. I suppose they could not get anybody else there who 
could readand write. [Laughter.] It is necessary that they should be 
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democrats. I understand that the associated telegraphic dispatch | 
company—if that be the term; I do not know what the term is; it is | 
a matter of no consequence—is under the charge of a gentleman by 
the name of Orton, whom I have met and who I believe to be a very 
strong republican, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. SPENCER. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him 
again, I will state that the Associated Press is under the control, I 
believe, of Mr. Simonton, and that the Western Union Telegraph | 
Company, of which Mr. Orton is the president, really has nothing to 
do with it. Iask the Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] if I 
am not correct ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I did not hear the remark. 

Mr. SPENCER. I say that the Associated Press is under the con- 
trol of Mr. Simonton. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EATON. Very likely my friend is right. 
man a good, fair, square republican too ? 

Mr. SPENCER. I should like to have the Senator from California 
state the fact. 

Mr. SARGENT. My impression is that Mr. Simonton is a republi- 
can. I think he has that credit. 

Mr. EATON. Very well. I do not say it is to his discredit, by any 
manner of means; and when you can point to one to whom it is a 
credit I shall be very willing to admit it, I assure you. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam very glad the Senator will admit so much in 
favor of any republican. 

Mr. EATON. Ido. Ihave very many warm friends who are repub- 
licans. Some five hundred republicans voted for me the last time I 
was a candidate in my town. As I was saying, the Senator from 
Alabama believes, or he would not say so, that there was intimida- 
tion in his State yesterday at the election or previous to the election. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will state, if the Senator will allow me, what I 
do believe. I believe that in a large number of counties in the State 
of Alabama the colored people were so intimidated that they did not 
dare to go to the polls and vote yesterday. 

Mr. EATON. I give the Senator full credit for his belief, and now 
let me say to him that I do not believe any such thing. From what 
I hear from colored men from his own State and from colored men 
from other States, I do not believe any such thing. The time has 
about gone by when those men were to be cooped up, lashed, tied to- 
gether, and foreed to vote. Let me tell you what one of them told 
me in the State of Virginia on the eve of an election four years ago. 
I speak now whereof I know. I knewone of the candidates; he was 
a personal friend of mine; and I said toa black man who was brought 
in connection with me in performing some service about my person, 
“Are you going to vote for Colonel B.?”’ Said he, “ No, I dare not; 
they would kill me if I did.” There are two sides to this story. 
Gentlemen who have more knowledge than I have may correct me 
hereafter, but I know this much, that the black man has been con- 
trolled by his own fellows at the instigation of white men who band 
together and assume it to be a crime to vote the democratic ticket. 
That time is passing by. The election in Alabama yesterday shows 
it. The elections in all these States, I trust, will show it hereafter. 
Who finds any fault with the manner in which the elections are carried 
on in the Old Dominion close by us, across the river here? No one. 
Every man enjoys his right under the Constitution, no matter what 
his color, no matter what his previous condition, may be. So it is in 
Georgia; so it is everywhere where the democracy rules. We intend 
it to be so all over this country. 

I dislike getting into this discussion. It is not to my taste to make 
a speech of this character, a speech that belongs more to the stump, 
if 1 may be allowed to use the expression, than it does to the Senate; 
but I could not sit here and hear the peer of any man living on God’s 
footstool accused of dishonesty, accused of being opposed to the best 
interests of this common land of ours. I submit to no such imputa- 
tion, and I rebuke it wherever I find it, whether in the Senate or in 
thé church. 1 for one will not submit to have language of this char- 
acter applied to my party, to its leaders and its purest men. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont closed a somewhat lengthy 
speech with poetry. I find no fault with his poetry. It would not 
do him and some other Senators that I know any harm if they would 
read of peace every night before they go to bed and every morning 
before they read their prayers. It iswell that there should be a feel- 
ing of brotherhood and love going out from our breasts toward all 
the people of this broad Union. We are one people and are destined 
to be one people, so far as human knowledge can see, forever; mem- 
bers of a common Union, always having the same thing at heart, the 
good of the country, the welfare of its citizens, and the purity of its 
Government. Every Senator, I hope and trust, entertains the same 
opinions that I know govern me. I hope this Union will exist for- 
ever. I might as well close upon this point also with a few lines. I 
would that this Union might exist forever: 


Is not that gentle- 


A giant oak uplifts its lofty form, 

Greens in the sun and strengthens in the storm; 
Long in its shade shall children’s children come, 
And earth's poor traveler find a welcome home ; 
Long shall it stand, and every blast defy, 

Till time's last whirlwind rends the sky. 


Sir, I have nothing more to say upon this part of the subject. The 
fashion has been set me of talking about various things upon one bill, 


i . ° 
| I see in his seat. 
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and as I said I would and this is as good a time to redeem my word as 
any other, I should like to say a word or two with regard to the figures 
which have been put before the people of this country by the honor- 
able Senators from West Virginia, [ Mr. Davis, ] from Ohio, [Mr. SHer- 
MAN, Jand from Massachusetts, [Mr. BoUTWELL.] Neither of them do 
I do not well see how I can go on without the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I should be glad, if he is in the Senate, if 
he would take his seat, for I have certain questions to put to him be- 
fore I get through with the discussion of this matter. My friend, the 
Senator from West Virginia, has put before the Senate and before the 
country a condition of affairs in the Treasury Department that has 
been, in my judgment, entirely unanswerable. No results have been 
obtained by the resolution which he had the honor to introduce. The 
Senate sent the resolution to a committee overloaded with work, the 
Committee on Finance. The Cummittee on Finance, as I know from 
what members of that committee have said on the floor of the Senate, 
gave no attention to that matter. They simply addressed a commu- 
nication tothe Treasury Department. The answer to that communi- 
cation was a set of figures which have been made a part of the speech 
of the Senator from Ohio and have gone out to the world as a part of 
his speech. 

Mr. BOUTWELL entered the Chamber. 

Mr. EATON. I say that, in my judgment, it was the duty of the 
Senate to have sent that resolution to a special committee. It is ad 
mitted here, if I am not mistaken, and if I am I will thank my 
friend from Massachusetts to correct me, that there has been a change 
in the statements amounting to over $200,000,000, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. No, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me—— 

Mr. EATON. Certainly; this is a matter of figures. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. What I had to say in reply to the Senator from 
West Virginia related to his method of computation. As I under- 
stand, that difference of $200,000,000 is reached by this process: He 
takes ten years, between 1360 and 1870 and finds in each of those years 
a statement of the public debt by warrants, as it was made up pre- 
vious to 1870, and the statement by receipts and expenditures which 
differs each year to a certain amount, some years more and some years 
less, and he adds together those differences for eight or ten years and 
realizes as the resnit the sum of something like $200,000,000. I do 
not understand the Senator from Connecticut te claim that there is 
any such difference in the sum for any one year. 

Mr. EATON. I ascertained that matter before the Senator from 
West Virginia did. The greatest difference that I ascertained was 
about $90,000,000 ; a little less than $90,000,000, if I recollect aright. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I will say that that, I think, was in MeCul- 
loch’s time, and I think the year that the statement was published he 
appended a note showing that there was this difference for that par- 
ticular year, or something like that difference, between the statement 
of the public debt made up under warrants and as put in made up un- 
der receipts and expenditures; but I do think the honorable Senator 
from West Virginia and the honorable Senator from Connecticut will 
agree that those differences (they were not errors) through many years 
should not be aggregated and the statement made that the differences 
amounted toso much. I think that would be as incorrect as it would 
be for a man who has kept an account of his indebtedness and who 
should find at the end of each year that he was in debt a thousand 
dollars, when he had reached ten years would to aggregate his in- 
debtedness and say it amounted to $10,000. 

Mr. EATON. The honorable Senator has the advantage of his 
statement. What I say is this, and I desire it to go to the country, 
that the accountant does not live who can take the reports of the 
Treasury Department and the reports of the Register of the Treas- 
ury and make them agree. It cannot be done. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. In answer to that—— 

Mr. EATON. I do not know that I care to be answered just now 
on that point. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I thought the proposition on which the Senator 
introduced me into the Senate was that if he was in error I should 
correct him. That is the invitation upon which I came. 

Mr. EATON. I did not mean to introduce the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. I said that I did not care to go on in his ab- 
sence. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. In regard to the Senator’s remark that there 
was not on the face of the earth an accountant who could reconcile 
the statements of the Treasury Department, I would simply answer 
that there have been four different sets of accountants who have 
done that particular thing. In 1969 and 1870 a set of accountants in 
the office of the Secretary of the Treasury did that thing, and the 
record remains to this day. In the year 

Mr. EATON. Wait one moment. I do not choose to be interrupted 
and unintentionally misrepresented. I did not say that no account- 
ant in the United States could go into the Treasury Department 
and take its books and make them agree. What I say is this, and 
the gentleman may have time to answer, that no accountant or num- 
ber of accountants in the United States can take the reports of the 
Treasury Department and the reports of the Register of the Treasury 
and balance the accounts. It cannot be done. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I agree exactly with what the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut says; but he will allow me to correct the error 


| of his statement, which was, I believe, if the reporter were to copy 
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the words of the honorable Senator from Connecticut and read them 
to the Senate, that tl ccountant on the face of the earth 





who could reconcile tl ounuts of the Treasury Department 
Mr. EATON. The say read what I did say, but I did not 
say any such thing. \W) neant to say was this, and I will repeat 


what I intended to « » that if I did not say it I will correct it 
now: that there was u® accountant on the face of the earth who 
could take the reports of the Treasury Department and the reports of 
the Register of the Treasury and balance the accounts. That is what 
I meant to say. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. If the Senator confines himself to the published 
reports, of course those reports do not furnish the materials by which 
any expert can ascertain whether the balance was correct or not ; but 
that is trae of the reports of every organization and of every insti- 
tution in the country. It is true of the Senator’s own bank account. 
If there were to be a public statement to-day of the balance of his 
account, either in black or red, upon the books of the bank, that 
statement would not furnish the means of ascertaining whether the 
balance was correct or not; but you must go to the institution itself, 
or to the records of the institution. What I say is that by the books 
of the Treasury Department the statements made to the public from 
1870 forward have been reconciled and with the exception of a few 
errors found to agree with the statements made previous to 1870 by 
four sets of accountants; first, by accountants in the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the year 1869-70 ; secondly, by account- 
ants in the Office of the Register of the Treasury in 1571; and thirdly 
and fourthly by separate sets of acecuntants working in the office of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and in the Office of the Register of the 
Treasury during the present session of Congress and since the reso- 
lution was introduced by the honorable Senator from West Virginia. 
These four examinations have corresponded not only to a dollar but 
to acent; and if there can be any hard test of the truth of results, 
it can be no better ascertained than by four such independent inves- 
tigations as have been made on this subject. 

Mr. EATON. That may beso. That is something I have no knowl- 
edge of except the information which is tendered me by the Senator 
from Massachusetts; but I long ago learned one thing in the course 
of a not very short life, that if I had any doubt with regard to the 
accuracy of a public servant, 1 should not take the reports of that 
public servant in order to solve the question of accuracy. Take a 
great«commercial house in New York which sells its fifty or seventy- 
five million dollars a year, for there are one or two such houses there. 
If a rumor is started that there is some difficulty in the accounts of 
the cashier, they would not set that cashier to examine his own ac- 
counts. ‘They would look to men outside. Therefore it was proper 
that a resolution should be introduced; that resolution ought to have 
gone to a special committee, and that committee ought to have had 
the power to employ experts. There should have been a thorough 
examination of this whole business, for I beg to say that there is a 
feeling abroad that this matter is wrong. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said in his place on the floor of 
the Senate the other day that there had not been a change in any of 
the figures of the books of the Department. There can be no figures 
when we speak of a Department. I do not mean loose paper, I mean 
Department accounts which are kept in books. That is what I un- 
derstood the Senator from Massachusetts to say, and I understood 
the Senator from Ohio to echo the remark of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. Has the Senator from Massachusetts given the matter a 
personal examination? I beg to say here in putting this question to 
the Senator that under no circumstances—and he knows me well 
enough to know that not for one moment do I question the entire in- 
tegrity of the Senator from Massachusetts when an active officer of 
the Treasury Department. He knows me well enough, too, to know that 
if | believed he was guilty of wrong there I shou'd state the fact to 
him and to the country also. Do I understand the Senator to mean 
the Senate to infer that he knows, not that he believes, not that he has 
been told, but does he know of his own knowledge that there have 
been no forced balances upon some of the books of the Treasury De- 
partment? Is he prepared to say to the Senate, with a full under- 
standing of the import of the question, that he knows of his own 
knowledge that there have been no forced balances on any of the 
books of the Treasury Department proper or of the Register of the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Of course I have not gone over all the books of 
the Treasury Department; but I no more believe that there have ever 
been alterations in the books of the Treasury than I believe that the 
records of the Senate have been altered. I never heard any such 
thing suggested inside of the Department, never heard it in my life 
until it was possibly inferred from the remarks made by the Senator 
from West Virginia. I have been told over and over again by the 
officers, and Mr. Bristow, the recent Secretary of the Treasury, who 
was in no way concerned in these transactions, in his letters to the 
Senate says that the books of the Department have never been 
changed. The simple troth was this, and nothing that can be sug- 
gested or stated or proved as having any foundation in fact will 
change the statement I make, which is that the books of the Treas- 
ury Department remain as they were previous to any time, so far as I 
have any knowledge or belief. I never heard the thing suggested by 
any one except the suggestions that have been made here on the floor 
of the Senate. The only thing that was done was that in 1869 and 
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1370, finding that there had been errors in previous statements, an 
investigation was undertaken and certain errors were found. The 
statements that had been made to the country previously remain, 
and after the discovery of those errors the statements that were sub- 
sequently made were made to correspond with what we believed to 
be the truth. After ascertaining the truth, it would, it seems to me, 
have been a greater offense to the country to have continued to re- 


| state the errors than by the statement of the truth to suggest that 





errors had been made in previous times. There was nothing for the 
Secretary to do except to do that. I wish to say again that nothing 
cast any imputation upon the integrity of those who had kept the 
accounts ; that the country never lost a cent by the errors; and that 
the statements affected no financial fact, nor did they in any w ay 
affect the fortunes of the country. 

Mr. EATON. Lsupposed I should get the answer which I have bad 
from the honorable Senater from Massachusetts. Froman examination 
which I under his lead conducted in that Department, I well knew it 
was not in his power or in the power of any living man to give a per- 
sonal examination to those accounts. Secretary Bristow says the ac- 
counts are all right. What he means by it is that he believes they 
are all right, not that he has examined all the accounts in the Treas- 
urer’s Department and in the Oflice of the Register of the Treasury. Of 
course he has done no such thing. He believes in the integrity of 
the officials, and so does my friend from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I wish to say to the Senator, and I think his 
experience in the Treasury Department will justify the remark I 
make, as I am sure that my experience justifies me in making the 
remark, that there could be no change in the books of the Treasury 
Department affecting a balance which could be made without the 
knowledge of at least twenty-five different persons who have charge 
of various books, the results of which have to be marshaled into various 
ledgers which are tested by comparison with books kept by other 
independent persons. It would be one of the most diflicult things to 
change the books of the Department so as to affect a balance without 
the knowledge of the change being known to twenty-five or thirty 
persons; which is, in itself, pretty good security that the thing could 
not be done. 

Mr. EATON. There is some force in the remark just made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and yet I learned enough while there to 
believe that two men could combine, three certainly to take a hun- 
dred million dollars from the Treasury. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. O,no. Ifthree persons, each of whom has an in- 
dependent key to a separate lock in which the reserve is kept, which is 
the large body of the money, were to combine they might force it out of 
the Treasury; but when you come to change the books so as to force a 
balance you have not only got to deal with three persons, but with 
eight or ten times three, who must be in collusion, in conspiracy; and 
when the thing was done, there would be nothing in the world to 
reward them for it, because they have not the control of a cent of 
money and never can get it except by going into the office of the 
Treasurer and robbing precisely as some other persons might do. 
Therefore they would have no motive to change the books; they would 
get nothing for it. 

Mr. EATON. I have no desire to go into the question with regard 
to what might be done or what might not be done as to the false issue 
of securities or the taking away of securities or anything else. It is 
not worth my while, nor do I care to alarm the feelings of the com- 
munity upon a subject of that character; but I commend to my friend 
from Massachusetts the testimony given the other day by General 
Spinner before a House committee. I have not seen it, but I have 
heard statements of that testimony which place some of the actions 
of the Treasury officials in not a proper or a pleasant light. I do not 
know it to be true, but I have heard it said by competent account- 
ants—and I should have gone into the inquiry myself if this resolu- 
tion had gone to a special committee—that the interest account of 
the Treasury Department was from $1,500,000 to $2,500,000 wrong. 
That I have heard from a man who has long been an official in¢hat 
Department, a man of great shrewdness and great worth. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Dol understand the Senator to say that the ac- 
count is wrong from $1,500,000 to $2,500,000 ? 

Mr. EATON. I do say just that. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I should like to have the Senator give some 
ground for the statement. 

Mr. EATON. I do not know that I care for it now. It will be 
known if it is so; the country will demand to know it. The country 
will know certainly the whole history of the Treasury operations 
with regard to the interest, with regard to the syndicate, so called, 
and with regard to all the transactions of the Department. If there 
had been a proper committee instituted, it would have been known 
before now. Inmy judgment there will be found errors, to use a mild 
term, in the interest account of the United States. I am informed by 
men in whose character I have great confidence and place full reli- 
ance, in whose knowledge I have great confidence also, that there will 
be found gross errors in the interest account of the United States. 

ut that is not the subject to which I mainly intended to direct 
the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator from 
Massachusetts presented certain tables here the other day with re- 
gard to the relative expenditures in 1860 and 1875. Two years were 
brought in juxtaposition to each other, and now I beg,if my friend 
will not consider it impertinent—— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. Before the Senator leaves the subject of the in- 
terest account, inasmuch as he has made a statement and it is upon 
the record, J should like to make astatement as to the mode of doing 
business in reference to the payment and the issue of bonds, which I 
think will satisfy most persons—I hope it will satisfy the honorable 
Senator from Connecticut—that such a condition of things is very 
impossible. I think it will be hardly necessary to say here that the 
Secretary of the Treasury never has a dollar of public money in his 
hands, and could not get a dollar by any other process than the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, or any other man could. He has no control 
overthe money. Nothing comes into his hands, nothing passes through 
his hands, and he is only responsible for the mode of conducting the 
Department. The bonds which are issued to bear interest are issued 
under circumstances, I submit, affording the best possible security. 
If the mode of doing business in the Treasury Department in that 
particular can be placed against the mode of doing business in the 
Bank of England or in the Bank of France, it will be seen that the 
securities taken here are much greater than the securities taken else- 
where. Iu the first place, the paper made is of a peculiar sort. It is 
made under the direction of the Goverument and under the control 
of Government officers. Every sheet of paper is counted. It is cut 
at the mill of a particular size, destined for the issue of particular 
securities. ‘The books of the Treasury Department show the number 
of sheets of paper manufactured of every size, the use for which it is 
to be put, and its destination. When it arrives at the Treasury De- 
partment, it is counted and put into the hands of the paper division, 
and it is turned over by installments as it is wanted for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. It is subject to three separate impres- 
sions in three different places: one in New York, one under one super- 
intendence in the Treasury, and a third ander a third superintendence 
in the Treasury. The plates used by each of these divisions are en- 
graved under separate authority and kept in the hands of separate 
custodians ; and no security of the Government can be perfected ex- 
cept by the use of these three separate plates in the control of three 
separate and independent sets of men. When a bond is perfected in 
that way, it goes to the Oftice of the Register of the Treasury, and is 
there recorded, and the public debt of the country is charged with the 
nominal value of the bond. It is then sent to the Treasurer of the 
United States, and is there issued, and he is made accountable for the 
sum of money which he receives upon its issue by the books of the 
Register of the Treasury, and therefore he must account for every is- 
sue. In the Office of the Register of the Treasury is a ledger opened, 
in which the bonds are entered with reference to the payment of the 
interest. If you open one of these ledgers, you will see the number 
of the bond, the date of its issue, the act under which it was issued, 
and a square corresponding to cach coupon on that bond. Whenever 
a coupon is returned by the Treasurer, it goes to the Register, and 
before the Treasurer is allowed in his account for the payment made 
on account of that coupon, the coupon itself is entered upon this 
ledger in the place assigned to it. 

Therefore there never can be @ second payment of interest upon 
any bond, nor can there be a payment of interest upon any bond not 
issued by the United States; because the coupon, its number, its date, 
and its reference must conform to the bond on which it was issued. 
Therefore the probability is so slight that there can be any interest 
paid by the Government of the United States which is not justly due 
that I think it cannot be taken into che account by any reasonable 
man. 

Mr. EATON. There is one thing my friend can say, that he has 
had plenty of time to make his statement, although he has hardly 
touched the point. 

Mr. DAVIS. Before my friend from Connecticut leaves the debt 
statement, there is one point which I have never been able to under- 
stand, and I have never asked the direct question of the ex-Secre- 
tary. I would be glad now, as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
made an explanation, to read the figures from two reports, that of 
1869, which was during the Senator’s administration, and that of 1871, 
which was also during his administration. I find that in 1871 the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. BOUTWELL, in his statement as made 
up in his office and as since that time it has continued in the reports, 
stated that the public debt June 30, 1869, was $2,583,452,213.94. The 
Register reports for that same year the public indebtedness to have 
been $2,489,002,480.58, a difference of $99,000,000 between the state- 
ment as reported by the Register and as reported by the Secretary 
two years afterward. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. That arises from two circumstances. In the 
first place, the Register’s statement as made up did not include the 
interest accumulated; that is, the interest earned. 

Mr. DAVIS. My friend will understand that the interest had been 
paid two years previous, and it is charged and reported to Congress. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It is true, the interest had been paid; but at 
the time the Register made up lis statement for the year he did not 
include the interest which was earned upon the public debt, but | 
which had not been paid. There is always a considerable amount. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me say to my friend that that could not have | 
been, because the interest rons along regularly. The next year we 
find a ditference in the public debt as reported of about $75,000,000 ; 
that is, an increase of that amount when the Secretary’s new table is 
made up for the next year instead of $99,000,000 which it would have 
continued as about the amount of interest. It is $75,000,000 the next 


year, and the next year after that there is hardly any difference. 
Therefore it could not have been the interest account. The ex-Sec- 
retary will at once see that. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. What year is that? 

Mr. DAVIS. I gave two years. The first was 1869. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Was the debt due that year? 

Mr. DAVIS. The debt was due the 30th of June, 1869. By the 
table made up in the Secretary’s office and reported to the country 
it was about $99,000,000 more than it was in the Register’s report for 
the same year. That is, the table made up in 1871 by the Secretary 
for 1869 increased it $99,000,000. Let me say, as the Senator knows, 
that since 1569 the amount has been increased $99,000,000. It may 
throw some suggestion upon the answer if the Senator will look at the 
year 1862, when Mr. Chase reported the amount of the debt in round 
numbers at $514,000,000. It remained that sum in the reports from 
that time up to 1871, when this statement was remodeled, and then 
it was put down at $524,000,000. Fessenden, Chase. and McCulloch 
all reported $514,000,000, and it is now reported in the debt statement 
at $524,000,000, which is $10,000,000 above that sum. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Of course there could have been no particular 
motive for increasing the public debt or any statement concerning it. 
If I had any object about it, it would be to reduce the public debt; 
but I will explain that difference, although I have not before me the 
figures. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will hand the books to the Senator. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I do not care about the books, because I under- 
stand the facts. It is due to one or both of two circumstances. One 
circumstance inevitably is to be considered in connection with those 
facts. The interest account, as I state, was included after the report 
of 1869; that is, beginning with 1270, I included the interest earned 
and not paid as a part of the public debt, which had not been in- 
cluded in the time previous. When I revised the statements for the 
previous years upon the basis of receipts and expenditures, that item 
was also included. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Am I to understand that it was the habit of the 
Register to include the interest account and the habit of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury not to include the interest account? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It was the habit of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury after I took charge of the Department to take into view the in- 
he merely took the prin- 


terest account; but the Register never did; 
cipal as it appeared in his books. 

Mr.RANDOLPH. The habit of the Secretaries of the Treasury 
preceding your administration was not to consider it? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The whole of it is that previous to my time 
there was no check on the Register. He kept a set of books, and 
there were no means elsewhere in the Treasury Department for ascer- 
taining whether his accounts were correct or not. Now, although I 
believe that I have had to defend myself more in reference to it than 
all things else, I thought it was in the public interest that there should 
be a check upon the Register, and I did therefore open in the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury a new set of books, entirely inde- 
pendent of anything that had existed before, and opened those books 
upon the principle of ascertaining and keeping an account of the 
public indebtedness upon the basis of receipts and expenditures; and 
that led to this inquiry which resulted in showing that there had 
been some inaccuracies. 

The account of the Register was kept upon warrants; and the effect 
of that will be seen from the statement which I will make. For ex- 
ample, if a bond were prepared for issue, it would go to the office of 
the Register, and it would be entered; and as soon as if was entered 
it was an item in the account of the debt of the United States. The 
debt of the United States was swollen just to the extent of the nom- 
inal value of that bond; but as a matter of fact the bond bad not 
been issued from the Treasury Department, nothing had been received 
in exchange for it, and it was not until the bond went into the hands 
of the Treasurer and was sold and he received the money that it 
really became a debt of the United States. 

The change which was made in the books kept in the office of the 
Secretary as distinguished from those kept in the Register’s Office 
was that we entered that as a public debt when the bond was actually 
issued, not when it was registered in the Oftice of the Register. Then, 
on the other hand, in the redemption of bonds the Treasurer would 
pay for bonds due and redeemed or for bonds purchased, and he would 
claim an allowance on account of the redemption or the purchase of 
such bonds; but those bonds or his account of the purchase together 
with the bonds would go through the Office of the First Auditor and 
the First Comptroller and to the Register before the Register would 
charge off those bonds as paid. The consequence was that his account 
would be too large on both sides when there was business; when the 
Government was issuing new bonds, when it was redeeming old ones 
his account would be too large as represe:.ting the issue greater than 
it had been, and the books of his office would show that the redemp- 
tions were less than they actually had been at the Treasurer’s Olfice. 
The books which were opened in the office of the Secretary of the 
Treasury were based upon receipts and expenditures. That is, we 
charged a bond when we got the money for it, we credited the loan 
account when we had paid for a bond and it was redeemed. The 
consequence was that these two accounts necessarily differed just to 
the extent of the amount of the bonds and notes of the United States 
that had been in the Register’s Office and not issued or that had been 
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redeemed by the Treasurer and not entered upon the books of the 
Register of the Treasury. Therefore there would always be a differ- 
enee: but at any day you could follow these bonds and these notes 
and ascertain the value of all those in transitu, and by deducting from 
one amount or adding to the other if everything was right the two 
accounts would agree. And that explains the difference or a large 
part of the difference to which the Senator from West Virginia has 
now called my attention. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have listened with some degree of satisfaction to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, but the bond question according to my 
judgment cannot enter into an account that has been closed, fixed, 
determined, reported to Congress in some cases for thirty years and 
in some cases ten years and in some cases nine years. I can see that 
in the current accounts running along on the 30th of June there might 
be differences, as the Senator has explained; but bear in mind that 
there are six weeks allowed by law, and practice four months allowed 
to close up those accounts before they report to Congress. From June 
to November is always allowed for the purpose of correcting sach 


errors a8 the Senator speaks of. The accounts are kept open, as the | 


Senator knows better than I do, for four or five months. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. But the accounts are kept open, not in refer- 
ence to the loans and indebtedness of the country, but kept open so 
as to get the receipts of money actually paid on or before the 30th of 
June. The accounts of receipts are kept open for the purpose of 
showing in the following December the amount actually received 
during the last fiscal year; but it does not show the loan account. 
The loan account closes right down on the 30th of June. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator will know that in 1870 or 1871 when 
these tables were remodeled and restated, according to what Secre- 
tary Bristow says, there were no bonds being issued, there were no 
bonds coming into the Treasury at that time? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. We were always changing them. 

Mr. DAVIS. You must issue new bonds in exchange for old bonds; 
but I cannot see—and I have given it all the thought possible—how 
it is that when you go back, as was done in 1870 and 1°71, when the 
debt statement was remodeled, from 1836 down to 1870; and the re- 
statement made a difference in some years of a million and in other 
years of nearly $100,000,000, and in the aggregate the total was de- 
creased $247,000,000 from the previous statements. I can see very 
well on the bond question if one year it was too much and in others 
too little the result in the end would come out about balance; but 
how it is that the public indebtedness has increased in the aggregate 
over $200,000,000, T have not been able tosee. Look at the other state- 
ments; take the expenditures, or take the revenue after it had gone 
into the Treasury, how was it got out and how it was reported after- 
ward at different amounts. I know there will be a difference in the 
accounts between the Register and the Treasurer, but there should be 
no difference, if the books are kept properly, between the Register 
and the Secretary’s oflice. How this great difference has come in dif- 
ferent times lam unable to account for, and I have given it all the 
consideration | have been able to give it. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It would be difficult for me to explain it any 
further. If you take one year, the honorable Senator from West 
Virginia does not observe that when we went back and analyzed the 
statements of previous years, those statements baving been made up 
and reported on the basis of warrants, the account was restated upon 
the basis of receipts and expenditures; and, therefore, there would 
be just the same difference if that account were restated ten years 
after the transaction had taken place as there would have been if the 
account had been stated at the time on that basis. That did not 
make any difference; it produeed the same result. 

Mr. DAVIS. The books had been regularly balanced every year 
and reports made to Congress, and there had been no difference in 
them. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Because they were stated on a different theory ; 
that is on the theory of receipts and expenditures, and the original 
entries were made on the theory of warrants. Therefore, in each year 
there would be a difference depending upon the amount of business 
going on at the time. Now what is the point on which I should make 
complaint in regard to the theory of the Senator from West Virginia ? 
He finds, as in 1865 perhaps, a difference of $10,000,000; that is, in 
1565 he finds that the statement of the accounts on the basis of war- 
rants and the statement of the accounts on receipts and expenditures 
ditlers $10,000,000, which could be explained, as the Senator from 
West Virginia can very well see, by the business in transitu between 
the Register’s Office and the Oflice of Treasurer. Suppose in 1866 there 
are $10,000,000 difference also, the result of the same facts. I do not 
think that it is reasonable to add those two $10,000,000 together and 
say “there is a difference of $20,000,000.” In that way, as I under- 
stand, the $20,000,000 of difference are arrived at. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator from Connecticut desires to go on, I 
will not interfere with him; but this is a point on which I desire 
information. Lonly want a moment longer, as I see the Senator from 
Massachusetts is willing to explain as far as he can these discrepan- 
cies, for there are great discrepancies in the reports to Congress. As 
to the books, | am not able to state. I understand, and the Senator 
kvows better than 1 do whether it is a fact or not, that when this 
re-examination took place, though the Register is the official book- 
keeper of the Government and his Office the final resting-place of all 
warrants on which money bas been paid, there was no re-examina- 
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tion in that Office whatever of warrants or books, but a statement 
was made up in the Secretary’s Office, sent from the Secretary’s Office 
to the Register, and he directed to make his annual statement to Con- 
gress correspond with the sheet sent from the Secretary’s Office, with- 
out regard to the facts or figures or warrants in his own Office. | 
understand that to be so. Ido not state it fora fact; but it comes so 
straight to me that, unless the Senator says it is not so, I state it as « 
fact; I believe it to be a fact. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I have no doubt this is true, after the investi- 
gation was made in the Office of the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
with reference to future statements of the balances in previous years, 
the Register, either of his own motion or by some direction or under 
standing, made up his statement to correspond with the statement 
made in the Office of the Secretary of the Treasury. I have no doubt 
of that; but I read the other day in the presence of the Senate a Jet- 
ter from the Register of the Treasury directed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, dated I think in 1*71, in which he said that he had been 
over these accounts independently of the examination made in the 
Office of the Secretary of the Treasury and found that his results cor- 
responded exactly with those attained in the Office of the Secretary, 


| and he gave the tables showing the processes by which the result was 


reached. 

Mr. DAVIS. I listened with some attention to the letter read and 
afterward read it, and I think the Senator from Massachusetts is 
probably mistaken as to what the Register says. I understand from 
that letter that there was no examination whatever in his Office. He 
is the official book-keeper of the Government and his Office is the final 
resting-place of all warrants and the only office from which a re- 
statement of the accounts could be made. I understand that in that 
Oftice there was no re-examination ; it was made in the Secretary’s Of- 
fice. I understand that if there had been such a re-examination, go- 








ing back to 1836, forty years of time, it would have taken perhaps 
five years to have done it. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 0, no. 

Mr. DAVIS. Every warrant in that Office would have had to be re 
examined so as to restate the account and I understand there were 
millions upon millions of them. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The exact fact, as I understand it, was that for 
the yea 1#70 the statements of the Register were based upon the ex- 
amination made in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury. | 
have no doubt about that. His report for 1570 was based on the ex- 
aminations made in the office of the Secretary ; but that he then pro- 
ceeded independently to an examination from 1836, when there was 
no public debt of any magnitude, and reached a result for himself, 
and that result corresponded exactly with the result previously 
reached in the oftice of the Secretary. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand exactly different. I think the Senator 
is mistaken, and I might say that I had a conversation with the Reg- 
ister, though not for two or three months past, and I asked the ques- 
tion, as I thought I had aright to do, whether or not the warrants in 
his Office since he had been there had ever been re-examined s0 as to 
make out the fact whether or not the statements as remodeled in the 
Secretary’s office were true, and I understood that there had been no 
re-examination of warrants in that Office, and his statements were 
supposed to correspond with the reports to Congress at the time they 
were made. That is my understanding. I understand—the Senator 
can correct me if it is not so—that in that Office there has never been 
a re-examination of the accounts up to the present day. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I understand differently, that there has been a 
thorough examination and re-examination. There have been two 
examinations in the Register’s Office. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then itis unfortunate that the Committee on Finance, 
who had four or five months to examine and make the report as to 
whether or not the figures I had presented were correct, did not learn 
that fact. I understand that committee, though they attempt to ex- 
plain them away, do not impeach a single figure. Every figure that 
I presented was taken from the official statements to Congress and 
is correct. I understand that that committee, as a committee, or 
perhaps as individuals, never asked a question in the Department 
as to whether or not there was a restatement made or how it was 
made or how it came to be made. The Senator himself was a mem- 
ber of that committee, and he knows whether or not the committee 
as a committee visited the Department and made any examination. 
I understand they did not. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I did not act with the committee at all. I 
never met with the committee or conversed with any member on the 
subject. 

Nir. EATON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts did 
not say, as I was very certain he could not say, that there had been 
no forced balances, so called, in the Treasury Department. My friend 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] has placed in my hand testimony before 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, which 
is the testimony of General Spinner. I have not had the time nor 

| has he to read it through, but I find this: 
By Mr. WILson: 


| 
| Question. Was any part of that fund used to balance the public-debt statements, 
| to your knowledge # 

Answer. I cannot tell. The public-debt statement was acurious thing. I do not 
know how the law has been latterly, but when I first camo inte the Treasury the 
Treasurer was directed by law to publish weekly statements in ene or two papers 
in the city of Washington. I found that they prepared a statement upstairs and 
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published it, to which my name was attached, and I objected tothat. They did 
pot want me to publish my statement. 

Q. Who did not want you to publish your statement? 

A. The Secretary of the Treasury or his assistant. That was Mr. Harrington, I 
think under Mr. Chase, and was early in the war. They would publish a state- 
ment that did not accord with my statement, and I would not permit my name to 
be signed to it, and so they used to publish a statement as tho statement of the 
Treasurer of the United States, and they attached my name to it, but it did not 
emanate from my office. 

Q. Did it ditfer materially from your statement ? 

A. Ido not recollect. remember that they forced balances in some way or 
other so that it did not accord with my statement. They pretended that they had 
done things up-stairs that I did not know any thing about, and I did not like it at 
the time. Iafterward got the law changed in some way so that it became the duty 
of the Secretary to make the statements 

Q. And then you were not responsible in any way? 

A. Then I was not responsible and know nothing about the debt statements and 
rarely regarded them. I differed with all the Secretaries in that. They have a rule 
that nothing must be divulged that takes place in the Treasury. My idea was that 
a public officer should have no secrets; that the public had right to know every- 
thing, and whea I was asked questions, unless I was prevented from doing it, I 
slways answered them. 

That is not very full testimony ; it is not explicit testimony; but it 
goes to substantiate what I have been informed and what I stated 
to the Senate. My information was that there had been forced bal- 
ances in some of the departments of the Treasury, and here is a man 
who swears to it. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. 

Mr. EATON. The late Treasurer of the United States, General 
Spinner. Heswearsit was so. I have just had this put in my hands. 
I heard something aboutit yesterday. 

Now, I say again that the resolution introduced by the Senator 
from West Virginia ought to have been the subject of inquiry by a 
special committee which should have had the power to summon ex- 
perts and expend as much money as was necessary in order that they 
might make a thorough examination of the condition of the Treasury. 
I fear there is something wrong there. My friend from Massachu- 
settssmiles. I will not quote from Shakspeare on that point. [Laugh- 
ter.] IsayI fear. Ihopenot; I pray not. If acommittee had been 
instituted and that committee had ascertained that everything was 
entirely right and correct, I should have rejoiced. It is not for me 
to undertake to injure the good name of my country, not for me to 
undertake to injure the good name of the Government; but the testi- 
mony of this late officer of the Treasury Department seems to me to 
show, in the absence of absolute knowledge on the part of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, that there must have been a change in the 
figures, for there cannot be, my friend knows it as well as I do, a 
forced balance unless there be a change in the figures upon some of 
the books of some portion of the Department. a the very mean- 
ing of the term “forced balance ”—false balance, knowingly wrong. 
That is what this man testifies to. His testimony is before the Sen- 
ate. I read precisely what it was and it may go for what it is worth 
before the country. 1 do not think the testimony of a public oflicer 
who for many years—I do not know how many—— 

Mr. BOUTWELL rose. 

Mr. EATON. My friend has the right toreply; but I hardly think 
the explanation ought to be made in my speech. There is the testi- 
mony of the late Treasurer of the United States. If it can be ex- 
plained, very well. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Ido not propose to explain it away, because I 
do not know anything about it. 1 have only this to say, that his tes- 
timony as read relates to transactions that took place when Mr. Har- 
rington was Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, in the administration 
of Governor Chase, and therefore I have really no means of knowing 
about it more than other persons unless it had come to me by tradi- 


tion in the Treasury Department. Ido not consider myself any more 
responsible for it—— 


Mr. EATON. 0, you are not on trial. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Than for the administration of Albert Galla- 
tin. I have only to say that I never heard of such acase. After I 
became the Secretary of the Treasury, by law and by usage, the 
statements of the public debt were issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and I never had any interference with General Spinner in 
regard to that, except in so far as from his office the facts were fur- 
nished on which the statements were made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the fund to which he referred, the 
naval pension money ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Ido not know. I have not read it. 

Mr. EATON. My friend from Massachusetts almost seems to take 
the ground that I have got him on trial. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Not at all; but there is this to be said: I have 
been made responsible, and from that responsibility I do not shrink, 
for having issued the statements of 1870 and 1871, and I mean tu say 
that the utmost investigation in my judgment will show that those 
statements are correct and that the statements made in previous 
limes were erroneous, but upon that point wecannot settle it here 

Mr. EATON. There may have been a great deal of stealing before 
you came in. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. This was introduced in connection with the 
other matter, and I thought it proper to say that so far as the testi- 
mony showed they were transactions that occurred six or eight years 
before I had anything to do with the Treasury. 

Mr. EATON. During the war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of my friend from 
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What officer? 
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Connecticut, who does not intend to put this thing in a false light I 
am sure, to the fact that if he looks a little further back in this tes- 
timony of General Spinner, he will see, so far as I can now judge 
from a hasty perusal, that he was being inquired of about the naval 
pension fund, as there appears on the preceding page this question 
by Mr. Wilson: 

Q. Was any part of this fund ever transferred to the naval pension fand ? 

A. I do not know. The naval pension fund was a very large fund, upon which 


the Treasury aa alow rate of interest—4 per cent., I think, thouch I do not ree- 
ollect certainly 


y- That fand was in the Treasury a long while, and Ll do not know 
but it is there yet. 

Then the inquiries go on to know whether any part of this fund 
was transferred to Jay Cooke & Co., and he says he does not know, 
and then comes what my friend read. Now, it may turn out, and I 
suspect it probably will, that this supposed forcing of balances was 
a mere question whether the naval pension fund, which hassometimes 
been regarded as a separate trust, and at other times as belonging 
to the United States, was carried into the statements of the public 
debt. 

Mr. EATON. I do not suppose this touches it at all. It was a bal- 
ance, it was the public-debt statement about which he was speaking. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As affected by the naval-pension fand. 

Mr. EATON. No matter what affected it; it was the public-debt 
statement he was speaking about, and that they forced balances in 
that public-debt statement. I do not think my friend from Vermont 
has bettered this thing any’ I certainly do not want anything 
added. I had not read it; I did not know to what it referred. It 
was put into my hands while I was conversing with my friend from 
Massachusetts, but 1 want it distinctly understood that I will make 
an examination into this testimony and ascertain hereafter. I only 
read it because it showed what I had been informed by another ofti- 
cer in the Department heretofore was true, that there had been forced 
balances in that Department. Now, Mr. President, I leave that. 

Mr. DAVIS. Allow me to say that I believe the pension fund has 
never come up to $20,000,000. It has been abont $14,000,000. The 
amount involved in a single year here is nearly $100,000,000 in some 
cases, so that it could not be the pension fund that caused the differ- 
ence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
nesses referred to. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I find certain tables published in the 
Recorp of the 24th of July, introduced by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, and if he will permit me—if the question is an 
improper one he may decline to answer it, and he will pardon me for 
putting it—I should like to know if the Senator is responsible for 
the correctness of this statement ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. No, sir; I am not. I am only responsible for 
this : that Mr. Conant, the present Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
under whose direction the tables were made, is an honest man; that 
he has honestly done his duty; that they have been honestly reported 
to him by his subordinates, and that he has reported honestly to the 
Senate. I presented the statement, taking that much responsibility. 

Mr. EATON. Those tables are not true, and I did not suppose that 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts was or would be responsi- 
ble for statements that right on their face are manifestly false and 
incorrect; and ifthe Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Conant, 
puts his name to statements of this character to go broadcast through- 
out this land he ought to be removed from his office, for he is not a 
fit man to occupy it. The statements are not true. I am not now 
talking about an opinion which Mr. Conant may have; I am not now 
talking abont his judgment with regard to a matter; that is another 
thing; but he puts before the country what he as an accountant 
knows is not true; and I shall be soon done with this gentleman, for 
I would not dishonor this body nor disgrace myself by going through 
with this whole table before the Senate when I can cover it up with 
fraud in one minute. 

Just see how this man makes out his statements. He is trying to 
show—this is pretty poor business he has got into—that it cost but a 
trifle more to support the Government of the United States in 1875 
than it did in 1860, and he has produced a statement here—the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts has put it before the Senate and 
it has gone to the people—and in order to reduce the expenditures in 
the year 1875 what has he done—not my friend, but Mr. Conant ? 
He finds, after making deductions amounting to I believe $129,000,000 
owing to the war, that the expenses of all the different Departments 
of the Government of the United States not increased by war expend- 
itures were in 1875 $84,773,762.49. Now, what does he do to reduce it 
stillfurther? He deducts 12,4//; per cent., the average premium on 
gold during the year, the expenditures here given being in currency, 
while those of 1860 were in gold—$10,745,074.40. He takes that from 
the $84,773,762.49, and that leaves as the expenses of the Government, 
taking out the war expenses, $74,028,688.09. 

When I stamp athing with fraud upon its very face in one respect, 
I do not take up the time of the Senate with the miserable conclu- 
sions of a miserable accountant. Just think of it one moment. In 
order to reduce the expenditures in the opinion of the pm of the 
United States so as to bring thein down to very nearly what they 
were fifteen years ago, he has taken out for the difference between gould 
and currency $10,745,074.40, being 12)%// per cent. upon the gross 
amount of $24,000,000 and over. Now look at it, mark it, see the 


I am merely taking the testimony of the wit- 
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fraud of this Assistant Secretary of the Treasury of the United States. 
I know what he meant perfectly well. It would be a matter of argu- 
ment if it were true. It was as there was a diflerence of over 12} 
per cent. between the purchasing power of coin and paper, therefore 
it was proper to deduct that. My friend from Massachusetts bows | is used, not when paper is used. 
his head as though that were correct. Now let us look at it for one 
moment. I will settle this question in one moment so that there will 
be no more attempts by anybody to sustain a set of tables of this 
character. What was the civil list? Fourteen million eight hun- 
dred and ninety-one thousand four hundred and forty dollars and 
one cent. What was the foreign list? One million two handred 


and fourteen thousand eight hundred dollars and eighteen cents. 
What was the payof the Army? Ten million eight hundred and seven- 
ty thousand seven hundred and sixty dollars and thirty-nine cents. 
What was the pay of the Navy and Marine Corps? Seven million 
seven hundred and eighteen thousand eight hundred and forty-seven 
dollars and four cents, making in all $34,695,853.62, which was paid 
in currency. The purchasing power of the currency had nothing to 
do with this amount. Suppose it had all been paid into my hands as 
for the civil list or the pay of the Army and the Navy, it is not for 
matters purchased for the Army or the Navy; it is the mere bills 
that were paid for the pay of the soldiers in the Army and the ma- 
rines and sailors of the Navy. The amount with which he has gone 
to the people, which is entirely a fraud, was $4,400,000 in round num- 
bers. There is $4,400,000 shown to be an absolute fraud in the very 
inception of this thing. Am I right? Who will dispute it? I do 
not say that the whole ten millions is a fraud. That is another mat- 
ter. I say this, the expenses of the civil list were paid in currency. 
If any Senator will deny it I will give him the floor. The expenses 
of the Army, $10,870,760, were paid in currency. It is the pay-bill of 
the Army, not the beef and pork that are bought or the powder and 
shot. The pay of the Navy and Marine Corps was $7,718,347 and it 
was all paid in currency. And yet this Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States has dared to say that there should be 
a deduction of $4,400,000 in favor of the expenses of the Government 
in 1875 on these items because of the difference between gold and 
currency. Sir, it is a frand upon the people of the United States. I 
rejoice that my distinguished friend from Massachusetts did not back 
this fraud. That he had not examined it I know, for if he had he 
would not have presented it and had it go before the people of the 
United States. 

I said I would not go through this, and I will not, because it would 
take me two hours; but I desire it to go upon the record and go be- 
fore the country that this fraud is unmasked to the tune of over 
$4,000,000 in one item; and hereafter when we do go before the peo- 
ple we shall show that there are more than forty other millions in the 
same way. Sir, this Assistant Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States undertakes to make figures to go forth to the people to be used 
as a campaign speech, and they are false. I pronounce them to be 
false. Any Senator who will look at them will know that they are 
false. Iam not now talking—that is matter of argument—whether 
it would be a proper deduction because of the difference between the 
purchasing power of paperand gold. That is another question. But 
it was when paper was used that this Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has fraudulently said to the people of the United States that 
there should be a difference of over $4,000,000 made in these three 
items. I say here that when this whole matter is examined it will 
not be merely $4,000,000, but it will be $40,000,000. I do not like to 
tind any fault with what my brethren do, but I must say that before 
tables of this character are spread upon the records and sent forth to 
the people of the United States great care ought to be taken to see 
that they are reasonably correct. Of the opinion of this man I have 
nothing to say. I would not give a rush for his opinion. He says 
there should be $28,000,000 taken from the expenses of the Govern- 
ment for miscellaneous matter because of the war. That is his opin- 
ion. Iam not going into that at all. It is not worthy of my posi- 
tion, nor of the Senate. When I have unmasked the fraud of the 
man, I leave him to be dissected hereafter by others. 

So I say, Mr. President, in regard to these tables that were presented 
here a few days ago, and have gone forth to the people probably to 
be used as a campaign speech, let this go forth also to show that there 
is fraud here, to show that one of the high officers of the Government 
has been guilty of this fraud, and he one of the men who are brought 
here to swear to the Committee on Finance that the accounts of the 
Government are correct, Sir, point me to a man who will put atable 
of this sort forth, that I know, and you know, and every man knows 
who will look at it, is a fraud, do not bring that man before this grave 
body in order to make the people believe that the accounts are right 
in the Treasury or any other Department. 

Sir, what I say with regard to this paper, which was made by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, I ought to have said days and 
days ago, because I know that it has done harm. I know the news- 
papers have seized it, I know that speakers upon the stamp have 
seized it in order to show that there was but little more cost in 1875 
to the people of the United States in the maintenance of their Gov- 
ernment than there was in 1860, and I should have made this expla- 
nation long, long ago. 

Mr. President, I desire to say but one other thing, and then I trust it 
will be the last time I shall have occasion to engage in a discussion 
of this character on the floor of the Senate. I have not desired it. 
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I regret that the honorable Senator from Massachusetts had not ex- 
amined this table before he suffered it to be published in the Recorp, 
because whatever his opinion may be in regard to the propriety of 
| making the difference between gold and paper, it is only when gol 
When paper is used to buy articles 
of commerce necessary to the Army and to the Navy, that is one 
thing; then it becomes a subject of argument; but when paper is 
used to pay the debts of the United States, to the soldier in the field, 
to the sailor on the ship, then it does not become a matter of argu. 
ment. The honorable Senator from Massachusetts, not guilty of any 
improper act himself, will regret,in my judgment, as much as I do that 
this paper has been presented by him without a thorough examina- 
tion. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I only desire to say in regard to the paper com- 
mented on, and especially in regard to Mr. Conant, that I venture to 
assert that I think the honorable Senator from Conneticut would not 
have used the word “fraud” once, much less frequently, in regard to 
Mr. Conant if he had considered that in this paper there was no con- 
cealment whatever. It is a statement of the expenditures for the 
year and a specific statement of the deductions made. There is noth- 
ing concealed. Mr. Conant deducted 12,44; per cent. as the average 
premium on gold for the year 1875 upon the idea that as the expend- 
itures for the year 1560 were in a gold currency and the expenditures 
of 1875 were in a paper currency, and that paper currency was depre- 
ciated to the extent of over 124 per cent. on the dollar, it was a rea- 
sonable thing in coming at the comparative statement of the expenses 
for the two years to equalize the currency and put the expenditures 
of both years in gold. That may be an error; it may not be wrong; 
but certainly even in the popular sense, to say nothing of legal sense, 
there was no fraud in it. There was a perfectly clear statement of 
the manner in which he had proceeded in the statement, and I should 
differ with the honorable Senator from Connecticut in regard to the 
proprioty of that statement. For example, consider one item amount- 
ing to $10,000,000 and more, which he stated, the pay of the Army. 
It is very well known that we advanced the pay of the Army from 
thirteen to sixteen dollars a month, more than 20 per cent., on account 
of the depreciated value of the currency in which they were to be 
paid, and when Mr. Conant made his deduction of 12} per cent. he 
reduced the sum less than it had been increased by the legislation of 
Congress in regard to the pay of the Army. So as to the pay of the 
Navy, my recollection, not distinct, is that during the war and when 
our money was depreciated the pay of the Navy wasincreased. I think 
no person can come to any other conclusion than this, that when you 
undertake to ascertain the comparative expenses of the Government 
in two years the expenses should be stated in the same currency, 
whether it be coin or whether it be paper. But the facts are all upon 
the document. Every person, the Senator from Connecticut and 
everybody else, can form a judgment for himself whether the pro- 
cesses are right. There was no concealment as to what the processes 
were. I have only risen to say that I see no element of fraud in the 
statement so far as Mr. Conant is concerned, but only an opportu- 
nity for an honest difference of opinion as to whether he should have 
made a deduction on account of the payments being in paper in 1875 
as against gold in 1860. 

Mr. EATON. One moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me, I desire to express my surprise that a Senator who or- 
dinarily observes so carefully the amenities of official as well as 
social life should allow himself to employ such terms of opprobrium 
as those which he has directed against the Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury in connection with the report to which he has referred. 
Passing by the merits of the question under discussion, I exceedingly 
regret that my friend should use such language toward an officer 
whose only offense is that he entertains and has expressed certain 
views and conclusions concerning which the Senator entertains a dif- 
ferent opinion. 

Mr. EATON. I accept the rebuke of the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska in good temper, but I have no words to take back. I am 
only sorry that the Senator from Massachusetts proceeds to defend 
this man; that is all. That I regret. He proceeds to defend the 
Assistant Secretary in a transaction full of deceit, as is perfectly 
plain. He takes the entire expenditures after he has executed judg- 
ment upon one hundred millions more or less, and he proceeds then 
to deduct 12,574; per cent. from the whole amount, and my friend from 
Massachusetts tries to excuse him on the ground that the Army pay 
was increased some time. Was the civil payincreased? Wasevery- 
thing increased enough to make up the forty-nine millions which I 
read? No, Mr. President, not so. te was anerror. It was designed 
to deceive the people. 

Mr. WALLACE obtained the floor. 

Mr. PATERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WALLACE. I will yield for the present to the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania for yielding to me. I have been trying to get the floor 
| all day. 

Mr. President, the resolution of the Senator from Indiana pro- 
| poses to print 10,000 copies of the President’s message. Objection is 
| made to that on the ground that the papers are ex parte, Let us 
| inquire into the nature of these papers. The first paper is a letter of 
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Governor Chamberlain, of South Carolina, to the President. 
ernor Chamberlain is a man of ability, cool, clear-headed, and mod- 
erate in all his views and not likely to make any hasty statements. 
As an evidence that be has not made any rash statement, let us com- 
pare the date of his letter with the date of the transactions at Ham- 
burgh. His letter is dated the 22d of July; the riot occurred at Ham- 
burgh onthe 8th of July. There were thus two full weeks. Hamburgh 
is only eighty miles from Columbia, the State capital of South Carolina, 
with which it has railroad and telegraph communication. Now, will 
any person believe that Governor Chamberlain wrote this letter with- 
out a full knowledge of all the facts, without every effort on his part to 
get all the information he could in regard to the transaction? Governor 


Chamberlain before he sends his letter to the President waits until | 


he gets a report from his attorney-general; and let me say right here 
in regard to this letter of Governor Chamberlain that it has been pub- 
lished in the South Carolina papers, in democratic and in republican 


pers of the State have indorsed and joined in the statement of the 
facts as made by the governor in this letter. There are some news- 
papers representing a certain portion of the democratic party in South 
Carolina that do not approve of this letter. They charge Governor 
Chamberlain with going out of his way in writing; but I have not 
seen in any one of the papers an attempt to deny the facts as set 
forth by him. 

Governor Chamberlain occupies this pcsition in South Carolina: His 
administration has been so acceptable to the a of the whole State, 
to the peoyile of all parties, that to-day the democratic party in Sonth 
Carolina is divided upon the question whether they shall nominate a 
democratic candidate for governor on the 15th of Angust or Whether 
they shall wait until the republicans make a nomination in September, 
and if they nominate Mr. Chamberlain, whether they (the democrats) 
will not accept him as their candidate for governor. This letter comes 
from a gentleman holding that position to both parties in South Car- 
olina; and it is fair to presume, as he seems to have pleased both 
parties in his administration as governor, that he told as near the truth 
as he could get at the truth in writing his letter to the President. 

The following is the entire text of the letter, of which only por- 
tions have been heretofore published here : 


STaTE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Columbia, July 22, 1876. 

Sir: The recent massacre at Hamburgh, in this State, is a matter so closely con- 
nected with the public peace of this State that I desire to call your attention to it 
for the purpose of laying before you my views of its effect, and the measures which 
it may become necessary to adopt to prevent the recurrence of similar events. 

It is, in the first ro. manifestly impossible to determine with absolute cer- 
tainty the motives of those who were engaged in perpetrating the massacre at Ham 
burgh. The demand which was made by the mo a the militia company forthe 
surrender of their arms, taken in connection with the fact that the militia are not 
shown to have committed or threatened any injury to any persons in that commu- 
nity, would seem to indicate a purpose to deprive the militia of their rights, on ac- 
count of their race or political opinions It seems impossible to find a ra. ional or 
adequate cause for such a demand, except in the fact that the militia company was 
composed of negroes, or in the additional fact that they were, besides bemg negroes, 
members of the republican party. Those who made the demand were, on the other 
hand, white men, and members of the democratic party. The lines of race and 

yolitical party were the lines which marked the respective parties to the affair at 
lamburgh. I mention this as a fact, and as apparently the most trustworthy in- 
dex of the motives and aims which inspired those who brought on this conflict: 

As affecting the public peace, however, the oe of this massacre is more im- 
portant than the motives which prompted it. Upon this point I cin speak with 
more confidence. It is not to be doubted that the effect of this massacre has been 
to cause wide-spread terror and apprehension among the colored race and the re- 
publicans of this State. There is as little doubt, on the other hand, that a feel- 
ing of triumph and political elation has been caused by this massacre in the minds 
of many of the white people and democrats. The fears of the one side correspond 
with the hopes of the other side. 

I do not intend to overstate any matters connected with this affair, nor to omit 
any statement which seems to me essential toa full understanding of its signifi- 
cance. It is certainly true that most, thongh not all, of those who have spoken 
through the newspapers or otherwise here, on the white or democratic side, upon 
this matter, have condemned the massacre. 
not, however, sufficed to prevent this massacre, nor do I see any greater reason for 
believing that it will do soin the future. That class which now engage in this 


cruel work certainly disregard the expressed sentiments of those who assume to | 


speak, for the most part, for their communities, and go iorward without fear of pub- 
lic opinion or punishment. 

It is sometimes asked, Why do not the colored race return this violence with vio- 
lence? Why do they suffer themselves to be thus terrorized, when their numbers 
greatly exceed those of their enemies in the localities where many of these out 
rages occur? The answer is not difficult. The long habit of command and self- 
assertion on the part of the whites of these southern States; their superior intelli- 
gence as compared with the colored race ; the fact that at least four-fifths of the 
property of these States are in their hands, are cwuses which contribute to give 
them an easy physical superiority thus far over the recently emancipated race, 
which still exhibit the effects of their long slavery in their habit of yielding to the 


nore imperious and resolute will and the superior intelligence and material re- | 


sources of the white men. 


Add to this that in almost every southern community there may be found a con- | 


siderable number of daring, lawless, reckless white men, accustomed to arms and 
deeds of violence, over whom the restraints of the sentiments of the better and 
more conservative classes of society have little, if any, power, who are inspired 
by an intense and brutal hatred of the negro as a free map, and more particularly 
as a voter and a republican, and you have the elements which would naturally give 
rise to, and in point of fact do give rise to, nearly all the scenes of bloody violence 
which oceur in the Southern States. Besides all this, another fact must be noted 
here, a fact which, in my judgment, marks and explains the world-wide difference 
between the effects of such occurrences as this at Hamburgh upon the mass of the 
white people here and the effects of deeds of blood and violence upon the people 
of other sections of the country; 

bargh have generally resulted in what is thought to be political advantage to the 
democratic party here. From this fact it results that the white people here are in 
duced, to a considerable extent, to overlook the naked brutality of the occurrence 


Gov- | 


| part of those who differ from them in political opinions 


| jugation and control of this State 
papers, and as far as I have noticed a majority of the democratic pa- | 


| ever that violence +hall be beyond the control of the State authorities ? 





Their opposition to such conduct has | 





numely, that such occurrences as this at Ham- | 


and seek to find some excuse or explanation of conduct which ought to receive only 
unqualitied abhorrence and condemnation, followed by speedy and adequate pun- 
ishment. In this way it often happens that a few reckless men are permitted or 
encouraz 4d to terrorize a whole community and destroy all freedom of action on the 
The more respectable 
portions of the white people here content themselves with verbal perfunctory de 
nunciations and never adopt such measures or arouse such a public sentiment as 
would here, as well as elsewhere put a stop tosuc h oceurrences 

In respect to the Hamburgh massacre, as I have said, the fact is unquestionable 
that it has resulted in great immediate alarm among the colored people and all re- 
publicans in that section of the State. Judging from past experience, they see in 
this occurrence a new evidence of a purpose to subject the majority of the voters 
in that vicinity to such a degree of fear as to keep them from the polls on election 
day, and thus reverse or stitle the true political voice of the majority of the peo- 
le. 

But the Hamburgh massacre has produced another effect. It has, as a matter of 
fact, caused a firm belief on the part of most republicans here that this affair at 
Hamburgh is only the beginning of a series of similar race and party collisions in 
our State, the deliberate aim of which is believed by them to be the political sub- 
rhey see, therefore, in this event what fore 
shadows a campaign of blood and violence, such a campaign asis popularly known 
as a campaign conducted on the *‘ Mississippi plan.” 

From what I have now said it will not be ditticult to understand the feeling of a 
majority of the citizens in a considerable part of this State. It is one of intense 
solicitude for their lives and liberties. It is one of fear that, in the passion and 
excitement of the current political campaign, physical violence is to be used to 
overcome the political will of the people. I confine myself here to a statement of 
what I believe to be the facts of the present situation in this State as connected 
with the public peace and order, without any expression of my individual feelings 
and opinions. My first duty is to seek to restore and preserve public peace aut 
order, to the end that every man in South Carolina may freely and safely enjoy all 
his civil rights and privileges, including the right to vote. Lt is to this end that I 
now call your attention to these matters. I shall go forward to do all in my power 
as governor to accomplish the ends above indicated, but I deem it important to ad 
vise you of the facts now stated, and to solicit from you some indication of your 
views upon the questions presented. To be more specitic, will the General Goy 


| ernment exert itse:f vigorously to repress violence in this State during the present 


political campaign on the part of persons belonging to either political party, when 
Will the 
General Government take such precautions as may be suitable, in view of the feel 
ing of alarm already referred to, to restore confidence to the poor people of both 
races and political parties in this State, by such a distribution of the military forces 
now here as will render the intervention of the General Government prompt and 
effective, if it shall become necessary, in restoring peace and order? 

It seems proper to add that [am moved to make this communication to you by 
no motive or feeling save such as should animate me as the chief executive of this 
State, bound to do justice to all and to oppress none. I venture to say that I have 
given sufficient evidence by my whole conduct in this office that, as governor, I am 
guided by my oath of ofhce and my duty to all the people. I challenge any — 
or indication, from any word or actof mine as governor, that Tam capable of doing 
injustice, or denying justice, to any citizen of this State. But I do deem it my 
solemn duty to do my utmost to secure a fair and free election in this State; to 
protect every man in the free enjoyment of his political rights, and to see to it that 


| no man or combination of men, of any political party, shall overawe or put in fear 


or danger any citizen of South Carolina in the exercise of his civil rigbts. In ac- 
complishing these results, I now recognize, with deep regret, that there are many 
indications that it will be necessary for me to invoke the aid which, under tho 
Constitution and laws, the authorities of the General Government may extend 
under certain circumstance. 

And I trust you will permit me to add that I know no official daty more binding, 
in my judgment, on the Chief Executive of the United States than that of exercis 
ing the powers with which he is invested for the protection of the States against 
domestic viclence and for the protection of the individual citizen in the exercise 
of his political rights, whenever a proper call is made upon him. I understand 
that an American citizen has aright to vote as he pleases ; to vote one ticket as 
freely and safely as another; to vote wrong as freely and safely as to vote right ; 
and I know that whenever, upon whatsoever pretext, large bodies of citizens can 
be coerced by force or fear into absenting themselves from the polls, or voting in 
a way contrary to their judgment or inclination, the foundation of every man's 
civil freedom is deeply, if not fatally, shaken. 

I inclose for your information respecting the Hamburgh massacre the following 


| documents: The report of Hon. William Stone, attornoy-general of this State; the 


report of General H. W. Purvis, adjutant and inspector general ; a copy of all the 
evidence taken before the coroner's jury ; a copy of the printed statement of Gen- 
eral M. C. Butler; a copy of a letter addressed by me to Hon. T. J. ROBERTSON ; 
an address to the American people by the colored people of Charleston, and a sim- 
ilar address by a committee appointed at a convention of leading representatives 
of the colored people of this State, at Columbia, on the 20th instant. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
D. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Governor of South Carolina. 
The PRESIDENT. 


I now ask attention to the letter of the President in reply to the 
letter of Governor Chamberlain. I have been amazed, and I am sure 
the country will be no less so, to hear the criticisms of Senators on this 
letter. How the President could have said Jess I am at a loss to con- 
ceive, and in their cooler moments, when this subject is contemplated 
in the light of history, those Senators who have condemned the Pres- 
ident willregret that their partisan feelings should have led them so 
far astray. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. O., July 2%, 1876. 

Dear Sir: I am in receipt of your letter of the 22d of July, and all the inclosures 
enumerated therein, giving an account of the late barbarous massacre of innocent 
men at the town of Hambargh, South Carolina. The views which you express as 
to the duty you owe to your oath of office, end to the citizen, to secure to all their 
civil rights, including the right to vote according to the dictates of their own con- 
sciences, and the further duty of the Executive of the nation to give all needful 
aid, when properly called on to do so, to enable you to insure this inalienable right, 
I fully concurin. The scene at Hamburgh, as cruel, bloodthirsty, wanton, unpro- 


| voked, and as uncalled for as it was, is only a repetition of the course that has been 


pursued in other southern States within the last few years, uotably in Mississippi 
and Louisiana. Mississippi is governed to-day by officials chosen through fraud 
and violence such as would scarcely be accre dited to savages, much less to a civil- 
ized and Christian people. How long these things are to continue or what is to be 
the final remedy, the great Ruler of the universe only knows. But I have an 
abiding faith that the remedy will come, and come speedily, and earnestly hope 
that it will come peacefully. There has never been a desire on the part of the 
North to humiliate the South. Nothing is claimed for one State that is not freely 


| accorded to all the others, unless it may be the right to kill negroes and republicans 
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without fear of pumishment and without loss of caste or reputation. This has 
seemed to be a privilege claimed by a few States. 

I repeat aguin that I fully agree with you as tothe measure of your duties in the 
present emergency, and as to my duties. Go on, and let every governor, where the 
same dangers threaten the peace of his State, go on in the conscientious perform- 
ance of his duties to the humblest as well as the proudest citizen, and I will give 
every aid for which I can tind law or constitutional power. Government that can- 
not give protection to the life, property, and all guaranteed civil rights (in this 
country the greatest is an untrameled ballot) to the citizen is in so far a failure, and 


every energy of the oppressed should be exerted (always within the law and_by.| 


constitutional means) to regain lost privileges or protection. Too long denial of 
puaranteed rights is sure to lead to revolution, bloody reoslution, where suffering 
wust fall upon the guilty as well as the innocent. Expressing the hope that the 
better judgment and co operation of the citizens of the State over which you have 
presided soably may enable you to sccure a fair trial and punishment of all offenders, 
without distinction of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, and without 
aid from the Federal Gevernment, but with the promise of such aid on the condi- 
tions named in the foregoing, I subscribe myself, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, 
U. S. GRANT. 
Hon, D. H. CHAMBERLAIN. 
Governor of South Carolina. 


But the governor waited until he could get further information. He 
sent Mr. Stone, his attorney -general, to Hamburgh to attend the inves- 
tigation and inquire into the transaction and make a report to him. 
Now who is Mr. Stone? He is a young gentleman, well known as an 
upright lawyer of Charleston. He is a republican, but I have never 
known him to take any active part in politics. I can safely say 
he is respected by — of all classes. He goes to Hamburgh and 
makes this report to the governor of the State. The report of the 
attorney-general is inclosed by Governor Chamberlain to the Presi- 
dent. It is as follows: 

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Columbia, South Carolina, July V2, 1876. 

Sm: According to yonr requestof Monday last, I have visited Hamburgh for the 
purpose of ascertaining the facts connected with the killing of several mea there 
on the night of the &th of July. 

My information has been derived chiefly from Trial Justice Rivers and from the 
testimony of persons who have been examined before the coroner's jury, now in ses- 
sion, and from those who received wounds from the armed body of white men who 
had taken them prisoners. From this information the following facts seem to be 
clearly established : 

During the administration of Governor Scott a company of State militia was or- 
ganized at Hambuargh, of which Prince Rivers was captain. This company was 
Known as Company A, Ninth Regiment National Guard of the State of South Caro- 
lina. Arms were at that time furnished to it, and some ammunition. 

This company, previous to May, 1876, had for some time but few names on its 
rolls, drilled rarely, and scarcely kept alive its organization. But in May of this 
year the number of members increased to about eighty, and one Doc Adams was 
chosen captain 

On the 4th of July the company drilled on one of the public streets in the town 
of Hamburgh. The street on which they drilled was between one hundred and 
one huudred and fifty feet wide; but it was little used, and was overgrown with 
grass except in that portion which was used as a carriage-road. While the com- 


l 
| 


pany was thus drilling Thomas Butler and Henry Getzen, his brother-in-law, came | 


along in a carriage, and demanded that the company should make way for them. 
Adams halted the company, remonstrated with Butler and Getzen for thus secking 
to interfere with the company, and called their attention to the fact that there was 
plenty of room on each side of the company to pass. 

binding them unwilling to turn out of their couree, Adams finally opened ranks 
and allowed them to drive through. 

This incident seems to have angered Butler and Getzen, who made complaint 
before Trial Justice Rivers against the militia company for obstructing the high- 
way. Tho trial justice on the following day teeeel a warrant against Adams, as 
he was the captain of the company, and had him brought before him for trial. 
During the progress of the trial Adams was arrested by the trial justice for con- 
tempt of court, and subsequently the case was continued until four o'clock Satur- 
day afternoon, July 8. ° 

At that time Butler and Getzen, with General M. C. Butler, who had been em- 
ployed by Robert J. Butler, father of the former, as their attorney, repaired to the 
office of the trial justice, but Adams did not appear. 

General Butler inquired as to the nature of the charges against Adams, and asked 
if the trial justice was to hear the case as trial justice or in his official capacity of 
major-general of militia. To this the trial justice replied that he was to hear the 
case as atrial justice, but if the facts showed that a military offense had been com- 
mitted, Adams would have to be triet by a court-martial. General Butler then 
stated that he thought the case might be arrange:, and at his suggestion, time was 
riven him to see the parties. After this the trial justice did not see General But- 
foe at his office, but learned that he had gone over to Augusta. In the mean time 
the trial justice had been informed that some two or three hundred armed white men 
were in Smcberah, and that a demand had been made by them that the militia 
should surrender theirarms. Afteta consultation with Messrs. Jefferson and Spen- 
cer, Rivers sent for General Butler. He rode up to the back gate of Rivers’s house ; 
the two had a conversation, in which General Butler said that he had given orders 
to have the guns given up in half an hour, and the time was nearly up. Rivers 
asked if some other arrangement could not be made, to which General Butler re- 
plied in the negative. 

Bivera then asked if he would not consent to have him receive the arma, box 
them up, and send them to the governor, to which General Butler replied that he 
would box them up and send them to the governor, and if he (the governor) should 
return them to the company it would be at his own risk. Rivers then asked if 
they would give a bond for the arms, to which General Butler said that ho would 
stand the bond, and, turning to another person—I think R.J. Butler—asked if he 
wouldn't go on a bond also, to which he replied that he woulc. Rivers then asked 
for time before fire should be opened on the militia, so that he might have a confer- 
ence with the militia officers. This was aceeded to, and Rivers then went to the 
building known as the Sibley building, in the second story of which the company 
had its armory and drill-room, and where it was then assembled, and told Captain 
Adams what might be expected if he should refuse to give up the arms. To this 
Adanis replied that General Butler had no right to the guns; that the company 
held them, and he proposed to hold them unless General Butler showed some an- 
thority to take them. Afterthisinterview Rivers returned to General Butler, with 
whom was Robert J. Butler. He told them the decision to which the company had 
come. Then Robert J. Butler said that General Butler was his attorney ; that he 
had come to settle the matter. If the company would apologize forthe insult to 
his son and son in-law he would do nothing more, but the whole matter was in Gen- 
eral Butler's hands. General Butler seid that as the men would not meet him he 
woukl have no more to do with them. General Butler was asked by Rivers if he 
would guarantee the safcty of the town should the militia surrender their airms. 


He said that would depend on how the men behaved themselves afterward. This 
statement is confirmed by 8. P. Pixley. 


| robbed him of clothing. 


i 





While these negotiations were going on, the armed body of white men in the town 

were concentrated on the bank of the river near the Sibley building. Soon after 
they were broken off firing began. Men who were in the building say that it was 
commenced by the whites firing upon the building. Adams gave his orders not to 
shoot until he directed them to. The company had very little ammunition, and ai] 
they had was a portion of that issued to the company when it was first organized. 

After the firing was begun it was returned by the militia, and one of the attack. 
ing party, McKee Merriwether, was shot through the head and instantly killed, 
After this a piece of artillery, said to belong to the Washington Artillery, of Au. 
gusta, was broughtover from Augusta, and four charges of canister were fired from 
it upon the armery, but without injuring any one. The persons in the armory es. 
caped from the rear by meansof ladders, and hid under floors of adjacent buildings 
or wherever else they could find shelter. 

The first man killed by the whites was James Cook, town marshal. He had been 
in the armory, but was not a mewber of the company. He had gone into the street 
from the rear of the Sibley building, and was at once fired,on and fell dead in. 
stantly, pierced by five or six bullets. Afterward the whites began their search 
for the members of the company. They succeeded in getting about twenty-five 
colored men as prisoners, some of whom were never members of the company. As 
fast as they were captured they were taken to a place near the South Carolina Rail- 
road, where a large party of armed men stood guard over them. None of those 
thus captured had arms in their hands. 

Su bsequently, and at about two o'clock a. m., six men took A. T. Attaway out of 
the “rimg.” He and his mother begged for his life, but in vain. He was told to 
turn round, and was then shot to death by the crowd. David Phillips was next 
taken out, and was similarly killed. Pompey Curry was next called out. Ho ree. 
ognized among the by-standers Henry Getzen and Dr. Pierce Butler, and called on 
them to keep the other men from killing him. He ran, and was shot atas he ran, one 
bullet striking him in the right leg below the knee. 

Afterward, Albert Myniart, Moses Parks, and Hampton Stephens were killed. 
Stephens did not belong to the company. Nelder John Parker, who has been com- 
monly referred to in the newspaper reports as John Thomas, was corporal in the 
company. When he was arrested and taken to the spot where the other prisoners 
were, he recognized among the party two gentlemen of Augusta, named Twiggs 
and Chaffee. He appesiod to them for protection. They said he should not be 
hurt. He states that General M. C. Butler asked if he was one of the d—d rascals. 
The reply was in the affirmative. He was then shot in the back. Messrs. Twiggs 
and Chaffee then said if he was shot again they would shoot the ones who did it. 
They took him off, and had him taken to Augusta. He was shot before Attaway 
was killed. He may recover from his wounds. 

One Butler Edwards was taken as a prisoner. He says he was taken before Gen- 
eral Butler, who at the time was in the street near the Sibley building. This was 
about twelve o'clock. 

Threats were made to shoot him. General Butler directed that he be taken to 
the others. He recognized among the crowd one Captain Carnile and Dunbar, 
of Augusta; said he had a long talk with the former. He was among the prisoncrs 
who were let loose and told to run; as they ran they were fired at, and he was shot 
in the head. He was not a member of the company. 

Willis Davis, one of the members of the company, was taken to the place where 
were the other prisoners. The men stated that John Swaringen, of Edgefield 
County, had charge of the prisoners. He states that he saw General Butler before 
the men were killed, who asked him what he was doing, and told him he would have 
enough of it before he got through. He was shot in the arm near the elbow when 
about twenty paces distant from the crowd. The ball is stilliu his arm, and he suf- 
fers much pain. Le also states that some of the young men from Georgia remon- 
strated against shooting the prisoners, but in vain. 

Besides the killing and wounding of the men hercin named, the party broke open 
several stores and houses, and, in some instances, robbed the inmates. They took 
from Mr. Charles Roll, the postmaster, and a very respectable white citizen, a gun 
which he had in his store, and his private property. From an old colored man 
named Jacob Samuels, in his employ, they took a watch and sect fire to his house. 
They broke open the house of ‘Trial Justice Rivers and did much damage, as well as 
They obtained kerosene oil and attempted to set fire to a 
house, but were prevented by Colonel A. P. Butler from doing so. ‘The ropesof tho 
public wells were cut, and some fences were torn down. 

So far as I can learn, the primary object of the whites was to take away from tho 
militia their arms. 

The man Parker, who was wounded, states that on Friday, the 7th instant, he 
had a long talk with one Harrison Butler (white) on Broad street, Augusta. But- 
ler told him that if Rivers did not give orders for the militia to give up their arms 
they would take them any way on the next day. 

On Saturday rumors were abroad in Hamburgh that there were armed parties 
coming in to take the guns, but little credit was attached to them. 

One of the white citizens of Hamburgh heard a conversation between David 
Phillips and General Butler in the afternoon. Phillips talked very “ big,” as the 
gentleman said, and General Butler told him that they wanted those guns and 
were bound to have them. 

In the afternoon Colonel A. P. Butler went to the various stores in town and told 
the proprietors that they must not sell any liquor to his men. In spite of this, 
however, some of the nen compelled one of the storekeepers to furnish them 
liquor. From the same person they obtained kerosene oil to use in setting fire to 
a house. 

The whites were armed with guns and small-arms of various kinds, and many of 
them had axes and hatchets. 

It is proper to state that the intendant of Hamburgh, Mr. Gardner, was informed 
by General Butler, in an interview with him, that the arms of the company must 
be given up. 

Trial Justice Rivers is now holding an inquest and taking the testimony of wit- 
nesses. Until their verdict is rendered it will be impossible to tell who were en- 
gaged in the attack on the militia and the subsequent killing and wounding of the 
colored men. 

Itmay be possible that a careful, judicial investigation may show some slight 
errors in some of the minor details stated in this report. But making due allow- 
ance for such errors, the facts show the demand on the militia to give up their 
arms was made by persons without lawful authority to enforce such demand or to 
receive the arms had they beea surrendered; that the attack on the militia to 
compel a compliance with this demand was without lawful excuse or justitication ; 
and that after there had been some twenty or twenty-five prisoners captured and 
completely in the power of their captors, and without means of making further 
resistance, five of them were deliberately shot to death and three more severcly 
wounded. It further appears that, not content with thus satisfying their ven- 
pane. many of the crowd added to their guilt the crime of robbery of defense- 
ess people, and were only prevented from arson by the efforts of their own lead- 
ers. 





Yours, very respectfally, 
- WILLIAM STONE, 


Attorney-General South Carolina. 
Hon. D. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Governor. 
Now, I should say that that was oflicial. but 1 
certainly is official. The letter of the governor of South Carolina is 


certainly official. I will grant that it may be ex parte; but it is an 
official document, and I will ask Senators this question: Under the 


It may be ex parte, but it 
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Constitution of the United States the governor has a right to cail on 
the President of the United States for troops to suppress domestic 
violence. Does the Constitution require the governor before he makes 
that call to wait until the courts have examined the question? Does 
the Constitution of the United States require the governor to wait 
until he can get the whole testimony, until he can hear both sides? 
By no means. If a riot occurs in a State and there is domestic vio- 
lence that he has not the power to suppress, he ects on the testimony 
that is before him, the best information he can get, and he makes his 
call on the President of the United States in conformity with the 
Constitution of the United States. Governor Chamberlain did not 
call on the President in this letter for troops exactly, but he makes 
suggestions as to what he deems necessary to be done in the way of 
sending troops already in the State to certain localities. It is an 
official document upon which the President had a right to act. The 
letter of the attorney-general to the governor is an official document, 
and upon that the governor had the right to act. 

Now, we will goa little further. We also find the letter of the 
adjutant-general of the State. He is a State officer, and was sent to 
Hamburgh by order of the governor to investigate the transactions 
and he makes his report to the governor ; the governor incloses that 
tothe President. Is not that an official report ? Is not that a report 
which the President of the United States is bound to take notice of, 
and on which he had a right to form his judgment and take action ? 

The following brief report of that officer tells its own story: 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF ADJUTANT AND INSPECTOR GENERAL, 
Columbia, South Carolina, July 12, 1876. 

Sin: In compliance with your letter of instructions of the 10th instant, I at once 
proceeded to Hensburgh. Aiken County, South Carolina, where I arrived yesterday 
morning, the 11th instant, when I at once procecded to examine into the cause of 
the recent disturbances at that place. 

The town of Hamburgh presented just such an appearance asone would that was, 
after being raided upon by a hostile army, with but this difference, that the latter 
would not descend to robbery and plunder. as well as murder. Nearly every col- 
ored man’s house in the town (and Louis Schiller’s, white) was broken into, and 
plundered, furniture broken, bedding and elothing stolen, and a general scene of 
devastation prevailing everywhere. 

From all I could ascertain, as well as from the testimony taken before the coro- 
ner’s jury, (copy herewith transmitted.) General M. C. Butler is charged with 
being the sole cause of the trouble, and from eonversation held with many citizens 
in Hamburgh, all agreed that had he, Butler, been so disposed, onc word from him 
would have stopped the scene of carnage that ensued. 

I respectfully invite the attention of your excellency to the testimony of P. R. 
Rivers, esq., trial justice at Hamburgh, marked “A," of John Gardener, esq., in 


tendant of the town, marked “ B,” and also that of Alexander Grinage, page 10 of 
testimony taken before the coroner's jury. 
H. W. PURVIS, 
Adjutant and Inspector General, South Carolina, 
His Excellency D. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Governor and Uommander-in-Ohie/. 


. 

Now we come to another paper; that is, the evidence taken before 
the coroner’s jury investigating the facts relating to the massacre. 
It is among the documents inclosed by the President in his message 
to the Senate. It contains a list of the jurors (duly sworn) and the 
whole testimony taken before the jury. I wish I had time to read it. 
I know Senators are tired, but I should like every Senator in this body 
to hear that testimony read. I was surprised on Saturday when this 
matter was brought up to hear a Senator, one of the most distin- 
guished on that side of the Chamber, [Mr. TaurMAN] say that he had 
read and knew very little about the Hamburgh transaction. I wish 
that Senator was here and I had the time to have the Clerk read this 
testimony. I think that he would join with me, he would join with 
every man in South Carolina who deplores such outrages, in denounc- 
ing the men who commit them. It isa sad and sickening tale of 
“man’s inhumanity to man.” 

The next is a “Statement of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina.” 
General Butler, the gentleman referred to here, has been charged and 
returned by the coroner’s inquest as one of the parties accessory to 
these murders before the fact. 

I think the Senator from Connecticut said, what has the President 
to do with that? I give the President credit for sending in the let- 
ter of General M. C. Butler. General Butler sends a statement to 
the Register, a newspaper in the city of Columbia, in his own de- 
fense. Governor Chamberlain, I have no doubt, though I do not 
know the fact, inclosed that to the President. The President, to 
show his sense of right and his desire for fair play, bis desire to see 
every man heard in his own defense, to give every man an oppor- 
tunity to exonerate himself from these charges, incloses that letter to 
the Senate, so that it may be spread all over the country ; and yet 
fault is found with the President for doing that which I call simple 
justice; andif General Butler was here to-day he would thank the 
President for giving him an opportunity to be heard in this high 
forum in his own defense. 

But the President goes further than that. General Butler was not 
satisfied with his first statementin his own defense to the Columbia 
Register, but he wrote a letter to the editor of the Journal of Com- 
merce in Charleston. I will tell you why he wrote the letter to that 
journal. It is because we have a curious state of affairs in South 
Carolina which the people at the North do not understand, but very 
well understood throughout the South. The President incloses that 
to the Senate, so that that will come before the public, and yet on 
the other side fault is found with the President becaase he has done 
that. Isay the President should be entitled to credit for that, too. 


The next is a letter from Governor Chamberlain to Hon. T. J. Ros- 
ERTSON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON is a member of this body. He writes to the gov- 
ernor of the State for a statement of the facts in relation to the Ham- 
burgh massacre. Governor Chamberlain sends a statement of the 
facts to my colleague and it is published in the New York Herald. 
The President incloses that for the information of the Senate. That 
is objected to. 

Then we have an address to the American people by the colored 
citizens of Charleston. 

The Senator from Connecticut wants to know what the President 
of the United States has to do with that. O, yes! Mr. President, the 
colored people of Charleston have dared to issue an address to the 
people of the United States asking their sympathy and protection, 
against what? Against murderers; murderers in the democratic 
party; every man of them a member of that party; every man of 
them if he is not hung before the election will vote the democratic 
ticket; and because the colored people of Charleston meet to present 
an aldress to the people of the United States asking for their protec- 
tion against a band of democratic murderers the Senate of the United 
States and the people of the United States are asked by a Senator in 
this body, “‘ What has the President of the United States to do with 
that?” Isay to you that if the President of the United States had 
not sent that to the Senate and given it to the public and given it 
the force and the power of his sanction, he would have fallen short 
of his duty. 

Among the documents is an address by a committee appointed ata 
convention of leading representatives of Columbia, the capital of the 
State. 

The first address of colored citizens at Charleston was at a public 
meeting in the city of Charleston. This address is from the leading 
representatives of the colored people of the whole State assembled 
at Columbia, upon invitation of the chairman of the republican State 
committee. Senators may say in regard to these two documents that 
they are not official; I will grant that; that they are ex parte; I will 
grant that; but they come from the representatives of a race who are 
in danger, they come from the representatives of a race who are en- 
titled to the protection of the President of the United States, and of 
this Senate, and of the people of the United States against murder- 
ers, n0 matter who they are or where they are, and they have a right 
to be heard here in this place and all over this broad country. 

That is all that relate to the Hamburgh massacre. 

No. 11, No. 12, and No. 13 relate to matters in Mississippi. I have 
no more to do with that than any other Senator, but feel a deep in- 
terest in the sad condition of affairs in all the southern States. [| 
am not like the Senator from Connecticut. I do not know whether 
he has even read these papers, but he says he does not believe them. 
Let us briefly inquire intothem. The district attorney of Mississippi 
writes to the Attorney-General of the United States. I should like 
to know what right the Senator from Connecticut has to dispute what 
the district attorney of Mississippi says to the Attorney-General of 
the United States? By what authority can he say that what this 
man says to his superior officer is not true? I do not know that it is 
true, but I presume it is true. But there is one thing that Ido know, 
that I have no right to say it is false and I am just as confident that 
he has no right to say it is false. 

So with the “copy of report of a grand jury lately in session in 
Oxford, Mississippi.” That is a report of a grand jury, men who are 
sworn to do their duty, and I take it for granted that it is trne; and, 
knowing the condition of affairs in that State, somewhat familiar 
with the clection in Mississippi in 1875, I know tho “ ways that are 
dark” that are resorted to to carry elections in the South by our demo- 
cratic friends; and I have no doubt about the truth of these docu- 
ments. 

I have referred to all the papers accompanying this message and 
all the papers that are proposed to be printed. The Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] on Saturday objected to the printing of those 
documents because they were er parte. In my plain way, I have re- 
plied to that. But the Senator gave another reason for his objection 
to the printing of these documents. His other objection was the ex- 
pense. Mr. President, the other branch of Congress this whole session 
has been engaged in investigating the doings and traasactions of 
Federal officers. They have been on a grand and a wild hunt for re- 
publican thieves and they have caught some, and I am gladof it. If 
there is a thief in the republican party, I hope the democrats will find 
him and arrest him and punish him. I shall be the last man to at- 
tempt to protect republican thieves. There is not a republican Sen- 
ator on this floor who has ever by implication or his vote attempted 
to protect republican thieves. But while they have been on this 
grand hunt for republican thieves, they have been so unfortun- 
ate as to catch a lot of democratic thieves. All the reports of those 
investigations are to be published to the world. It will cost thou- 
sands and thousands of dollars. Has any republican Senator risen 
in his place and objected to an appropriation to pay the expenses 
of the publication of the reports of those investigating commit- 
tees? Never, that I have heard. I know I have not. I know] am 
prepared to vote to publish te the American people the evidence 
to convict the republican thieves whenever it is asked, I do not care 
what the amount is; the people are entitled to the information, no 
matter whatitcosts. But this resolution of the Scnator from Indiana 
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calls upon the Senate to do what? To publish 10,000 extra copies of | 
this message and the accompanying documents. It will cost proba- | 
bly $300. The Senator from Delaware objects. Now, I ask the Sen- 
ator from Delaware why he objects to an appropriation of $300 to | 
publish the evidence upon which we can convict democratic murder- | 
ers? We have helped to expose the republican thieves,and you must 
not object when we ask you to publish evidence that will convict 
democratic murderers in South Carolina orelsewhere. No, Mr. Presi- | 
dent, let the truth be told. If the republican party is guilty of any- 
thing, let them be exposed; if the democratic party has been guilty 
of anything, let them be exposed. If there are members of the re- 
publican party who are thieves, let us expose them ; if there are mem- 
bers of the democratic party who murder men for their opinion’s sake 
and that alone—because the murders at Hamburgh were for nothing 
else; they were murders for opinion’s sake—I say let them be exposed. 
Let the people of this country know who are guilty in both parties and 
who are responsible for these crimes. 

Mr. President, I have referred to the papers accompanying the 
message sent to the President by Governor Chamberlain; they con- 
tain his view from his stand-point. I hold in my hand an account 
of the bloody work at Hamburgh, in the News and Courier of July 
10,1576. The News and Courier is a democratic newspaper, pub- 
lished in Charleston. It represents what is known in our politics | 
in South Carolina as the fusion wing of the democratic party. As 
I remarked a few minutes ago, the democratic party in South Caro- 
lina is divided upon the question of accepting Mr. Chamberlain as 
their candidate or nominating a straight-out democratic candidate. 
This report does not vary from but confirms all the statements made 
by Governor Chamberlain. 

I have here also an article from tbe Charleston Journal of Com- 
merce, the other democratic paper published there representing what 
is known as the straight-out faction, and which considers itself demo- 
cratic par excellence. The News and Courier calls it “the bloody 
work at Hamburgh,” while the Journal of Commerce heads its arti- 
cle “A hullabaloo,” with the hope of turning this dreadful massacre 
intoridicule. These two papers represent the two factions into which 
the democratic party in the State is divided; and neither of them 
pretend to dispute the facts in the case, but assign different causes 
for the occurrence and give different reasons for their disapproval. 
The Journal of Commerce is edited by R. Barnwell Rhett, jr., a na- 
tional name well known in the history of the country, and represents 
what is understood to be the true chivalry of the State; the men of 
real worth and respectability in the democratic party, the men who 
believe in principle and will fight for it. 


| 





THE PARTIES IN THE HAMBURGH RIOT. 


Mr. President, I come to a part of my remarks which I regret my 
duty compels me to make. Who is implicated in this Hamburgh 
massacre? The other day, in answer to the Senator from Texas, I 
had the names of the parties that are returned by the coroner's jury 
as implicated in these murders read; and I say here publicly before 
the Senate, as I will say in South Carolina when I go home from 
every stump where lL expect to speak, that I am sorry to see in this 
list the names of certain gentlemen. I find here the names of over 
eighty persons, citizens of South Carolina and Georgia. I know some 
of these parties. The Georgians Ido not know. The other day, in 
answer to the Senator from Texas, I said that these gentlemen rep- 
resented the best families in South Carolina. I say so to-day; and I 
say for them, I say for their friends, that I regret to find them in this 
position. General M. C, Butler, who is charged in the coroner's re- 
turn as being implicated in these murders before the fact, is the 
nephew of Senator Butler, who formerly represented South Carolina 
upou this floor. I have no hesitation at all in saying here that Gen- 
eral M. C. Butler in South Carolina is considered a high-toned, hon- 
orable gentleman. He bears that reputation wherever he is known. 
He was a gallantsoldier. No braver, no truer man ever drew a sword 
in the confederate army. His blade shone the brightest upon every 
battle-field, and he proved his devotion to the cause that he believed 
was right by leaving a leg upon the field, He always has been hon- 
ored and respected by that portion of the pa of South Carolina 
who desired to be considered the ruling class. In 1870 he was the 
reform candidate for lieutenant-governor. There has never been a 
convention of the democratic party in South Carolina since the war | 
that he has not been a delegate. I see that he is a delegate to the 
democratic convention that meets in Columbia on the 15th of this 
month ; yet he is included in the report of this coroner’s inquest as 
one of the parties implicated. I have known General Butler ever 
since I have been in South Carolina, I have known him personally 
and favorably. I have received acts of kindness from him, and 
would be the last man to do him injustice. I respect him as a gen- | 
tleman, and I pray God that he may be able to exonerate himself 
before the court and before a jury of his countrymen. If General 
Butler is guilty of the charge that is laid against him, let him be 
punished ; but I shall rejoice as much as the wife of his bosom would | 
rejoice if it shall be proven that he is innocent. 

But somebody is guilty, Mr. President, of these murders at Ham- 
burgh. The fact that the people were murdered, the fact that ten 
Awerican citizens without cause or provocation were murdered in 
cold blood cannot be denied, and somebody is responsible ; it is not 









’ 
for me to say who. Here is the list that has been returned by the 
coroner’s inquest upon the testimony sworn to. I am not like tha 
the Senator from Connecticut, and I will not say everything is “false.” 
I know it is ex parte testimony, but it is the usual course. We have 
the same laws in South Carolina that you have in New York, Penn- 
sylvania, or Connecticut, and other well-regulated States. We have 
our coroner’s inquests, and we call before them such witnesses as the 
coroner thinks necessary and proper to give evidence, and that is 
the evidence upon which this return has been made. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him right 
there? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido so because I do not exactly understand a state- 
ment he has made. He speaks of General Butler as a bigh-minded 
honorable gentleman. That I have no right to controvert, and [ 
do not desire to do so. He says he hopes he will be proved innocent. 
I hope everybody is innocent, but I want to ask the Senator if he be- 
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| lieves the statements that are sworn to in reference to his conduct 


and the conduct of these others in regard to the murder of these ne- 
groes ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Of course I believe them. I have no right to 
suppose that the persons that went before that coroner’s inquest 
swore falsely. Of course I believe them; I have no right to disbe- 


| lieve them ; but I am sorry for the parties implicated, and when the 
| trial comes off in the Aiken Court House I shall rejoice if General But- 


ler and the other gentlemen named here, whom I know and for whom 
1 have always had respect, and whose families I respect, can exoner- 
ate themselves. If the testimony should establish their guilt, then I 
say, while I regret it, yet like a good citizen I of course hope that 
they will be punished. That is what I say. 

Mr. WEST. As it suits the convenience of the Senator from South 
Carolina and there are some matters of executive business that re- 
quire attention, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the Senator from South Carolina desire an ad- 
journment? 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from South Carolina yielded the floor 
temporarily. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will go on to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at five o’clock and 
seven minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 8, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana. I rise to a question of privilege. 
I am reported in this morning’s RecorD in reference to the vote on 
the passage of the bill to repeal the resumption-day clause of the act 
of January 14, 1875, as saying: “I desire to state that, if permitted, 
[should vote ‘no.’” On the contrary, I stated most distinctly that if 
permitted L would vote “ ay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The correction will be made accord- 
ingly. 


DEATH OF GENERAL CUSTER. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to spread upon the records 
of the House of Representatives a joint resolution passed by the Leg- 
islature of Texas in reference to the death of General Custer. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution H. R. No. 395. 
Whereas Gencral G. A. Custer has endeared himself to the people of the frontier 


| of Texas and elsewhere by his bold and dashing operations against the Indians; 


and whereas the news of his late sudden death while in discharge of his dangerous 
duties is received: Therefore, 

Secrion 1. Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Texas, That we tender 
our sincere condolence to the family of the deceased and to the people of our suf- 
fering frontier, and that the governor be requested to forward a copy of this joint 
resolution to our Senators and Members of Congress, with the request that the 
same be spread upon the Journals of Congress, and a copy of the same be for- 
warded to the family of the deceased. 

Approved July 28, 1876. 


The joint resolution was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 163) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. LAWRENCE. 
tion be printed. . 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senateand Houseof Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each Houxe concurring therein,) That the fol 


lowing be proposed to the several States of the Union as an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, namely : 


I ask, by unanimous consent, that the resolu- 


ARTICLE XVI. 


SEcTION 1. No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. 

Src. 2. No public property or money raised by taxation or from any public fund 
or proper*y in any State or place subject to the epeeaive power of Congress shall 
ever be given to or be under the control of any religious sect or denomination. 

sxc. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legisla- 
tion. 


REFUND TO NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
1146) to refund to the State of North Carolina certain moneys therein 
named; and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

E. J. GURLEY. 


Mr. BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 593) for the relief of E.G. Gurley, of McLennan County, Texas ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. HOWARD. 


Mr. BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bili (H. 
R. No. 3766) for the relief of Thomas M. Howard, of Lewis County, 
Missouri; and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH W. PARRISH. 


Mr. BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. 
No. 830) for the relief of Joseph W. Parrish; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


D. W. PRICE AND THOMAS AKERS. 


Mr. BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1464, a bill (H.R. 
No. 4074) for the relief of D. W. Price and Thomas Akers; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER & CO. 


Mr. BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 3161) for the relief of Alexander & Co. for the loss of whisky 
by the negligence of the Government; and the same was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH FROM THE MISSOURI TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. McCRARY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4075) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
cific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 
postal, military, and other purposes,’ approved July’ 1, 1862,” ap- 
proved July 2, 1864; which was read a first and second time, recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

—— Not to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider 

Mr. McCRARY. 
consider. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is a rule 
of the House that when the reference of a bill is made by unanimous 
consent it is made just as in the morning hour on Monday, with the 


understanding that the bill is not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


tees, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposed the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. McCRARY ] was introducing a bill. He now under- 
stands it was a report from a committee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Chair will remember that the rule 
only applies to bills, and it has been so held this session. I think 
that by parity of reasoning it ought also to cover resolutions, so that 
gentlemen asking unanimous consent to refer could not afterward by 
a2 motion to reconsider take advantage of the generosity of the House. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it understood that this bill is not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is distinctly understood that it is 
not to be bronght back on a motion to reconsider. And the Chair 


Yes; not to be brought back on a motion to re- 


That is the rule, except as to reports of commit- 
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generally. As regards the introduction of bills there can be no ques- 
tion as to the rule. 


L. H. FITZHUGH. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution ; which was read, and referred to the Committee of 
Accounts : 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, instructed to pay to L. H. Fitzhugh, late Doorkeeper, an amount equal to 
the salary of Doorkeeper from the date of the consolidation of the office of Door- 
er with that of Sergeant-at-Arms, May 22 last, to the Ist day of August; the 


said Fitzhugh having been detained and engaged in settling his accounts to that 
date. 


THEODORUS B. M. MASON. 

Mr. BANKS. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs the joint 
resolution (S. No. 17) authorizing Lieutenant Theodorus B. M. Mason, 
of the United States Navy, to accept a silver medal from the King of 
Italy. 

I will state to the House that the Committee on Foreign Affairs has 
reported adversely on all applications for leave to receive decora- 
tions from foreign governments. But this question relating to med- 
als has not been presented to the committee, and I desire to have this 
bill referred that the question may be considered deliberately and 
formally reported upon. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

APOLINE A. BLAIR, 

Mr. WELLS, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4076) granting a pension to Apoline A. Blair; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. CHANEY. 

Mr. LEVY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4077) 
for the relief of John F. Chaney, a resident of East Feliciana Parish, 
in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SPECIE CIRCULATION. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 4078) to secure the prompt resumption of specie circu- 
lation and par money; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend that motion so that the bill shall go 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I move to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Indiana that that would carry the bill to the table. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] to 
amend the motion of the gentleman from Indiana so as to refer tho 
bill to the Committee on Banking and Currency instead of the Com 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. COX. All similar bills have gone to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

The question being taken on Mr. Cox’s amendment, there were— 
ayes 51, noes 21. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. COX. The House do not understand the question exactly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana, | Mr. LANDERS,] who introduced a bill 
for reference and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Cox] moves to amend that motion so as to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. BANKS. It ought not to be referred to that committee, from 
the fact that they have reported adversely upon this subject. A 
traveling commission has already been appointed to inquire into this 
matter. 

Mr. COX. There has been no bill reported to that committee pro- 
viding for the appointment of such commission. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


A bill to secure the prompt resumption of specie circulation and par money. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
required to use the $10,000,000 in Treasury notes, made a special fund under the 
»yrovisions of joint resolution for the issue of silver coin, substitute for House reso- 
fation No. 109 of the present Congress, in the oor of silver bullion as rapidly 
as may be, and to coin the same into dollars of 412) grains of standard silver, and 
said dollars shall be legal tender for all debts both public and private, and when 
said silver coin and bullion shall amount to the sum of $10,000,000 the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall exchange the said coined dollars for Treasury notes when pre 
sented at the Treasury in Washington in sums of $1,000 or over, and the notes thus 
received in exchange for dollars sball be used in the purchase of silver bullion for 
coining, and from and after the date of this offered exchange the Treasury notes of 
the United States shall be received by the Government which issued them for all 
dues, duties, and debts of every description. 

Src. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury shall also cause to be executed a new se- 


No quorum has voted. 


thinks that that is the safer method as to reports from committees | ries of bonds of the Government, the expense of which shall be under the appro 
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priation for the Treasury Departinent, in denominations of $50 and multiples, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of one cent a day in coin for each 3100 and exchangeable at 
will of the holder with Treasury notes at the Treasury or any of the subtreasuries 
the United States. These bonds shall be sold to our citizens at par for gold or 
er bullion at the market price. provided such price be not above their minting 
ue, and for Treasury notes dollar for dollar. All bullion received for these 
bonds shall be kept as a special fund separate and apart from other monoy in the 
lreasury, and when coined or made into standard bars shall be used only in the 
purchase or redemption of the coin interest-bearing securities of the Government 
earning « higher rate of interest than those berein aathorized. And all Treasury 
notes received for these bonds shall be used in the purchase of bullion for this spe- 
cial bond-redemption fund, and while there be bonds subject to call this fand shall 
not be allowed to exceed the sum of $10,000,000; but when no bonds can be called 
it may accumulate until bonds mature, when they shall be called and paid to the 
full amount of the fand 


Sec. 3. All acts or resolutions or parts thereof in conflict with the provisions of 
this are hereby repealed. 


Mr. COX. I understood the gentleman frem Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Banks] to say that the Committee on Banking and Currency had 
already reported a resolution appointing a commission to which this 
subject should be referred. But the Senate have not agreed to that 
resolution. This bill should not be referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, but to the Committee on Banking 
and Currewey, which, under the rules and practice of the House, has 
had the consideration of these subjects. 

Mr. BANKS. Not by the rules. The practice of the House re- 





ol 
& 
va 





quires that a bill of this kind shall be referred to a committee that is | 


not unfriendly to it. So far as the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
reney is concerned, it has prejudged this question; it has entered its 
judgment against it. 

Mr. COX, 
matter has been prejudged. Where does the gentleman get his au- 
thority for saying we have prejudged it? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to enter my protest against the principle stated 
by my colleague, [Mr. Banks, ] that we should refuse to refer a bill ex- 
cept toa committee friendly to it. On the contrary, the rules of this 
llouse provide that all subjects of a certain character must be re- 
ferred to certain named committees. 

It is true when there is a doubt as to whether a measure is within 
the jurisdiction of a certain committee that doubt is solved by a di- 
rect vote in the House, It is also true that it never has been held by 
this House that we should not refer a matter to a committee that has 
it within its jurisdiction because it may have reported against other 
similar measures. 

Suppose that the proposition was to refer a matter of amendment 
to the Constitution or of legislation to the Judiciary Committee. 
Does anybody suppose or will any one claim that it should go to the 
Committee on Rules, or to the Committee on Mines and Mining, be- 
cause the Judiciary Committee has expressed at some time an adverse 
opinion upon the subject? 

Mr. BANKS. My objection does not rest upon any old parliament- 
ary law or rules, nor does the rule of the House rest upon any such 
principle as that. The rule of the House rests upon the principle of 
absolute and natural justice, that the reference of a subject to a com- 
mittee is for the purpose of inquiry. Now if that committee has de- 
cided against the subject which it is proposed shall be referred to it, 
then it ought not to be referred to that committee, because it would 
not be inquired into. There is nothing in the rnles which absolutely 
requires, against the judgment of the House, that a matter of this 
kind shall be referred to one particular committee; it may be referred 
to any one of many committees, Inasmuch as the Committee on 
Banking and Curreney has decided and reported against measures of 
this kind, recommending that further inquiry shall be referred to a 
commission that is to hold its sessions after this session of Congress 
shall have closed, it is evident that no such measure as this should be 
now referred to that committee. 


Mr. COX. I say again to the gentleman that we have come to no 
conelusion upon the subject. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I am somewhat surprised that the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency [Mr. Cox] 
should desire that this bill to be referred to his committee, after hav- 
ing reported from that committee a resolution virtually admitting 
their inability to decide this question. They have reported here a 
concurrent resolution for the appointment of a joint commission to 
take charge of all these questions, thereby admitting their own ina- 
bility to settle them. I would have no objection to that committee 
taking charge of this question if they would pledge themselves to 
report upon it, either for or against the proposition. But after the 
passage of the resolution reported from that committee the other day, 
anthorizing the appointment of a commission for the avowed purpose 
of taking this great question of making the silver dollar a legal ten- 
der from before the House for the remainder of this session, I want 
this bill referred to a committee that will be likely to make a report 
upon it. If the gentleman from New York will pledge himself to 
make a report upon this bill, or have his committee do so, either for 
or against it, so that the question can come before the House, I will 
withdraw my objection and let the bill be referred to his committec. 

Mr. BANKS. One remark to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Cox,] which I forgot to mention when I was up before. This is a bill 
converning coins and it ought to go to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. There is no reason whatever for referring it 
to a committce that has jurisdiction only of the subject of currency, 


Phe gentleman has no authority for saying that the | 
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and of a currency which, in the opinion if not of the gentleman from 
New York at least of many of his friends, is regarded as but worth- 
less paper. 

Mr. COX. There is such a thing as a metallic currency, and that is 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Banking and Carreney 
according to the rules and methods of procedure of this House. —’ 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDERS] who brings in this 
bill really proposes to kill it by referring it to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, for he knows that that committee can- 
not report at any time. If they should report during the morning 
hour, we have already had some illustration of the way they succeed 
in their endeavor to carry matters through this House. 

The gentleman asks me to pledge myself to make a report upon 
this bill. I cannot pledge that my committee will act upon this mat- 
ter. All that I can say is that hitherto we have refrained from dis- 
cussing it, not having it strictly before us. I could not pledge my 
committee to report upon this subject; no member, either as chair- 
man or otherwise, can pledge his committee to a particular course. 
This is too large a question to be pledged either pro or con. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana not only would require his bill to commit suicide 
at this time, but he would go further and claim that it should be re- 
ferred to a committee already favorable to it, thereby himself pre- 
judging the question. Therefore, I say this bill ought to go where 
similar bills have gone, to the proper organ of the House authorized 
under the rules to consider the subject. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LanpErs] 
having withdrawn his objection to the reference of this bill to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, there is no question before the 
House npon which there is a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand the 
gentleman. 


Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I will withdraw my objection if the 


| gentleman will pledge himself that his committee will report upon it. 


Mr. COX. How can I pledge my committee to any particular course? 
Mr. KASSON. I desire to call attention for one moment to two of 
the rules of the House bearing directly upon this subject. Rule 148 
is as follows: 


An additional standing committee shall be appointed at the commencement of 
each Congress, whose duties shall continue until the first session of the ensuing 
Congress, to consist of seven members, to be entitled a “Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures ;" and to this committe shall be referred all bills, resolu 
tions, and communications to the House upon that subject. 


Another committee, the Committee on Banking and Currency, by 
usage as well as because of the use of the word “currency” in the title 
of the committee, has taken jurisdiction to a certain extent of the 
subject of metallic currency. This bill also contains a proposition 
for the creation of a new interest-bearing security of the Govern- 
ment, a subject which belongs to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The rule which defines the duties of the Committee on Mines and 
Mining limits the jurisdiction of that committee to subjects relating 
to mines and mining. Consequently it is evident that while one pro- 
vision of the bill might justify us in referring it to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, while another relating to coinage might suggest its 
reference to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
while other provisions which relate to the currency might make the 
Committee on Banking and Currency a proper committee for its con- 
sideration, yet>it contains no provisions relating to mines or mining; 
and consequently it does not, within the meaning of the rules, belong 
to that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. LANbERs] is to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, which motion the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] moves to amend by striking out “ Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures” and inserting “ Banking and Currency.” 
Upon this question the Chair has appointed as tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. LaNpERrs] and the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Cox.] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 380. 

So the amendment of Mr, Cox was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana, 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be understood that this bill is not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be understood. 

Mr. BANKS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry which is in the na- 
ture of a question of order relating to the vote just taken. I under- 
stood the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to say that the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency would have authority to report upon 
this bill at any time. I inquire of the Chair whether the authority to 
report at any time, which was given to that committee, was not lim- 
ited to the question of the repeal of the resumption act, and whether 
upon other questions that committee does not stand in the same posi- 
tion as other committees of the House ? ’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not bofore him the rale 
referred to by the gentleman; but he understandsit-refers to the 
question of the currency generally. 


1876. 


SALE OF INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PHILLIPS, of Kansas. I entered some time ago a motion to 
reconsider the vote on the report of the committee of conference upon 
the bill (S. No. 779) to provide for the sale of the reservation of thé 
confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians in the States of Kansas and 
Nebraska. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker's table and put upon its passage now the bill (8. No. 1007) 
concerning the employment of Indian scouts. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I rise to make a privileged report. 

Mr. BANNING. Ithinkif the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAxD] 
would allow me to make a statement he would withdraw his call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BANNING. I think that if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] would hear me he would give way. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the unfinished 


business pending at the adjournment yesterday; but pending the | 


demand for that, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hererorp] 
rises to make a report from a committee of conference, which is priv- 
ileged and will be received at this time. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. Speake., the committee of conference upon 
the river and harbor bill—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to a point of order. I submit that the 
papers connected with this bill are with the Senate ; and until the 
report and papers come from the Senate this matter cannot be consid- 
ered by the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
facts. 
rect, then the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the gentleman from West Virginia state whether 
he has the papers. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I have the floor, and desire to proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be kind enough 
to speak to the point which has been raised and the question of fact 
whether the papers are in the possession of the Senate or of the 
House. 

Mr. HEREFORD. If I can be protected in my right to the floor, I 
wish to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL, 
here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has asked the gentleman 
from West Virginia to speak to that matter of fact. If the papers 
are not in the possession of the House the point is well taken, and 
the report cannot now be made. 

Mr. KASSON. The Clerk is the officer to certify to that fact. 
papers are in his possession if they are here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the papers 
are not in the possession of the House. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I have the floor, and I desire to proceed. 
rules of the House declare that— 


The Chair is not advised as to the 


The gentleman from West Virginia 


I raise the point of order that the papers are not 


The 


The 


In all cases of conference asked after a vote of disagreement, &c., the conferees 
of the House asking it are to leave the papers with the conferees of the other ; and 
of course the report must be first made to the House agreeing to the conference. 


If the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is cor- | 
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The committee of conference on the part of the Senate have inade | 


their report to that body. 

Mr. RANDALL. Brt the Senate has not acted on it. 

Mr. HEREFORD. And according to the rules,as I understand 
nome | have the right to make the report which I have sent to the 
Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that the papers in this case, together with the bill, are in the posses- 


sion of the Senate; that no messago has been received from the Sen- | 


ate as to their action, and consequently in the absence of those papers 
the matter cannot be acted on in the House. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
untinished business at the adjournment yesterday. That unfinished 
business is the motion of the gentleman from Obio [Mr. GarFIELD] 
that requests for leave of absence be granted. Pending that motion 
the House adjourned. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the list of requests be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Mr. Bett for two weeks; 

To Mr. O' Baten indefinitely ; 


To Mr. Dexann indefinitely from the 8th instant ; 
To Mr. A. 8, Hewirr— 


Mr. CONGER. I suggest in reading the list that the reasons be 
given which are assigned for making the request. 
Mr. CLARK. of Missouri. I do not care to hear the names read. 


Mr.CONGER. Let us have the reason why the leave of absence is 
requested, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that in each 
case some reason has been assigned for the request for leave of ab- 
sence. 

Mr. CONGER. Where request ismade on account of sickness leave 
of absence should be granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Some ask leave on account of sickness 
and some on account of important business. That is the usual form 
in which they are made. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Will it be in order to move that we all be ex- 


| cused? 


Mr. GARFIELD. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DURAND. I withdraw my request for leave of absence. 

Mr. McMAHION. I should like to know if there could not be sep- 
aration as to those who ask Jeave of absence on account of sickness 
from those who ask leave of absence simply on account of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entitled to a sepa- 
rate vote on each name if he desires it. 

Mr. TURNEY. I also withdraw my request for leave of absence. 

The previous question was seconded and the main qnestion ordered, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 59. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 
GARFIELD and Mr. RANDALL tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we may as well have the yeas and nays. 
Such as are sick should be excused, of course. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I have sent to the Speaker's desk a request for 
leave of absence, and I have done so because I have two sick children 
at home 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman sent his request this 
morning, it is not among these requests which were pending at the 
adjournment yesterday. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask then that it be included in the list with the 
other names. I am obliged to go home at any rate. It takes nine 
days’ travel for me to go home and return, and therefore I have asked 
indefinite leave of absence. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask for a separate vote on the request of 
the gentleman from Michigan, for that request certainly should be 
granted. 

Mr. SHEAKLEY. I withdraw my request for leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
insist on his demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. RANDALL. My motive was to find out such as ask for leave 
of absence on account of sickness, so that those requests may be 
granted. There is no reason, and certainly there is no propriety, 
where requests for leave of absence are made merely on account of 
business, that they should be granted. It may be that within a few 
days this session will close, and I think it not unreasonable that gen- 
tlemen who are well should stay here and attend to business with 
the rest of us. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
plications for leave of absence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Chair appoints Mr. 


The Clerk will read the original ap- 


Mr. Ber asks leave of absence for two weeks on account of illness; 
Mr. O’Brien asks indefinite leave of absence on account of sickness in his fam 
ily ; 
“Mr. Hrwrrr, of New York, asks leave of absence for five days on acoount of 
sudden illness ; 

Mr. Cocnrang, of Pennsylvania, asks leave of absence until Thursday morning 
next; 

Mr. Gooner, of Virginia, asks leave of absence for three days; 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, asks leave of absence for two weeks ; 

Mr. Brown, of Kentucky, asks indefinite leave of absence 

Mr. Pne crs asks leave of absence for ten days from to-morrow ; 

Mr. Ginson asks leave of absence for two days from the @th instant; 

Mr. G. A. Baoury asks leave of absence for ten dars from the 9th instant; 

Mr. CirrenveN asks indefinite leave of absence from Tuesday next ; 

Mr. Couns asks leave of absence for five days; 

Mr. AvaAms asks leave of absence for ten days ; 

Mr. Donuts asks leave of absence for one week ; 

Mr. WALKER, of New York, asks leave of absence for two weeks from the 8th 
instant; 

Mr. Patt asks leave of absence for four days from Tuesday next; aud 

Mr. SouTHARD asks leave of absence for four days. 


Mr. RANDALL. My object is accomplished in giving notice to gen- 
tlemen who are not called away by sickness that they ought to re- 
main here. I withdraw all opposition to granting leave of absence in 
those cases. 


Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman in charge of the appropriation 


| bills thinks that the granting of these requests for leave of absence 


will in any way eudanger a quorum, I am bound as a matter of loy- 
alty to the business of the House to say I think we onght not to grant 
the requests, and, so far as I am concerned, will withdraw my motion 
that they be granted. 

Mr. RANDALL. In my judgment, a few days will bring us to the 
determination of this session. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have never known a leave of absence to be re- 
fused, and everybody understanding requests for leave of absence in 
this way are always granted, a large number of gentlemen whose 
names are upon the list have actually left the city, and it would em- 
barrass them to have their names brought up in this public way and 
leave of absence refused. 

It would put every one of them in an exceedingly embarrassing 
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position. I am sure their requests would not be refused unless the 
gentlemen in charge of the public business think that granting their 


| 


| 


fr. WADDELL. I desire to state to the House that this bill is 
unanimously approved by the Committees on the Post-Office and 


requests would result in the loss of a quorum. If the gentleman | Post-Roads of both branches and has just passed the Senate. It wil] 


takes that view, I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam apprised that nearly one hundred members 
are absent. This is not confined to this side of the House. 
about a relative proportion of absentees from each side of the House. 
We have constantly within a short time past found ourselves without 
a quorum. It has been difficult to keep a quorum; and in view of 
the fact that in all human probability we shall be able to adjourn in 
a very few days, I thought gentlemen who simply desired leave of 
absence on account of business would facilitate the public business 
by remaining those few days; and hence my opposition in the first 
instance to granting their request. I now iain it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further count not being demanded, 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFLELD ] prevails, and 
the several requests for leave of absence are granted. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I now ask that my application be acted upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Chair if it is in order to move that 
all the applications for leave which specify as the reason for the ap- 
plication the sickness of a member or of any member of his family or 
the death of a member of his family be granted ? 


There is | 





} 


mot take more than a moment to pass it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read for information. It authorizes the Postmaster- 
General to accept from the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, for serv- 
ice in transporting the mails of the United States between San Fran- 
cisco and China, the steamships City of Sidney, City of New York, 
and City of San Francisco, the same being new iron American-built 
ships of more than three thousand tons register; said iron steamships 
to be substituted for any wooden side-wheel steamers now lawfully 
doing service under the act of Congress of February 7, 1865; provided 
that nothing contained in the bill shall be construed as creating, re- 
viving, or recognizing any claim now pending, or as a basis of any 
claim which may hereafter be preferred against the United States by 
said steamship company growing out of any existing law or contract 
whatever, except such as may lawfully exist under the law of Feb- 
ruary 7, 1865. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must object to the present consideration of this 
bill. The last clause in it ought to be considered carefully. 

Mr. WADDELL. As I have already stated, the bill has been care- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That could be done by unanimous | fully considered and approved by the Committees on the Post-Office 


consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will make that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that all the applications for leave of absence have already been 
granted 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Massachusetts as wanting to establish a rule for the future. 
The various requests for leave of absence which were on the Speaker’s 
table have now been granted. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
IIUBBELL ] asks for leave of absence indetinitely on account of sick- 
ness in his family. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and leave of absence was granted. 

ITEIRS OF FIDELIO 8. HUNT. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, 
the bill (IL. R. No. 3750) for the relief of the heirs of Fidelio 8. Hunt, 
late collector of internal revenue of the second district of Missis- 
sippi; and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
rrinted 
Mr. HURLBUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the tadle. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COURTS IN COLORADO. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) 
a bill (H. R. No. 4079) providing for a district and circuit court of 
the United States in the State of Colorado, and for the appointment 
of district judge, attorney, and marshal; which was seal a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be prinetd. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MacDOUGALL also, by unanimous consent, introduced (by 
request) a bill (H. R. No. 4080) repealing so much of the act of May 
21, 1872, as authorizes the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
to run across the public reservation to their depot on Sixth street ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN T. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4081) for the relief of John T. Arm- 
strong, of Alexandria, Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DR. A. G. TEBAULT. 

Mr. CABELL also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 4082) for the reliefof Dr. A. G. Tebault, of Princess Anne County, 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
compan ying report, ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


Mr. WADDELL. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table and put on its passage the bill (S. No. 1021) allowing the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company to carry the mails in their new iron 
steamships. This is a matter of great importance to a large portion 
of the people of this country. 

Mr. BLAND. I think I must call for the regular order. 

Mr. WADDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to state what the 
object of the bill is? 

Mr. BLAND. I cannot yield for action on any bill. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. This will not take more than a single moment, 
end it is very important that the bill should pass. 


} 


and Post-Roads of both Houses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Argument is not in order. 
tleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 ask that the last clause be again reported. 

The Clerk again read the proviso of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 


The gen- 


| of this bill at the present time? 





Mr. HOLMAN. 
is very ambiguous. 

Mr. WADDELL. It is the most carefully guarded language that 
the best lawyers could use to cover the avoidance of responsibility 
on the part of the Government. 

Mr. BLAND. I must object. 


ROCKY MOUNTAIN LOCUSTS, ETC. 


Mr. STRAIT, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4083) to authorize the appointment of a commission to investigate and 
rather information relative to the Rocky Mountain locust (or grass- 
10pper) and other injurious insects ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed, 


It seems to me that the language of the last clause 


CAPTAIN THOMAS B. HUNT. 


Mr. STRAIT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4084) for the relief and re-appointment of Captain Thomas B. 
Hunt, assistant quartermaster in the United States Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of 
their clerks, informing the House that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

The bill (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the United States 
to certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain in- 
debtedness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house 
and post-office building ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton 
County, Kentucky ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 2252) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to change the name of the steamboat Hiram Wood ; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 1823) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Ella to that of Myra. 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had passed 
with an amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, the bill (H. R. No. 1915) to change the name of the steam- 
boat Robert Ross. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested : 

A bill (S. No. 453) to authorize the Vancouver Water Company to 
lay water-pipes through the Fort Vancouver military reservation ; 

A bill (S. No. 78) for the relief of Robert N. Eddy ; 

A bill (S. No. 840) for the relief of Norman H. Ryan; and 

A bill (S. No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution of 
the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1874 and 
1875. 

REPAVEMENT OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. WILLARD. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objections will be in order. 

The bill repeals all that part of section 5 of an act entitled “An 
act authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved 
July 19, 1876, which provides that said pavement shall be fully com- 
pleted and ready for use December 1, 1876. 


The bill will be read, after which 





1876. 


section 5 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the repavement of 
Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 19, 1876, was received and read 
a first and second time. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


assed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 


Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4086) for the relief of the Stock- 
bridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES B. VARNEY. 

Mr. GOODIN, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands the bill (S. No. 802) for the relief of Charles 
3. Varney, of Portland, Maine, and moved that the committee be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. POWELL, from the Committee of Accounts, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted : 
Reso’ved, That the pay of the clerk of the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 


terior Department be, and is hereby, increased $1) per day, said increase to date from 
day of appo‘ntment. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to report 
a bill for reference to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, 
Mr. BLAND. I cannot yield any further. I 
order of business, 
Mr. HALE. I move to reconsider all the votes taken this morning 


demand the regular 


upon the various reports of committees and bills for reference ; and | 


also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that all bills in- 
troduced and referred by unanimous consent cannot under the rule 
be brought back on motions to reconsider. And in this case the same 
order will be entered in regard to each one of the reports of the com- 
mittees. 

Mr. HALE. That should be done. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BLanp] 
to allow some bills to be reported and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BLAND. I cannot yield any longer, and must demand the 
regular order. 

SILVER AND GOLD COINAGE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, the 
morning hour will now begin at twenty minutes past one o’clock. 
Reports of a public nature are now in order from committees. The 
unfinished business coming over from the Jast morning hour is the 
bill (H. R. No. 3635) to utilize the products of silver and gold mines, 
and for other purposes, reported by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
BLAND] from the Committee on Mines and Mining. The pending 
question is upon the call for the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. As the session is so near its close, 
the demand for the prev 
upon this bill. 

Mr. ODELL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. On that motion I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; there being 16 in the affirmative, not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. PIERCE. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 
journ; and pending that motion I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Thursday next. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. Prerce 
a division there were—ayes 15, noes 55. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. PIERCE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; there being upon a division— 
ayes 25, noes 77; more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

_ The question was taken; and there were—yea 1, nays 154, not vot- 
ing 100; as follows: 
YEA—Mr. Frye—1, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ainsworth, Anderson, A she, Atkins, Bagby, George A. 


Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Beebe, Bla: 


ackburn, Blair, 
Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, William R. Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Burleigh 
Cabell, John H. Caldwell, Cam 


»bell, Cannon, Caswell, Cate, Caultield, John B 
Clarke of Kentucky, John B Clark. ir., of Missouri, Clymer, Conger, Cook, Cox 
Crounse, Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Douglas, Durand. Dur 
ham, Eames, Eden, Eebert, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster 
Franklin, Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Gibson, Goodin, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamil 
tov, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison. Hartridge, Haymond, Hender 
son, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hoar. Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, House, Hub 
bell, Hunton, Thomas L Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, King, Knott, Lane, 


I must insist upon 
ious question without any further dcbate 


; and upon 


| Robbins, William M. Robbins 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | iam E. Smith, Spencer, Springer, Strait 
| Thomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, 7 
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Luttrell, Lynch, Lynde, Mackey, Magoon, 
Maish, MacDougall. McCrary, McDill. M« Farland, McMahon, Meade, Metcalfe, 
Miller, Mills, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison Mutchler, Nash, New, Norton, O'Neill, 
Packer, Page, Payne, William A Phillips, Pierce, Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Popple 
ton, Potter, Powell, Rainey. Randall Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John 
Roberts, Robinson, Miles Ross, Rusk, Savage, 
Scales, Schleicher, Sheakley, Singleton Sinnickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith. Will- 
Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, Terry, 
hrockmortoa, Washington Townsend, Tucker, 
Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, John L. Vance Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, 
Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker Walsh, Ward, Erastus Wells, White, 
Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, James Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah 
N. Williams, Benjamin Wilson, James Wilson, Woodburn, Yeates, and Young— 
184. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, John H. Bagley 
Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown, Buckner 
Caldwell, Candler, Cason, Chapin, Chittenden, ( 
Culberson, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell 
Hale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson 
Hartzell, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle: Abram S. Hewitt, Hill, Hol. 
man, Hoskins, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, La- 
mar, Franklin Landers, George M. Landers, Le avenworth, Le Moyne, Milliken, 
Money, Neal, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Pratt, Purman, 
James B. Reilly, Sobieski Ross, Sampson, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, South- 
ard, Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Martin I. Tow nsend, Waldron, Alexander 
S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Warren. G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, White- 
house, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G. Will- 
iams, William B. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and 
Woodworth—100, 





Lewis, Lord, 


ir.. Banning, Bass, Bell, Bliss, 
Samnel D. Burchard, William P. 
‘ochrane, Collins, Cowan Crapo, 
Ellis, Ely, Fuller, Glover, Goode, 
Henry I. Harris. John T. Harris, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the call of Mr. Prerce for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion of Mr. ODELL that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 167, not 
voting 116; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Douglas and Frye—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ainsworth, Anderson Ashe, ( 
Banks, Beebe, Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Boone, I 
Horatio C. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, Campbell, Cannon, Cas- 
well, Cate, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, Cox, Crounse, Cutler. Danford, Davis, Dibrell, 
Durand, Durham, Eames, Eden, Egbert, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Forney, 
Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Goodin. Gunter Hale, Andrew 
H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, 
Haymond, Henderson, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hoar. Hopkins, House, 
Hubbell, Hunton, Hurd, Hurlbut, Thomas L. Jones Joyee, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, 
Knott, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Levy, Lewis, Lord. Lynch, Lynde. Mackey, Ma- 
goon, Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, MeDill, McFarland, Mc Mahon, Metcalfe, Mills, 
Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Nash, New, Norton, O'Neill. Page, Payne, 
Pierce, Piper, PlattPoppleton, Potter, Powell, Raivey, Randall, Rea, Reagan, John 
Reilly, Rice, Riddle, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Miles Ross, Savage, 
Seales, Schleicher, Sheakley, Singleton, Slemons, Smalls, Spencer, Springer, Strait, 
Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, Wash. 
ington Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, John L. Vance, Waddell, 
Wait, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C: Walker, Ward, Erastus Wells. White, 
Whiting, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard. Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, 
James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, James W il. 
son, Yeates, and Young—167. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Atkins, Bagby, John H. 
Baker, William H. Baker, Banning, Bass, Bell, Bliss, Blount, Bradley, John Young 
Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, William P. Caldwell, Candler. ¢ ‘ason, Chapin, 
Chittenden, Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, Darrall, Dav y, De Bolt. Denison, Dob- 
bins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Faller, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, 
Henry R Harris, John T. Harris, Hartzell. Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee Henkle, 
Abram S. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Holman, Hooker, Hoskins, Hunter, Hyman, Jenks, 
Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Lamar, Franklin Landers, ( reorge M. Landers, Leaven 
worth, Le Moyne, Luttrell, Meade, Miller, Milliken, Money, Neal, O'Brien, Odell, 
Oliver, Packer, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Pratt, Pur- 
man, James B. Reilly, John Robbins, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Sayler, Schu- 
maker, Seelye, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, William E Smith, Southard, Sparks, 
Stowell, Swann, Tarbox, Throckmorton, Martin I. Townsend, Robert 13 Vance, 
Waldron, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace. Walling, Walsh, Warren, G 
Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams. Charles G. Williams, 
William B. Will'ams, Willis, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and 
W ood worth—116. 


ieorge A. Bagley, Ballou, 
sradford, Bright, William R. Brown, 


Bagley, jr.. John H. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. HOUSE. My colleague, Mr. ATKINS, has been called away from 
the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. My colleague, Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, is absent 
on account of sickness in his family. If he were here he would vote 
“no. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague, Mr. WALDRON, is absent by leave of 
the Honse. If present he would vote “no,” I think. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
BLAND] whether he still insists on refusing to allow amendments to 
be offered ? 

Mr. BLAND. There are two amendments pe 
out the fourth section; and the other to stri 
the bill which proposes to make silver coin 
imports. 
question. 

Mr. KASSON. I still ask the gentleman whether he will allow us 
to offer amendments ? 

Mr. BLAND. I did make such an offer, but-—— 

Mr. PIERCE. I rise toa privileged question. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to agree that when it adjourns 
it will adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. KASSON. That is right. If we can have no opportunity for 
amendment, we cannot con sent to have this bill acted on. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PIERCE, there 
were—ayes 33, noes 43; no qnorum voting. 


nding; one is tostrike 
6 out that provision of 
a legal tender for duties on 
On the bill with those amendments I demand the previous 
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Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Prerce and Mr. BLAND were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. I 
will yield for any amendment which the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
KASSON } desires to offer. [Cries of “Regular order.”] I want it un- 
derstood that I will yield to allow the gentleman from Iowa to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. KASSON. Iam asking for the right of all members of the mi- 
nority to offer amendments. 

Many Members. [“ Regular order!”] 

Mr. BLAND. I will say that I am willing to yield for amend- 
ments—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER.) The regular order is 
called for; and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLanp] will take 
his place as a teller. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 11, noes 66; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr, SAVAGE. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
| Cries of ** Regular order!” ] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SAVAGE, there were— 
ayes 23, noes 37, 

Several Members, “ Further count!” 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SavaGE and Mr. PLERCE were ap- 
pointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 23, noes 49. 

So the motion for a call of the House was vot agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour expired ? 

Mr. BLAND. I wish tostate that lam willing to allow such amend- 
ments to the bill as gentlemen may desire to offer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the poiut made by the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. Kasson] it is the duty of the Chair to announce 
that the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I make the point that, without regard to the lapse 
of sixty minutes, the morning hour does not expire till some business 
of higher privilege intervenes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point taken by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SAVAGE] is sustained by the Chair, that the inter- 
vention of some business of higher privilege is necessary to terminate 
the morning hour. 

Mr. BLAND. As I have said, I am willing that gentlemen shall 
offer such amendments as they desire to this bill. ~ 

Mr. KASSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SAYLER in the chair.) There is 
no regular order, unless some superior motion is made. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of the business on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not yield to any such motion. I am willing to 
yield to allow gentlemen to offer all the amendments they want to. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio is that the House procced to the business on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the motion to go to the business on the Speak- 
er’s table take me off the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has terminated by 
the motion to go to business on the Speaker's table. It is a superior 
motion and is in order at this time. 

Mr. BLAND. Have I not the right to raise the question of consid- 
eration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question before the House 
is the motion to go to the business upon the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BLAND. T haps that motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House can vote it down if it 
wants to. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BLANT). I insist on my motion for the previous question on 
the silver bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the following 
bill for consideration and put it on its passage at this time——® 

Mr. BLAND. Is that ot any higher privilege than my demand for 
the previous question f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not; but the Chair will state 
to the gentleman from M/ssouri that the morning hour has expired, 
that it necessarily expired on the making of the motion to go to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. The morning hour having expired, the 
gentleman cannot get back to the morning hour to-day in any way 
the Chair knows of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the regular order of business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is the gentleman’s bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No, for that is in the morning hour, and 
the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the rules be suspended and the House 
— itself into the Committee of the Whole on ithe state of the 

nion. 

Mr. WHITE. I am sure there will be no objection to the bill I ask 
be put upon its passage if it is properly understood. There was only 
one objection made to it on the Private Calendar, and the gentleman 


whe made that objection now withdraws it, as it was made by him 
ander misapprehension. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and that motion must be put to the House, 






SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 





Mr. HALE. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HALE. I call up the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the President’s message was referred te the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and ordered to be printed, and upon that I wish to be heard. 
Before I go on, however, I give notice that before the end of the hour 
I will, by arrangement, yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. RANDALL, ] who will afterward take charge of the motion as the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a privileged motion. 

Mr. YEATES. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine calls up 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the President’s message 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed, and is entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to gentlemen of the House, while there was 
anything seemingly important pending, while there was any actual 
business, I did not seek to obtrude this matter. Having charge of it 
all the time, I deem this the most suitable time to call it up, and I 
propose now to proceed with what I have to say. 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HALE. My friend from Massachusetts asked me to yiela to 
him. 

Mr. BANNING. Task the gentleman to yield to me in reference to 
mportant business. If he will let me state it he will see that it is 
mportant. It is in reference to supplying scouts 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman to yield to me a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the gentleman from Maine will not take me 
off the floor until I have finished my explanation. 

Mr. HALE. I see 1 shall have to yield my whole time if I yield to 
one, and therefore I must go on. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Maine will be allowed 
to proceed without interruption. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Maine is entitled 
to the floor on the motion to reconsider, and will proceed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I propose, as certain short-comings of this 
House have been referred to in the message of the President, to review 
some of the incidents and events of this session of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I am all the more inclined to this duty, sir, because upon 
Tuesday last the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] declared 
that there is a wide and general dissatisfaction with the republican 
party throughout the country, and that the people demanded a change. 
While listening to that declaration, I thought of the counter-blast of 
Carl Schurz, who says lately that whatever may be the errors of the 
republican party, it is very clear that democracy affords no relief. 
Luckily the present House of Representatives gives us the chance to 
judge of democracy, not by its promises, but by its performances. 

That party carried the country in the half revolution which swept 
over the country in 1874. To all appearance it had the popular 
voice behind it. It secured almost two-thirds of the members up- 
on this floor, thus giving to it almost irresistible power to drive 
through any needed and justly desired reform, should it take upon 
its shoulders any such measure. It had to all appearance, I say, the 
popular voice to sustain it. Democracy was here in such strength 
that whatever wise measures it should propose for actual relief to 
any suffering interest, there never has been a time when it could not 
against all objections in other quarters drive both the Senate and the 
Executive into consonant action. For, Mr. Speaker, it has never 
been, and I venture to predict will never be the case, that the popular 
branch of the American Congress, when it is committed to any just 
measure of reform, any wide-reaching policy that meets with ap- 

roval from the people, can be stayed either by the Senate or by the 

ixecutive. In that regard, whenever that question and that time 
shall be reached, American history will duplicate English history, and 
it will be found, as it should be found, that with the House arrayed 
for the right, and the Senate or the Executive arrayed forthe wrong, 
the Senate or the Executive must and will yield. 

The dominant party in the House of Representatives had such an 
opportunity afforded it when it assembled on the first Monday of De- 
cember last as no party has ever had. The whole country was intent 
upon the action of that party for the coming session. It had been 
sent here upon certain promises of reform in directions that affected 
the living interests of the people—the question of civil serviee reform, 
the question of relief from taxation, the question of finance and 
the currency, and other broad general questions—upon none of which 
that party failed to ro largely in the canvass, that resnlted in its 
success. In December last its promises matured, and it was con- 
fronted with pay-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no time to speak at length of the specta- 
cle that Washington City presented to the country at the date of the 
assembling of this Congress. There were to be distributed by the 
dominant party in the House in all perhaps three hundred offices, 
reckoning from the page upon the floor and the folder below up to 
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the Speakership and Clerkship of the House. And every gentleman 
here remembers that the city was crowded in its streets, that the 
hotels and the corridors of the House were thronged, and that for 
every place a hundred hungry applicants presented themselves here 


clamoring and scrambling for the good places and, failing in them, | 


for the small places. ‘The House was organized and the work of the 
headsman began at once. Now, I appeal to any member upon this 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


floor who was here in the last Congress to look over the pe at- | 


tached to this House, and which fell under the control of democracy 
under the promise of a civil-service reform, and see how many familiar 
faces he discovers, faces that were here in the last Congress. Two or 
three only arrest my attention. One gentleman in the Clerk’s office 
is allowed to remain there because of his familiarity with certain 
financial details and the difficulty of filling his place. The paying- 
teller, in the Sergeant-at-Arms’s office, is left, and here and there is 
spared, a8 a monument of the past, an old soldier attending our doors. 
All of the rest have been ruthlessly submitted to the ax of the heads- 
man, have been turned out and others put in their places. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are more Union soldiers in the employ of 
this House than were in the employ of the last House. 

Mr. HALE. I have heard that statement before. I do not accept 
it as true; my figures are different now. 

Mr. RUSK. Soldiers of which army ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Soldiers who were in the Union service. 

Mr. HALE. This was a specimen of civil-service reform with a 
vengeance. But it had one advantage, and my friends on the other 
side were entitled to that advantage. It disembarrassed the party in 
control. It left the House in the hands of its friends. And looking 
on and remembering how his party promised reform in political meth- 
ods and moderation whenever it should be placed in power, it may 
be that Governor Tilden interpreted the action of his party as the ful- 
fillment of its promises, and therefore in his letter of acceptance en- 
courages the faithful followers of civil-service reform in these ingen- 
ious words: 


The public interest in an honest, skillful performance of official trust must not 
be sacrificed to the usufruct of the incumbents. 


I fancy that we are likely to hear something of the “ usufruct of the 
incumbents” as a political evil should the presidential election go 
democratic. 

But I mus* follow the course of the House. The Speaker was elected 
and appointed his committees, and just here was a most serious 
outcropping of what might be expected in the future if the elec- 
tions of 1874 be repeated in 1876. It had been predicted, it had 
been teared, that a democratic triumph meant the restoration to power 
of that e’ement in ‘he democratic party which carried the country 
into civil war and mainta ned that war for four cruel, tragic, deso- 
lating years. ‘There was throughout the country a growing suspicion 
that this was athreateningdanger. The democratic leaders knew this 
feeling of apprehension in the country; they have always denied it, 
and there have been here and elsewhere many protestations of mod- 
esty from gemiiemen representing that elemeut in the democratic 
party, that with them there was no existing intent of gaining the con- 
trol of the Government through the control of the democratic party. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] in his speech de- 
clared—I do not use his exact words—that if any man believed that 
there was any danger of the South getting control of the democratic 
peste or the country, it was a hallucination which observation and a 
ittle experience would surely dispel. Ido not quote his language, 
but the spirit of his statement. : 

Now, the Speaker of this House sat in that chair, the representative 
of the whole party that had made him Speaker. He it was who could 
feel his party’s pulse and measure its demands. As I have always be- 
lieved, he is a very fair man; a man who will endeavor under any 
circumstances to do what he believes is right, withal an intense party 
man, and one who, instead of setting himself in the way of a pro- 
nounced demand by his party, would seek to answer that demand. 

His first duty was to organize the committees of this House and to 
appoint their chairmen. This is one of the most delicate duties in- 
trusted to the Speaker of the House. The legislation of the country 
is shaped in the committee-rooms. The voice of the committee is 
uttered by its chairman. His influence is largely potential; he rep- 
resents the essential interests committed to his committee, and aside 
from his membership is looked upon by the country, if he be a man of 
prominence, as the indication of the policy to be pursued by the com- 
mittee on matters submitted to it. These chairmanships are the 
highest honors that the Speaker can confer. They are greatly desired 
by the ablest men in the House. 

Now I have here a list of the committees of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, with the chairman of eaeh and the section and State from 
which he comes. I have taken the thirty-three old standing com- 
mittees of the House, who do its work, who shape legislation, who 
give tone and character to all that we do here. 


Committees of the Torty-fourth Congress with southern chairmen. 


Elections, Mr. Harris, of Virginia. 

Pacific Railroad, Mr. Lamar, of Mississippi. 
Claims, Mr. Bright, of Tennessee. 

Commerce, Mr. Hereford, of West Virginia. 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, Mr. Clark, of Missouri. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


District of Columbia, Mr. Buckner, of Missouri. 
Judiciary, Mr. Knott, of Kentucky. 
Public Expenditures, Mr. Milliken, of Kentucky. 
Private Land Clvims, Mr. Gunter, of Arkansas. 
Manufactures, Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 
Agriculture, Mr. Caldwell, of Alabama. 
Indian Affairs, Mr. Scales, of North Carolina. 
Naval Affairs, Mr. Whitthorne, of Tennessee. 
Foreign Affairs, Mr. Swann, of Maryland. 
Revolutionary Pensions, Mr. Hunton, of Virginia. 
Railways and Canals, Mr. Jones, of Kentucky. 
Mines and Mining, Mr. Bland, of Missouri. 
Education and Labor, Mr. Walker, of Virginia. 
Revision of the Laws, Mr. Durham, of Kentucky. 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, Mr. Stephens, of Georgia. 
Patents, Mr. Vance, of North Carolina. 
Committees with northern chairmen. 


Ways and Means, Mr. Morrison, of Illinois. 
Appropriations, Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania. 
Banking and Currency, Mr. Cox, of New York. 
Public Lands, Mr. Sayler, of Ohio. 

War Claims, Mr. Eden, of Illinois. 

Military Affairs, Mr. Banning, of Ohio. 

Militia, Mr. Cowan, of Ohio. 

Territories, Mr. Southard, of Ohio. 

Invalid Pensions, Mr. Jenks, of Pennsylvania. 
Public Buildings and Grounds, Mr. Holman, of Indiana. 
Accounts, Mr. Williams, of Indiana. 

Library, Mr. Clymer, of Pennsylvania. 


In this list I have not taken into account either the small and here- 
tofore unknown committee on expenditures of the different Depart- 
ments vor the special committees. I take the old standing commit- 
tees, who always have done and will do the important work of the 
House of Representatives. 

Here it is seen that of these thirty-three committees organized by 
the Speaker in the first month of this session, twenty-one are put into 
the hands of gentlemen from the section lately hostile to the Govern- 
ment, and which it is claimed is not seeking to arrogate power in the 
democratic party; while upon the other side are but twelve commit- 
tees given to the entire Northern States. 

And these twenty-one committees that are so intrusted are not ob- 
scure committees, I find among them the Committee of Elections, 
the first on the list, a committee that largely controls and shapes the 
membership of this House. The Committee of Claims, with all of 
the responsibility of dealing justly with good claims and yet of pro- 
tecting the Treasury from bad ones, is in the list. The important 
Committee on Commerce, treating some of the largest subjects that 
the American people deal with. The Committee for the District of 
Columbia; the Committee on the Judiciary, the great law committee 
of the House; the Committee on Private Land Claims; the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures; the Committees on Indian Affairs, on Na- 
val Affairs, on Foreign Affairs, on Railways and Canals, on Mines 
and Mining, on Edneation and Labor, and other committees are in- 
trusted to southern men. 

And in this first act of the democratic party through its Speaker, 
indicating where in the future power must be lodged if that party 
obtains control of the Government, I find that the seetion of the 
country from which I come, New England, although she felt the re- 
vulsion in 1874 and elected a large delegation of democrats to this 
Congress, was not awarded a single chairmanship; while Kentucky 
has four, Missouri as many, Virginia three, and other southern States 
several each. 

I have here an old Directory of Congress in the days before the war, 
and I have looked it over to see how committees were apportioned 
then, and I do not find the South more strongly intrenched than 
now under the Speaker of this House acting at the dictation of his 
party at the beginning of the Forty-fourth Congress. Yet we are to 
be lulled by the talk which we hear that there is no danger of the 
southern element in the democratie party controlling and dictating 
its course in the future. Bearing upon this and showing how closely 
most of these prominent gentlemen were connected with the “lost 
cause,” I give a list of the members of this Congress who were in some 
way associated with the “confederacy.” The list has been made up 
from the Congressional Directory. 


Rebel officers in Congress. 


} 


Names. States. 


SENATORS. 


— 


| Alabama 
REED 2:4:0-vic06 
Georgia 
Mississippi 
Missouri .. -- 
- | North Carolina 
Tennessee ..... 


. Goldthwaite 

SE eG bnse akesseenccs 
Gordon 

. Alcorn 

. Cockrell 


Adjutant-general. 
Brigadier-general. 
Major-general 
Brigadier-general, 
Major-general. 
Major-general 
Lieutenant-colonel. 
Major-general and super- 

intendent Indian affairs. 
Colonel. 
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Rebel officers in 





Congress—Continued. 


Names. States. | Rank. 


REPRESENTATIVES. } 


i TE . ces nccwesns annececns | Alabama ...... | Major 

11. Bradford .......... oseseee--e | Alabama .. | Colonel. 

12. Hayes .......... we ccosseves | AOE «. | Brigadier-general. 
WE. ERED entawe enbeas cscdsoccnen | Alabama ...... | Colonel 

BG, POR recone ccencs ease Alabama........| Brigadier-general. 
i P< pasene sencce scapes seneee Alabama -- | Colonel. 

DL ¢16cocakamahbaannee .. | Arkanaas. ...... Colonel 

i), SL, cnn cpeneingntereuiicnel | Arkansas ...... | Brigadier-general. 
_ Se | Arkaneas .......| Colonel. 

el, SE ntinein neetren spameekens .. | Georgia ..-- | Captain. 

GB. TEATETERED ..ccce ceccce cee Georgia ....... | Colonel 


Bh. SA wcaace on 
Pisses 


kan ibe saree’ Georgia 

.. | Georgia ... 
23. Blackburn ...... or | Kentucky 
24. Gibson Louisiana ...... 
25. Ellis Louisiana ....... 


Major-general. 

Colonel recruiting service. 
Lieutenant-colonel. 
Brigadier general. 
Captain. 


26. Levy ...... Louisiana. ......| Colonel. 

7. Lamar wietenes Mississippi Col. and minister to Russia. 
28. Hooker ...... 3 Smeee .. | Mississippi Colonel. 

it) RED ustocnvecenn oun nee fh SOD ae cadence | Captain. 

cf es . ...«- | Missouri ...| Brigadier-general. 

31. Yeates .... pak mesh Sleiaiele | North Carolina. | Major. 


32. Waddell 
33. Davis 
34. Scales 


euieh eee sees eeeeee| North Carolina..| Lieutenant-colonel. 
ccna weseeeeeee.s+-| NorthCarolina..| Captain. 

North Carolina Brigadier-general. 
35. Robbins North Carolina Colonel 

36. Vance sahweee North Carolina Brigadier-general. 
37. Dibrell oo : > | Tennessee Brigadicr-gencral. 
SB. WRRRAEMO ccccccccvccccccecce Tennessee Adjutant-general. 
39. Atkins Tennessee ..... | Colonel. 

DT. cis wiepbweeh <asitoanns ss Tennessee Colonel. 


41. Culberson seswebase . a Colonel. 

RB. Dipeokenertas .cccce. ceccceces >. eee | Brigadier-general. 
Pt: i xenusiniaebeteson Virginia ....... ; Ma‘or. 

es kink os cama Virginia ....... | Colonel. 

45. Tucker... Virginia ‘ Captain. 
ee ae Virginia ....... | Brigadier-general. 
CE. BREE sconcsvecsencocens nexeene 4 Se .. | Brigadier-general. 


48. Faulkner West Virginia Adjutant-general and min- 


ister to France. 


49. Reagan ...... sinsdbehaoween erry rs: | Brigadier-general and post- 
| master-general. 

i  eeieoned epemne ee ee Colonel. 

PO EE eeeceseeee | Misscuri ----| Colonel. 

Dt GL Secesssesnsceneaes | Mississippi .....| Inspector-general. 


Ee See 


Tennessee ......| Major. 


EX-MEMBERS OF REBEL GOVERNMENT | 


a poche tas ancnes Vice-president. 
Reagan ............ pesbeccenelr ae ..-.| Postmaster-general. 
BEE sc oni decnagescenecwunss cose’ | Georgia ....| Senator. 

SS eer | West Virginia ..| Senator. 

BR BERD. cecceccccccns> scasenccses | North Carolina. .) Senator. 
House...... scr enuah iow ss A | Representative. 
SED ewnex 0 evi connen sunese . | Virginia Representative. 

SE, Ganbtha 2.20200 .cc coeccecccese | Georgia. ....... Representative. 
EOE pnacnyvcsesecgresoeges | Missouri ...... | Representative. 
SI, wenece sennnn -.| Mississippi Representative. 

DRE Siscicuss sdeseaveces | Alabama .......| SoKcitor-general. 


59. Norwood 
60. Candler 


rae sheweee Creordia 


i State Legislature. 
ows eb newewbbint’ .. | Georgia 


State Legislature. 


Tucker -. | Virginia ....... | A.torney-general. 
DD, «nese escnnepen tes ‘ Texas ...... .. | State Legislature. 
61. Harris pasate oe pepsece f GED uc» ronet State Legislature. 
ee | Arkansas. .... State Legislature. 
RE 6 cn seeetee anactieewennie | Arkansas ..... | State Legislature. 
SANDE «ccnasconsee munghandtls Mississippi Minister to Russia. 
TL icnukh & enainw ensue Tennessee ..... State Legislature. 


Hunton 


pasetvenen a Virginia State Legislature. 
Faulkner .... 


West Virginia. Minister to France. 


Harris ........ ................]| West Virginia..| State Legislature. 
BES citvenenisusccssnbemeens ee Supt. Indian affairs. 


MEMBERS OF CONGRESS BEFORE RE 





BELLION. | 

OUD ons nnnieswhewese’ a . | Georgia ....... Thirty-sixth Congress. 
lamar we eeneeeecuceeeseees | Mississippi .....| Thirty-sixth Congress. 
Singleton ........ easaeee Mississippi Thirty-sixth Congress. 

EN 653 vscsvdabhs sensbeceunt North Carolina | Thirty-fifth Congress. 
II ict i divi eg msemeen oun teaaea Tennessee ..... Thirty-fifth Congress. 
ERED cacess csesenconscs sence Texas ........ | Thirty-sixth Congress. 
ee West Virginia..| Thirty-second to Thirty- 

| sixth Congresses. 
PE vesbecedthnudeecasinenes VRID co cv 00s Thirty-sixth Congress. 








In the same direction was the course pursued in the various offices 
about the House. 

Perhaps there is nothing that illustrates these two propositions, | 
first, the promise of civil-service reform, and then the denial that the | 
South is gradually absorbing the democratic party, than that pre- 


sented by the post-oflice of this House, where a clean sweep was 
made, 









| 

In the Forty-third Congress the Postmaster was a Union soldier, | 
who had lost a leg at Kenesaw. 
But I will give the lists for both the Forty-third and Forty-fourth | 
Congresses : | 


Henry Sherwood, Postmaster, entered the service in the Second Michigan Cav- 
alry early in the war. He was in all the battles in the West, from Perrysville to 


the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, in 1264, and lost a leg at the fight at Lattimer’s 
Mill, on the left of Kenesaw. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
















































































































AUGUST 8, 







Joseph F. Wilson, assistant postmaster, entered the service from Illinois, and in 
one of the battles of the war had his lower jaw eutirely shot away. 

Francis A. Wardell entered the service in 1561, in a Massachusetts regiment, and 
was totally disabled by wounds received at the battle of Winchester, Virginia. 
September 19, 1864. 

J. H. Paine entered the Army from Ohio, and served honorably during the war 

R.S. Bishop served in a Michigan regiment during the war, and had his arm shot 
away by a rebel bullet. 

R. 8. MeMichael, while in service in a Wisconsin regiment, nearly lost his eye. 
sight in the honorable discharge of his duty. i 


D. B. Bradley enlisted in a Wisconsin regiment in 1861, and was honorably dis. 
charged November, 1864. ‘ 

A. M. Legg, from New York, served during the war in our Navy. 

C. M. Thomas, Iowa; J. H. Lytle and W. B. Sessions. New York; J. D. Serun 
and D. F. Bishop, Pennsylvania; and Cripti Palmoni, District of Columbia, were 
appointed from civil life. 

he employés of the Forty-fourth Congress are as follows : 

James M. Stewart, Postmaster, from Virginia, was captain in the rebel army, and 
served with J. E. B. Stuart's raiding cavalry. " 

Edgar Snowden, assistant postmaster, from Virginia, was a press correspondent 
in the rebel army. 

G. W. Rock, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

G. W. Kennedy, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

A. W. C. Nowlin, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

W. H. Robertson, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

J. R. Fisher, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

W.B. Lowry, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

E. C. Glass, Virginia, served in the rebel army. 

The other employés are Richard Allen, Virginia; Edward Estes, New York, who 
took the modified oath. 


I must touch lightly upon this matter of the outside organization 
of the House. 

Here and there individual cases attract attention and deserve men- 
tion, both as showing removals without cause and also showing the 
very superior order of merit introduced by the party just taking pos- 
session of the House. For instance we had an old journal clerk, a 
venerable and accomplished man, who had sat at that desk for thirty 
years, who had been adopted by a republican administration sixteen 
years ago, who had sat there as a come-over from a democratic ad- 
ministration. He is a marvel to-day of intelligence and accuracy 
upon parliamentary law, and was never more needed in this House in 
the interests of correct legislation than at a time when new hands 
took the reins. I refer of course to Mr. Barclay. But short shrift 
was given to him; and there was substituted for him a pronounced 
democrat; and in a little while my friends on the other side found 
as one result of their “ civil-service reform” in displacing this veteran 
that the new incumbent was thriftily putting himself in a position to 
make merchandise of the important place that he held here. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me a single moment ? 

Mr. HALE. I find that my time is being consumed so fast that I 
am afraid I shall not be able to yield any time to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Barclay resigned. 

Mr. HALE. We all know about his resignation. 

Mr. HARRISON... Why did you not state it? 

Mr. HALE. I will state it. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. You said he was displaced. 

Mr. HALE. I say again that he was displaced. When Mr. Bar- 
clay found that such was the clamor and push for office upon the 
Clerk of this House for his place as well as all others, and that his 
removal was imminent, he resigned, and that will not be denied. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is denied. 

Mr. HALE. He resigned in order that he might show his own self- 
respect, as it was very proper he should do. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is positively denied. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to correct one statement of the gentleman. 
Mr. Barclay resigned of his own voluntary accord ? and I think I am 
authorized to say that the Clerk of the House never had any dispo- 
sition to remove him. 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. HALE. Icannot yield further. It was well understood at the 
time why Mr. Barclay resigned. I wish te do no injustice to our Clerk 
who has these subordinate officers in charge. The general system of 
removals showed that nobody would be spared. Mr. Barclay was in- 
timately associated with certain gentlemen at the Clerk’s desk whom 
he wished to remain if he remained and so stated his desire, as I un- 
derstand, to Mr. Adams, the Clerk. He felt that assurances had been 
given to him in authoritative quarters that these gentlemen should be 
retained, and when they were all removed both the desire to remain 
was gone and also any confidence as to his own much further reten- 
tion. The way is not important. The journal clerk went out under 
the system followed here. 

The new journal clerk who had been put in by this “reform” 
House was not a great suecess. He had borne a good reputation, I 
learn, before he came into office, but before many weeks it was found 
that, important and delicate as were his duties, he having in charge 
the Journal of the House which records our legislation, he had put 
himself in communication with claims and claim agents throughout 
the country and proposed to make profit of his position by getting 
control of certain claims which were before this House and which de- 


| pended upon the passage of certain legislation. So my friends on 


the other side were not able to keep him. 


Mr. HARRISON. And he was from a State bordering upon that of 
the gentleman from Maine. 


Mr. HALE. He was from a State that had a strong and belliger- 
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ent democracy, which claimed him as their representative and sent 
him here to fill an important office. 

The following memorandum has been given to me as to the assist- 
ant journal clerk whom our reforming friends put into Mr. Clayton's 
place: 


Flanagan, assistant journal clerk, legislated out June 30, was tried by court. | 


martial, of which Governor Hayes was president, in 1564, for resisting draft and 
encouraging desertion, as editor of an Ohio paper, found guilty, sent to Fort Del- 
aware; which decision was affirmed by General Hooker; and when the war closed 
he was serving out his sentence. 

Here are some of the other officers who in a few weeks were proven 
unfit. 
put out of office and good men put in: 

The clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The clerk of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The Doorkeeper of the House. 

There were other lesser offices, but I give no time to them. 

The clerk of the Committee of Ways and Means was the now rather 
notorious, James P. Hambleton. The place is very important. The 
clerk possesses all the secrets of this most important committee ; se- 
crets sometimes worth hundreds of thousands of dollars to desperate 
men interested upon the subjects considered in the committee, which 
reverses and re-arranges our tariff laws and all revenue laws at its 
pleasure. Mr. Hambleton was, I think, forced upon the chairman of 
the committee by other influence. He had been a lobbyist here for 
some years, and, it was charged, had been a blackmailer on northern 
merchants before the war. But a well-proved act of his showing 
pronounced sympathy with the most lamentable and tragic act in 
our history, the assassination of Abraham Lincoln, aroused the news- 


paper press and particularly the New York Tribune, and my friend | 


from Illinois, [Mr. MoRRISON,] the chairman of the committee, re- 
moved him, and removed him, I have no doubt, willingly on learning 
all the facts. ‘To show something of the character of the parties I 


will have read the following from the New York Tribune: 


TURN BACK THE HANDS.—MR. HAMBLETON DEMANDS PROOFS.—A LETTER FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC CLERK OF THE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 
To the editor of the Tribune: 


Sir: Judging from your article of this date. you seem determined not to receive 
any statement or explanation as satisfactory. It sometimes happens that “a man 
convinced against his will is of the same opinion still." In reply to your first on- 
slaught Lauthorized your chief corrgspondent in this city te say that I never had a 
child or anything else named “John Wilkes Booth.” That dispatch appeared in 
the Tribune as my authorized statement, and the Tribune also, in the same issue, 
made editorially (in minion type) a quasi retraction. Since that date the Tribune 
reiterates the charge, but presents no proofs. I now say for the last time that the 
allegation is false and malicious, and if the Tribune has or can get any proof that I, 
or any member of my family, ever named achild John Wilkes Booth, we say give it to 
the public without delay. Who are your witnesses and what are they! It is an 
easy matter for an editor—especially one who fought four years to save the Union— 
in his retiracy—glowing with patriotic ardor, to indite gushing philippics over the 
grave of a dead infant. But it is another thing to produce facts that sustain such 
acourse. This crusade of the anti-democratic press against ‘he clerk of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is not only unfounded in truth, but it is partisan and 
malicious, and is the smallest and most contemp*‘ble episode in the history of 
American politics. The Tribune has been imposed upon by the envious and the 
malignant; its patriotic indignation has been lashed into a rage at the sight of a 
Quaker gun—nothing more, nothing less. 

The Tribune may also be gratified to know that the clerkship of the Committee 
of Ways and Means is a matter of small consideration to its present incumbent. 
The clerk was appointed on the sole recommendation of prominent democrats who 
had served long and faithfully on this committee, and while the chairman is not 
responsible for my appointment yet my resignation has always been subject to his 
will and pleasure. Will the Tribune suggest to the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means some suitable gentleman for his clerk, after learning that he has 
a family and what he has named his children? No mistakes should be made. In 
conclusion, we ask the Tribune if there is anything in either of the new amend- 
ments of the Constitution, the reconstruction acts, acts of Congress, proclamations, 
or military orders that prohibits a man from naming a child anything he chooses ? 
“ We are in our father’s house,” and will never knowingly violate any law or any- 
thing done in pursuance thereof. We shall never invade, under any pretext, the 
domestic circle or the graves of innocents. 

JAMES P. HAMBLETON, 
Olerk of Committee of Ways and Means. 
WasHINGTON, D. C., February 8, 1876. 

P. S.—If there is any additional statement you desire to make, please prepare it, 
and inclose it to your regular Washington correspondent, that I may comply, if 
possible, with your patriotic demands. 

a. 2. 


MR. HAMBLETON ACCOMMODATED. 
[From the Washington Patriot, Monday, July &, 1872. 
DIED. 


| 
HamBteton.—At the Exchange Hotel, Washington, D. C., on the morning of 


July 3, 1872, at 10 minutes past seven, of inflammation of the brain, John W. B. 


Hambleton, aged 6 years, 3 months, and 17 days, youngest son of James P. and | 


Martha L. Hambleton, of Atlanta, Ga. 


The case of Doorkeeper Fitzhugh is so well known that I need 
not give it much time. He was tbe “ bigger man” than Grant. He 
had been brought here before the democratic caucus because he had 
been either doorkeeper or sergeant-at-arms of the confederate house 
of representatives during the war, and that was not a claim to be 
disregarded. That was a claim with my friends on the other side so 
overtowering that it was not asked, “Is he honest?” it was not 
asked, “‘ Can he spell ?” it was not asked, “Can he write ?” it was not 
asked, “Is he fitted by attainments and experience for this impor- 
tant place?” But because of his “ war record,” I suppose, he distanced 
all competitors in the caucus. 


I notice them because of the claim that bad men are to be | 


Mr. HARRISON. As soon as we found he was unfitted for the 
place, we dismissed him, 


Mr. HALE. Yes; he was turned out. 
easy. 
Mr. FRYE. Cannot the gentleman from Ilinois be kept quiet? 
Mr. HALE. But I must come to weightier matters. The House 
was confronted with the condition of the country. The majority had 
the country before it, in whatever condition it was, in whatever 
condition of depression were all the industries of the country, with 
all needed reforms to be set on foot. The South claimed that the whole 
| republican policy there was wrong, that grievous errors and sins and 
crimes were the accompaniments of that policy, and that a drastic 
change was demanded. Here was an opening for some broad plan 
of legislation that the House at least might send to the country. But 
on the day that the House assembled we witnessed the faculty and 
the power of the democracy to grapple with a great subject; for it 
was deliberately proposed here upon the question of swearing in a 
member of this House to open what is one of the wisest things in the 
record of the republican party, the adjustment of the Louisiana difli- 
culty—the Wheeler compromise—which had given to New Orleans 
and the State of Louisiana a peace which she had not known for years. 


My friend should not be un- 





| beginning the whole movement was paralyzed. 


I am glad to say that my almost always wise friend from Indiana 
(Mr. HOLMAN] was not in accord with the movement and opposed it. 
But it was urged by almost all the leaders of his party that this be- 
neficent measure of settlement should be thrown open, and it was 
voted down only by thesolid strength of this side of the House, with the 
careful and moderate men, few in number, on the other side under the 
lead of Mr. HOLMAN. So disastrous was that experiment, so pro- 
| nounced was the defeat, that from that day to this there has been no 
| plan nor suggestion as to southern measures reported from any com- 
mittee that | have ever heard of. 

Other questions confronted us. The question of finance was upon 
every man’s mind, and almost upon every man’s tongue. 

American commerce, Mr. Speaker, it was claimed upon that side, 
languished, as it undoubtedly does languish, largely from causes that 
are world-wide, and not influenced by legislation in this Hall. But 
it was slaimed there that it languished because it suffocated in the 
grasp of an incompetent party; and the country looked to see what 
measure would be attempted by the dominant party in this House 
upon that great interest. The questions, too, of currency—its uses, 
its medium, its kind, its limitation—were all before the House when 
it assembled. 

The House left all of these questions. It trod them under foot. It 
| ignored them as of little account or confessed its incompetency by 

refusing to deal with them, and embarked in a wild crusade of in- 
| vestigation. Now here with a party in power during four presiden- 


| tial terms there was an opportunity undoubtedly for some good to be 


done. It was by no means new ground. No republican Congress 
had for the last ten years failed to investigate when real evils ap- 
peared and to censure and punish both friend and foe alike. But 
there was yet some opportunity for improvement, and when the cru- 
sade was started the country looked for some good out of the effort. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while the House sent thirty-three committees into 
investigating duties, which monopolized their time and drove out all 
other subjects, yet the method and manner was such that from the 
Then first was 
adopted as the almost unvarying policy—I believe the Committee on 
Ways and Means was the only exception at first—what had only been 
in rare cases ever attempted before, the sitting of these committees 
in secret; investigations conducted with closed doors. Parties who 
| were investigated found, months after secret investigation had been 

set afoot, for the first time that they were under accusation. The 
minority members of the different committees had the padlock of 
secrecy put upon them, because of a false notion of the honor due to 
the committee by them as members. 

Secret meetingsof the members of the majority upon the committees 
| were frequently held, and one result of all this was that when any 
| facts were brought out that affected any prominent member of the 

party of the majority in the House the investigation wassuppressed. No 

committee cared to follow up the claim of the Kentucky Railroad which 
| had been forced through one of the Departments when it was learned 
| that a leading democratic aspirant for the Presidency was implicated. 
When it found that John Roach had contributed money to the election 
| of a democratic member upon this floor no attention was called to it. 
| When Contractor Swift told the committee that his largest contribu- 





| tion had been in aid of democratic elections the committee felt that 
| they had heard enough. And Mr. Commissioner Davenport opened 

up the condition of the elections in New York City under democratic 
rule so effectually that another committee, like the California hunter, 
drew off from the trail because “ it was getting altogether too fresh.” 
But whenever any slur could be put upon the hitherto fair reputation 
of a prominent republican the committees were eager and anxious to 
bring it forth. 

Let me give an instance or two of these investigations and of the 
manner in which the democratic party conducted them. It has been 
the party that heretofore has set up loud claims of devotion to the 
individual and private rights of the citizen. One of the first things 
that one of the committecs of this House did under the general author- 
ity given it to investigate everything was to send to the paper-mills 


| where a mass of telegrams from the telegraph offices bad been sent 
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and to secure them for the use of the committee. Why, Mr. Speaker, | 
one cause of the success of the electric telegraph has been the fidelity | 
of its employés to the citizen who commits bis most secret commaunt- | 
cations to the companies. This confidence is a thing that ramifies all | 
business and social life. But the investigating committees of this| 
House broke through all that, seized the dispatches, and spent their | 
time searching for private messages that had been brought from the 
vats of the paper-makers. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the secrets, captured the information there 
gained, these committees had no more right to, as a matter of prop- 
erty, than they have to a gentleman’s purse. They gained them in 
no better way than if they had stolen into a gentleman’s house and 
had hidden behind his door or under his bed, and had listened to all 
the confidences and secrecies of his household. Let me give an in- 
stance of the craze that followed this hunting up of private records. 
A Cabinet minister, whose wife was at the seaside, received a dis- 
patch something like this: “Arrived safely; baby well. You must 
decide about the cook.” To the committee this was a vastly myste- 
rious dispatch, and the Cabinet minister received from the chairman 
of the investigating committee a curt note, copying the dispatch and 
calling upon him to furnish the cipher for its interpretation. Think 
of the gross maladministration [laughter] concealed under this dis- 
pa and how the chairman of the committee must have racked his 

rain to gather its true and hidden meaning. 

Can any craze go further than this? Why, sir, the famous absurdity 
of Sergeant Buzz-Fuzz—* Mutton Chops and Tomato Sauce ”—is 
common sense compared with this committee investigating a Depart- 
ment of the Government. 

But we have gone on far enough to ascertain that one result fol- 
lowed from all this. It was a thingthat my friends onthe otherside 
hated to look in the face at first, hated to provide for in appropriation 


bills. But it soon became evident that the bills for all this had to be 
paid. The city of Washington was full of men who had been sum- 


moned here as witnesses from every corner in the land, some of whom 
wanted to testify and return to their homes, while others preferred to 
wait while their fee-bills rolled up. The Sergeant-at-Arms had sent 
his messengers out in all directions. The Government Printing Office 
had from the beginning a surfeit of matter thrust upon it for print- 
ing. The committees had to be given clerks and their salaries had to 
be raised. This very day, on a report from the Committee on Ac- 
counts, the salary of the clerk of one of these committes was raised. 

Now, I wonder if gentlemen know, with all their claim of economy, 
how they have illustrated it in this House, where they have had full 
swing. I had the tigures made up for me four days ago, and I found 
that there were then thirty-three clerks of committees of this House 
under pay, while never in the time of republican administration were 
there ever more than twenty-nine. And since that list was made up 
for me two more have been added, 

The democratic party has been, and is now, running the most expen- 
sive session of Congress that the American Republic has ever seen. 
I have here a list of a few of the items of expense in some of the 
committees, only including fees, mileage; and per diem pay of wit- 
nesses. It is only a small part of the investigating bills: 
Ways and Means 
Pacific Railroad . . 
Commerce oWenceeresencces 
Post Office and Post-Rowds 
District of Columbia 
Judiciary 
Indian Affairs 
Military Affairs 
DaPOd DERG « oa0cc0s ccncescescce cocccqecoessoseseosecsccosocscenseseore 
Foreign Affairs 
ere 
Public Buildings and Grounds... ..........--.2...-ceeeeccecceccecceeces 
Petting ..ccce ccccccccc. coe 

Expenditures : 

Btate Department ... 2. ..ccccccccccccccccccccccccscccccssccccsccocccccce 
Treasury Department... ........ 
War Department 








Navy Department... 535 9 

Post-Office Department. ..........-..seccccrccrcccccccccccescesscccssoce 936 60 
eee 4,509 Ss 
Public Buildings. .. ...ccccccecsocscecescce cocees coccccccosccesscevescsse 5 86 
Department Of JUstioe ...... ...cccrcceeececcceccccceccescccccecccececess 1, 788 74 
SOSEOUUD BD CAVE WOEWROO. cc ccccccnnnce cocesconccsoceecvnsepecesncesensees 2,650 05 
BEE . woven ceswecsccecdc0déunts vencebecebesesnceerennssnssscsekénecssesoue 10 00 


Select committees : 
Texas Frontier 
Freedman's Bank... 
Real.Estate Pool .. 
Whisky Frauds 








UAT itiiete.._.......ucwesevcissvocsdeteepaiusvanatenes 00 
nD Cn TT UEED . . wnncukee enous ese seureseseboseueereoneneet 218 95 
SN I, DIED «oc cvinseccovectincosnsesnesesusousesosssss 16 00 
eI Ts HEIN: cansn ccs onesonsscnphSeenesneSavhvensenm sucess 316 90 

SEE Sebi etcbiw <ntisuhhevbbvccuveeesbekbcseedseeebhebeenbin’ amet "60, 104 66 


It does not include any of the largest items of these expenditures ; 
it does not include anything for printing the testimony. It incindes 
nothing for stenographers, clerks, stationery. It undoubtedly does 
not cover one-tenth part of the additional expenditures imposed on 
the country by the action of this House. 

Why, sir, ordinarily we employ bat two stenographers to reporé 
for our committees We have paid this session (1 counted them up 



















the other day) seventeen. The appropriation bill for the sundry civil 
expenses of the Government has several pages decorated with items 
to pay for services upon these committces. I venture to say, and I 
measure my words, that the additional expenses of this House over 
and above the ordinary expenses of years immediately preceding, 
when they are #1] in for the entire session, will aggregate in the 
neighborhood of $1,000,000. A very large item of this is of course the 
printing, the cost of which cannot now be told. 

Had great results been reached all this money might be well afforded. 
But setting aside the result of the War Department investigation where 
republicans contributed to the end as freely as democrats, the ontcoine 
of the investigations is a mass of partisan reports to be used for cam- 
paign purposes, and while no money of the Government is shown to 
have been stolen by officials, it is proved that the defalcations and 
losses are smaller than at any period in our history. 

The democratic party claims, and that is about all that is left to it 
out of this session, that it has reduced the general expenditures of 
the Government. Now that is, if true, a claim that should be ad- 
mitted, and our friends on the other side should be given due credit. 
I wish that I had more time to give than I have now; but I cannot 
pass it by withont noticing it, although my hour is waning. 

Now, what does that claim amount to in truth? Reckoning from 
the last year’s appropriations, the reductions made in the appropria- 
tion bills of this session, when it shall have drawn its long length 
to an end, will perhaps amount to not far from $25,000,000. To do 
this the consular system has been put in peril, the Navy and the 
Army have been put upon short rations, laborers upon Government 
works have been cut off, and small salaries have been reduced. Ina 
few days almost a thousand helpless meu and women in Washington 
will be turned upon the streets. 

Now the Committee on Appropriations and my friend the chair- 
man of that committee [ Mr. eee ee claim that I have admit- 
ted that the democratic party in this House has reduced the people’s 
burdens by the amount of $25,000,000. Sir, I do no such thing. I 
start with this as my cardinal proposition; no man can tell what 
credit should be given to this House of Representatives until the 
closing day of its term on the 4th day of March, 1877. It is no new 
thing that the good which has been done in the first session of a Con- 
gress has been undone in its second session. 

The American people will wait before this House is given credit for 
a reduction of $25,000,000 in expenditares until it sees the waning, 
dying days of this Congress; so first, as entering into this discussion 
of the actual amount of appropriations, are all the subjects of appro- 
priation that have been postponed. There have been some reductions, 
some advisable, desirable reductions, which I am glad that I have 
helped to make. But when it is found how much of this $25,000,000 
is simply a postponement of needed and necessary expenditures, then 
some correct rule can be adopted in awarding credit to this House. 

But there is another matter that will have to be considered ; not in 
this session, but in the next, in order to determine the question of 
what this House shall have credit for. I refer to the immense mass 
of southern claims, private and public, that are lodged in the com- 
mittee-rooms of this House, as my friend from Ohio [Mr. GaRFieLp] 
said the other day, to be launched upon this House after the elec- 
tions. 

My friend from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] a member, along 
with myself, of the Committee on Appropriations, brought out in the 
early part of the session, in a colloquy upon this floor, what was in- 
tended upon that side of the House. Itcovered the Southern Pacilic 
Railroad and the levees of the Mississippi; and he only fought shy, 
on monition from wiser members of his party, when I taxed him with 
complicity in the scheme for having the cotton tax refunded out of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman allow me a single word ? 

Mr. HALE. I cannot yield now, because I have so little time. The 
gentleman will have ample opportunity for reply. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I only want to say 

Mr. HALE. I cannot yield. I will put into my speech the col- 
loquy with the gentleman from Mississippi as it appears in the Rec- 
ORD, 80 that the gentleman shall not be misquoted : 





[From the Congressional Record, February 4, 1876.] 


Mr. StncueTrox. * * * Now, sir. let us be done with this. I came here as 
your brother; Icame here as your friend; I came here with the ~~ of pro 
moting the interests of my own people aud yours. I shall strive in all my acts to 
build up the rnined South. I want you before this Congress adjourns to assist me 
in two or three schemes directed to that end, which I believe you will do, because 
your own interests imperatively demand such a course. I want to build up the 
Mississippi levees and reclaim its allavial soil, which will prove a more fruitful 
source of wealth to the United States than tho Black Hills of the Territories or the 
mines of California, because it is from this inexhaustible soil of the delta of the 
Mise asippi River that we can raise 7,000,000 bales of cotton a year if properly pro- 
tected from overflow. We expect to ask a small sam tor this work that witl de- 
velop this alluvial basin and enable us to purchase fron you the goods we formerly 
purcaned and contribato largely to the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. Hae. Will the gentleman state what the o:her schemes are that people de- 
sire?! 

Mr. Stve.eTon. I will. 

Pavitic railroad 

Mr. Uae. The Southern Pacific Railroad! 

Mr. SincieTon. Yes; and then again I want the jetty system carried ont at 
New Orleans which promises to admit vesscls of the largest tonnage up to the 
wharves in that city. And if we can get these things accomplished you will find 
the South blossoming like the rose. You will find sources of wealth to you and 
the whole country that you never dreamed of. 


Tam not afraid to tell itanywhere. Another one is 4 


1876. 


Mr. Hate. Is not the refunding of the cotton tax another object which the gen- 
tleman desires? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Well, I do not propose to disenss that now. 
tion comes before the House I will give my views upon it 

Mr. WILLis 


When the proposi 


The republican party may do so if they feel disposed; but, so far as we are con- 


ptrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. HALE. I wanted the gentleman to state as a representative of the south- 
ern democracy what the democratic party, of which it constitutes a large portion, 
expect to carry before Congress adjourns. I thank him for the candor with which 
he has answe:ed my question and the monition he has given the country. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I stated that I had three schemes in view. 

Mr. Dovueias. I would inquire of the gentleman from Maine by what authority 
be says that the gentleman from Mississippi is the representative of the southern 
democracy here! 

Mr. Hae. I did it because it was not an assumption on the part of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, for he is not an assuming man, but he claims to state for the 
southern people as their representative, speaking distinctly for them, complaining 
of the republican party, that they required certain “ schemes,” and I use his words, 
that the South wished to accomplish before Congress adjourns. I wished to know 
what they were, and I thank the gentleman again for the monition he has given to 
the country, and especially does the gentleman from Mississippi represent the 
southern people, because he has been selected as one of their representatives on the 
Money Committee of the House. 


« 
ce 


Mr. Speaker, I have here a carefully compiled list of southern claims 
now suspended in the committees of this House. They cover every 
imaginable variety of subjects from a claim for the price of a single 
mule up to the destruction of iron manufactories that were engaged 
in furnishing materials of war for the rebel armies. They come from 
every southern State and almost every county of every southern 
State. There is no member from the South, so far as I know, who 
has not introduced such claims here; and the important point is that 
all these bills are introduced because the member introducing them, 
whether he believes them right or wrong, is pushed and driven by 
his constituents. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question on this 
subject. 

Mr. HALE. I must decline to yield. Mr. Speaker, when the day 
comes that it will be safe to vote for these bills, the same influence 
that has driven these members will drive them to vote for their pas- 
sage. It is an inevitable law which will dominate that sideof the 
House, and after a little while, when the public mind shall have be- 
come gradually familiarized with the concession, as in the old times 
it did with certain exactions of the South, the northern democracy 
will become acquiescent and, provided the party gains power, will 
consent to the passage of these bills. They aggregate about $160,- 
000,000 of those that are already here. Does anybody believe that 
the South has not an interest in these claims being paid? Does any- 
body believe that if it has control of the Government through the 
democratic party it will allow its members to rest day or night on this 
floor until these bills are passed ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. And many of these are simply test claims, 
which if allowed will be followed by others to a vast amount. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, as my friend from Ohio suggests, many of 
these are simply representative claims, and if one passes, it involves 
the payment of twenty or fifty times as much more, which will be 
covered by the same principle. These are only the courier, the ad- 
vance-guard, the feeler, the skirmisher that is sent out to feel the line, 
and find whether it can be broken. Five hundred millions of dollars, 
Mr. Speaker, will not meet all these claims when we begin to pay 
them. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Five hundred million dollars would not cover 
the total amount of these claims, without reference to the claims for 
emancipated slaves, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, he who lives long enough—provided 
always that the democratic party gets control of all the branches of 
the Government—will see what I here predict come to pass. If any- 
body doubts, let him wait and see for himself, 


I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Maine that the 
democratic party do not propose to help the South by building a Pacitic railroad. 


erned, we do not intend to indulge in any subsidies, the republican example to the | 
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I cannot give a full list of their claims, because it would occupy | 


whole pages of the Recorp. Here are some of them: 

One of them, introduced in the Senate by Mr. Jounston, of Virginia, appropri- 
ates $199,228.24 to pay certain “loyal ”’ citizens of Loudoun County, Virginia, two 
hundred and six in number, “in consideration of their property destroyed by fire 
by the military authority of the United States in conformity with an order of Ma 
jor-General Sheridan, dated Novewber 27, 1864... This is the famous order in which 
Sheridan, after directing General Merritt to opecate with his division of cavalry 
aguinst the guerrillas in a certain district of country, says: 

“ This section has been the hot-bed of lawless bands who have from time te time 
depredated upon smal] parties on the line of army communication, on safeguards 
left at houses, and on troops. Their real object is plunder and highway robbery 
‘To clear the conntry of these parties that are bringing destruction npon the innocent 
as well as their guilty supporters by their cowardly acts, you will consume and de 
strey all forage and subsistence, burn all barns and wills and their contents, and 
drive off all stock. This order must be literally executed, bearing in mind, how 
ever, that no dwellings ave to be burned and that no personal violence be otfered 
the citizens. The ultimate result of the guerrilla system of warfare is the total de- 
struction of all private rights in the country ocenpied by sach parties. This de 
struction may as well commence at once, and the responsibility of it must rest 
upon the authorities at Richmond ,who have acknowledged the legitimacy of guer 
Tijla bands.’ 

by Mr. Faviknee, of West Virginia: A bill to pay Abram H. [err $21,067.51 
for the nse of land and buildings on the island of Virginius, in the Shenandoah 
River at Harper's Ferry, by the Quartermaster’s Department, from February 26, 
Int2, to February 1. 1°66 

By the same member: A bill to pay Wildey Lodge, I. 0. O. F., of Charlestown, 
= est Virginia, $3,547.50 for the destruction of buildings, furnitare, and regalia by 

re. 


By the same member: A bill to pay the German Evangelical church of Martins- 
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| the petitioner was sustained and released. 
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burgh, West Virginia, $2,500 for the destruction of the building and furniture by 


fire “through the carelessness of the military forces of the United States.” 

sy the same member; A bill to pay Abijah Daily, of Grant County, West Vir- 
ginia, $2,453.87, for losses in property sustained by him during the war. 

By Mr. ReaGan, of Texas: A bill to pay J. A. Warren, of Tyler County, Texas, 
$3150 for eight mules and three horses taken from him by order of General Laila. 

$y Mr. Puitivs, of Missouri: A bill to pay Thomas Plant, of Booneville, Mis- 


souri, $902 for boots, shoes, leather, and tools taken from his shop by United States 
troops 


By Mr. Warrrnornr, of Tennessee 


A bill te pay John E. Tulloss $12,992.04 for 


| the burning of his buildings and destruction of property near Franklin, Tennessee, 


|a battle field] by United States troops. 

By Senator Jounston, of Virginia: A bill to pay Peters & Reed $15,170.89, bal- 
ances due them for labor and material furnished by them as contractors at the 
Norfolk navy-yard in 1260. (This bill was passed by the House last session, but 
was not reached in season for consideration S the Senate.) 

By Mr. Hunton, of Virginia: A bill to pay James Green, of Alexandria, $37,750. 
(No consideration mentioned.) 

By the same member: A bill directing the auditing and payment of the claim of 
by. Hackey for carrying mails in 1861. (Amount not stated.) 

By Mr. WuitrHorng, of Tennessee: A bill to pay the officers and men of the 

First Regiment and of the Ninth Battalion of Tennessee Cavalry, Confederate 
States army, for their horses which, by the terms of surrender to General Sherman 
in North Carolina, they were allowed to retain, but were taken from them on their 
way home, at Strawberry Plains, Tennessee, by General Stoneman. 

By the same member: A bill to pay $42,271.34 to certain mail contractors in Ten- 
nessee for services up to June 8, 1861. [A claim long pending.} The second sec- 
tion of this bill contains the following sweeping provision: “ That all laws conflict- 
ing with the payment of these claims, and which payment is hereby dirocted to be 
made, be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 

By Mr. House, of Tennessee: A bill topay James M. Hinton, of Davidson County, 
Tennessee, $2,508 for * board, and so forth” of certain colored men who were taken 
from his custody when sheriff and employed on the fortifications of the Federal 
Army near Nashville, in 1s62. 

By Mr. ATKINS, of Tennessee: A bill to pay $13.000 to Bethel College, Tennessee, 
for occupation of and injury done to the college buildings and property by Federal 
troops 

Tt is noticeable that in only two out of the twenty-five cases is it even claimed 
that the parties interested were loyal citizens during the war 

Next comes an exceedingly important class of bills—those relating to cotton 
claims—of which five have been introduced. First is the old bill to refund the 
taxes on raw cotton, involving an appropriation of $6#,072,3e8.79. 

Four bills have been introduced—one by Senator Meuaimon, of North Carolina, 
two by Mr. Vance, of North Carolina, and one by Mr. Hancock, of Texas—restoring 
to the pension-rolls all persous whose names were stricken therefrom for disloyalty, 
under the act of February 4, 1-62. One of Mr. VaNncr's bills goes much further, 
and repeals not only the act of February 4, 1862, but the statute prohibiting the 
payment of claims of disloyal persons [section 3420, Revised Statutes] “ and al 
other laws of similar character and purport.” In the same bills occurs the remark- 
able phrase, “the war between the States, generally called the rebellion.” If it 
was simply a war “ betweer the States,” by what rule of law or logic can the 
United Scates be held liable to pay such claims as VaNcr’s bill proposes to admit ; 
to repeal the statute prohibiting certain payments to disloyal persons; to restore 
to the 1812 pension roll the names of persons stricken off for disloyalty 
the relief of owners and purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in insurrectionary 
States? The most important among the more recent measures proposed is a bill 
introduced by JOHN RANDOLPH TUCKER to repeal the section of the Revised Statutes 
which prohibits the appointment to any position in the Army of persons who have 
served in any capacity in the military, naval, or civil service of the confederate 
government or of any of the States in insurrection. 


R 


; and for 


I select these as my eye runs hurriedly down the long list. It isa 
fearful account that these gentlemen mean that we shall settle some 
day. 

In looking over the record of this session, I discover many things 
in which the party in power here has departed from its old traditions 
and principles. It stood for years as the advocate of the rights of 
the citizen, as the defender of the powers of the courts, the sanctity 
of the writ of habeas corpus. jut this winter, with power unbridled 
and uncontrolled, the writ of habeas corpus has been cast into con- 
tempt and the adjudication of a high court has been disputed and 
sought to be nullitied. 

Mr. Hallet Kilbourn, of whom I know nothiog except that he is an 
American citizen, came into conflict with one of the investigating 
committees upon some question as to disclosing names and producing 
private books and papers. He was committed for contempt by the 
order of this House, and resorted, as any citizen may do, to the interven- 
tion of the courts. The House disputed every step and employed coun- 
sel torepresentit. Both upon the return and upon the final question of 
discharge under the writ of habeas corpus which had been invoked 
It had been a fair trial 


and the But Mr. Kilbourn, having estab- 


House had been beaten. 


lished the strength of the process and having no desire to withhold 


resolution 


} [Mr 


proper testimony, then communicated to the House his willingness to 
testify, and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WELLS} sought to 
bring him before the proper committee with the result shown by this 
extract from the report of proceedings in the House of Representa- 
tives, May 2, 1376: 

HALLET KILBOURN. 


Mr. Wetts, of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent to offer the following 


* Resolred, That the Committe 
offer of Hallet that committee to answer any inquiries 
relating to such real-estate pool and to furnish such information to said committee 
as the books in hb and the said committee are directed to 


on the Real-Estate Pool be directed to accept the 
Kilbourn to appear before 


contain, 


| 


ks 


that that resolution be laid on 


+ Pos ssion thay 


examine said Hallet Kilbou:» and his boo 

Mr. RANDALL. I move 
right way to treat it 

Mr. WELL, of Mississippi. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion 

Mr. HotMAN. I rise to a question of order. I did not yield the floor for the pur 
pose of the introductior anything for action. The gentleman from Mississippi 
| Wetts] did not certainly understand that IT yielded the floor when about to 
make a motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
appropriation bill allow him to bave the yeas and nays on a proposition like 
this. 

Mr. WE Ls, of Mississippi 


the table; that is the 


The point of order comes certainly too late, 
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The Srkaker pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana did not make his ob- 
jection in time 

Mr. Ho_mayn. The gentleman from Mississippi certainly understood that I 
yielded the floor simply tor the introduction of measures for reference, and not for 
action 

Mr. Weta, of Mississippi. I understood that I had the floor to offer the resolu- 
tion. I did offer it; and a motion has been maile to lay it on the table, and on that 
question the yeas and nays are demanded. ‘ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Ranpaut. The right way to treat it is to treat it with contempt 

Cries of *‘ Regular order!) 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of the roll. 

Mr. Lanprns, of Indiana. I want to make an inquiry of the Chair. Can this res- 
olution come before this body without unanimous consent ! 

Phe SPEAKEK pro temyore. The Chair understood that unanimous consent was 
given, because no one objected when he put the question, and the Chair put the 
question disténctly to the House 
‘i Mr. Buount. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMaNn) objected. I heard 

im. 

Mr. TlotmMan. I tried to object. 

The SPkaKeRn pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the gentleman, although he 
was waiting for objections. 

Cries of ** Regular order !""} 

The question was taken on Mr. RaNnDALw's motion; and there were—yeas 138, 
nays 84, not voting 6e ; as follows: 

. * . * . * * 


Mr. Speaker, I might cite instance after instance where the domi- 


nant party here has sought to override rights heretofore respected | 


and unquestioned. It has conducted its investigations in secret, and 
has ordered the head of a Department to communicate all facts known 
to him, without regard to the importance of secrecy in detective opera- 
tions against knaves and thieves. It has demanded the custody of 
departmental papers, sometimes if given up to be put in charge of 
discharged incompetent employ4s who had been adopted by the com- 
mittees as clerks or messengers. In its demands upon Cabinet min- 
isfers and their subordinates it has been exacting, imperious, and not 
infrequently rude and insolent. I commend to its consideration the 
letter of President Jackson to Henry 8. Foote, formerly chairman of 
the committee to investigate general charges of abuse against the 
executive department as applicable to the present methods of dem- 
ocratic inquires. The following sentences will indicate its character : 

The heads of Departments may answer such requests as they please, provided 
they do not withhold their own time and that of the officers under their direction 
from public business to the injury thereof to that business. 1 shall direct them to 
devole themselves to their duties in preference to any Ulegal and unconstitational 
call for information, no matter trom what source it may come, and however anx- 
ious they may be to meet it. For myself, 1 shall repel all such attemptsas an inva- 
sion of the p incipies of justice as well as of the Constitution, and I shall esteem 
it my sacred dufy to the people of the United States to resist them as I would fhe 
establishment o. a Spanish inquisition. If, after all the severe accusations con- 
tained in various speeches of yourself and your associates, you are unwilling of 
your own accord to bring specific charges, then I request your committee to call 
yourself and your associates and every other member of Congress who made gen- 
era! charge of corruption to testify before God and the country whether you or they 
knew of any spec fe corrup!ion or abuse of trust in the Executive Departments, 
and, if so, whatit was. Lf you are able to point to any case where there is the 
slightes! reason to suspect corruption aud abuse of trust, no obsiacle which I can 
remove shall be interposed to prevent the fullest scratiny by all legal means. The 
offices of Ml the Departmeats will be opened to you, and every facility furnished 
for this purpose | shall, on the one hand, cause every possible facility consisient 
with law and justice to be given to the investigation of specific tangible charges ; 
and, on the other, shall repudiate all attempts to invade the just mghts of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments and of the individuals composing the same. If, alter all your 
clamor, you will make no specific charges, or bring no prooi of such as are made, 
you and your associates must be regarded by the good people of the United States 
as the authors of unfounded calampies, and the public servants you have assailed 
will, in the estimation of all honorable men, stand fully acquitted. 


If I had more time, Mr. Speaker, I should be glad to go into the 
account of the repeated assaults made upon the national credit in 
the seven different attempts, under the lead of prominent democrats 
upon this tloor, to repeal or nullify the policy of an early resumption 
of specie payments, to which this Administration iscommitted. They 
culminated on Saturday last in a bill which repeals the date fixed for 
resumption by the act of January, 1875 ; and sa much time had already 
been consumed in doing nothing for eight long months that to this 
important measure but two hours of debate was allowed, and it was 
then pushed through under the lash of the previous question. 

In the mean time all the material interests of the country are left 
neglected. A tariff bill reducing taxation has been reported, but the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means lets it sleep in the 
Committee of the Whole. Mr. Bristow’s recommendation for refund- 
ing the nation .] debt, by which at least $17,000,000 yearly in interest 
paid can be saved, is passed by unheeded. An Indian war of such 


magnitude as has not been seen for a generation breaks out at the | 


time when the House of Representatives is reducing the Army and crip- 
pling the whole Indian service. The amendment to the Constitution 
offered by my former colleague, [Mr. Blaine,] relating to sectarian 
schools, remained until in the last week it was brought up and passed 
without debate, no interchange of views being allowed, because it 
had been determined that no expression of hostility should be per- 
mitted from the democratic side of the House. 

The last days of this session, Mr. Speaker, are upon us. Your party 
has had its day in court. For nearly nine months the American peo- 
ple have looked upon this body as it has drifted and hopelessly strug- 
zled on with elements in it which, while useless for any present good, 
Kove sounded a constant alarm of future dangers. 

CANADIAN RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


Mr. COX obtained the floor and said: I yield for a moment to my 
colleague, (Mr. WarD.]} 











Mr. WARD. The joint resolution (H. R. No. 14) authorizing the 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terms a mutually 
beneficial treaty of commerce with Great Britian on behalf of th, 
Dominion of Canada can be arranged was made a special order tor 
the third Tuesday in May last after the morning hour and from day 
to day thereafter antil disposed of, not to interfere with regular ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. CONGER. Before any privilege is gained in reference to this 
matter, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. WARD. The debate on the consideration of the resolution 
began on the I8th of May last, and since that time has been suspended 
by appropriation bills and other important measures. The nea: ap- 
proach of the end of the session, the absence of many members who 
desire to participate in the discussion, and the indisposition to take 
up at this stage of the session a question of such great importance, [ 
am induced to ask that the further consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion be postponed until the second Tuesday in December next, and 
made a special order for that day, and from day to day until disposed 
of. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. [object to it as a continuing special order from day 
today. [have no objection to it being assigned for one particular day, 

Mr. WARD. I hope the gentleman will not object. It is now a 
special order, and I wish merely to fix a definite time when it is to be 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to fixing a definite time, but I 
do object to making it a continuing special order from day to day 
until disposed of. 

Mr. WARD. But it is now a special order from day to day until 
disposed of. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. No new rights would be acquired by 
the gentleman from New York under this motion; for, as he has al- 
ready stated, it is now a continuing special order from day to day 
urtil disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER. Being desirous of defeating every possible measure 
looking to this end, I wish to give it no new life and no new place. 

Mr. WARD. It gets no new life, but I propose merely to designate 
a certain day next session, so that all may be advised when it is to 
come up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It merely fixes the day when the prop- 
osition is to be called up. 

Mr. CONGER. I donot ebject to acertain day being fixed for tak- 
ing it up, bat I do object to making it a continuing order from that 
day. 

Mr. WARD. Do I understand the gentleman from Michigan to 
insist on his objection? 

Mr. CONGER. Ido. The time is past for renewing the special 
order, and the gentleman has no remedy except by consent. 

Mr. WARD. I can let it stand as it is and it will come up as the 
special order, to continue from day to day until disposed of. My only 
object is that gentlemen who wish to participate in the debate may 
know exactly when the bill is to be called up for action. As objec- 
tion is insisted upon, I will let it stand as it is. I have only desired 
to oblige those gentlemen who wished to be heard on the question. 

Mr. COX. I do not yield to any discussion. 

Mr. WARD. Does the gentleman still insist on his objection? 

Mr. CONGER. I do. 

Mr. WARD. Then I will let the order stand as itis. It is now a 


| special order from day to day until disposed of; and I give notice 


1 shall call it up at the proper time. 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. Har 
to reconsider the vote by which the message of the President on the 
sundry civil bill was referred and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I could not in five minutes, as I hoped, re- 
ply to such a magnificent and hefty speech as that just made by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hate.] (Laughter.] In the history of 
our Government, from its beginning down, have we ever seen such a 
collection of particular and minute things which make up so little in 
the aggregate? [Laughter.] The gentleman did not refer to the 
whales, bat to the minnows. [Laughter.] Why did he not refer to 
the unloading of General Grant and his administration and to the 
various frauds connected with the Executive Departments? That was 
not in his line; but he charged upon this House that it had actually, 
in some small instances, reformed itself. Did he not charge that one 
committee with the aid of its chairman, my distinguished friend from 
Illinois, [Mr. MorRIsON,} had dismissed i‘s clerk, and that the Com- 
mittee on Rules had dismissed two men, one a journal clerk and 
the other a doorkeeper, for certain improprieties? No thievery was 
charged on these men, and no thievery proved, and no one believed 
that they were thieves. 

ORGANIZATION OF COMMITTERS. 

If the worst that can be said of this House and its organization is 
that the committees were made badly and sectionally against the 
North by our absent, lamented, and distinguished Speaker, then the 
opposition is most unhappy. I cannot compare our incomparable 
Speaker and the committees made by him with Mr. Ex-Speaker Blaine, 


| of Maine, and his committees. But I will say that in the last Congress, 


out of thirty-seven chairmanships, only seven were given to the South 


1876. 


and those very inconsequential ; so that now if the South has a fair 
share of chairmen, it is but a compensation for the past. 

Mr. DURHAM. Just one moment. Out of forty-four only seven 
were given to the South. 

Mr.COX. Lameorrected. Out of forty-four only seven were given 
to the South by the Speaker from Maine, [Mr. Blaine.] Of course my 
friend from Maine | Mr. HALE] would not ordid not look that up. But 
mere chairmanships of committees are not important, for I have been a 
chairman myself. [Laughter.] The point is, how are committees 
made as to majorities and business. That is the point. From it is 
seen the patriotic or partisan animus, 

The fact is that my friend’s theory about the making up of com- 
mittees in this Congress by Mr. Speaker KERR is not borne out by the 
facts. You must look not to the chairman, but to the majority of a 
committee, to find the essential elements and voice of a committee 
which direct both the action of the committee and to a great extent 
that of the House. 

But I arose, sir, principally for the purpose of calling attention to 
the unsectional and fair constitution of the committees of this Con- 
gress, 80 as to repel the aspersions of the gentleman from Maine. 
And how are they? 

The Committee of Elections have a majority from the North; the 
Committee of Ways and Means have also a majority of one from the 
North; the Committee on Appropriations have seven from the North 
to four from the South. I wish the House would notice that by the 
North I mean above Mason and Dixon’s line, and how badly the gen- 
tleman from Maine has interpreted the unsectional action of Mr. 
Speaker Kerr. The Committee on Banking and Currency have nine 
from the North totwo from the South ; the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads, which was mentioned by the gentleman [Mr. HALE] in a 
peculiar way, have seven from the North to four from the South; 
the Committee of Claims have seven from the North to four from 
the South; and, by the way, most of these war claims, of which they 
have jurisdiction and to which sinister reference was made, are owned 
by northern men; four-fifths of them. 

A MEMBER. All of them loyal men. 

Mr. COX. Yes, speculators who bought them up; and, gentlemen 
on the other side, you know it. [Laughter.] I do not know a man 
from New England who has not a little speculative turn. [Laugh- 
ter.] The Committee on Commerce have seven from the North to 
four from the South. My friend from Maine is interested in com- 
merce and shipping, and the committee on that subject have seven 
from the North and four from the South. He cannot complain of this 
arrangement. We have not revived shipping yet, because we have not 
passect our reform tariff bill to take the tax off of certain articles which 
enter into a ship. But some day or other, when Governor Tilden is 


President, we will revive shipping in Maine and elsewhere, in spite 
of the exacting and destructive policies of the republican party. 


I am going over the committees in their order. Upon the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands there are nine North to two South. On 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads they are six North 
to five South. On the Committee for the District of Columbia they 
are eight to three. On the important Committee on the Judiciary 
they are eight to three. On the Committee on War Claims, let it be 
remembered that there are seven North to four South. On the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures they are six to five. On the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims they are five to four. 

Here let me pause on the next. It is the Committee on Manufact- 
ures. Well, what do they do? Have they ever met or reported? 
What are they constituted for? The Speaker of our House has act- 
ually given a majority of one to the South on that committee! No, 
I beg pardon ; be has made them even, five to five. That is the only 
lead I have struck as yet where there is not a majority of northern 
men. Why should not the North, which has predominance in popu- 
lation and interests, have a predominant voice on the committees ? 

Upon the Committee on Agriculture there are six North to tive 
South ; and yet the fruits of the soii, cotton, grain, &c., are not all 
North. Upon the Committee on Indian Affairs they are as seven to 
five. Upon the Committee on Military Affairs there are seven to four. 
Upon the Committee on the Militia, six to five; upon the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, seven to four; upon the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs they are eight to three; upon the Committee on the Territo- 
ries they are nine to three; upon the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions they are seven to four; upon the Committee on Invalid I en- 
sions there are six North to tive South; upon the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals they are six to five; upon the Committee on Mines 
and Mining they are eight to three. 

The next is the Committee on Education and Labor. Now, if I had 
been the Speaker of this House I think I would have given a majority 


have done sof Why? 
of the nation,” by the help of the Peabody fund and public lands. We 
have bills to donate Federal property for a noble, educational, aud 
humanitarian purpose. My friend from Virginia [Mr. WALKER] has 
reported such a bill. Well, sir, that committee is the first 1 have met, 
upon which there isa majority of southern men. They are five North 
to six South! Is this any wonderful goodness in our Speaker! The 
distinguished ex-governor of Virginia, born in the North, is the chair- 
man of the committee. Who can complain of his designation as 
chairman? He has reported from that committee a measure desigued 
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to promote the education of the colored children of the nation. He 
has placed it on the basis of illiteracy, and in spite of northern preju- 
dices. I think you cannot complain of the constitution of that com- 
mittee, on the ground that it is sectionally southern and African, It 
ought to be southern ; and so it is made. 

Upon the Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the United 
States there are nine North to two South. The Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures are seven to three. The Committee on 
Patents are six to five. The Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, seven to four. The North still predominates. 


COST AND UTILITY OF INVESTIGATIONS, 


Upon the Committee of Accounts they are four North to one South. 
And what a splendid Committee of Accounts we have in this Honse! 
{Laughter.] Howthe chairman of thatcommittee will carry out econ- 
omies when he becomes governor of the State of Indiana! [Laughter. ] 
I challenge my friend from Maine when he goes to Indiana to stump 
for Governor Hayes to take up and scrutinize the accounts of this Con- 
gress under the auspices and vigilance of our chairman of accounts. 
He says that they will amount to a million dollars. He will find that 
under the management of our blue-jean governor they have been well 
expended, just and fair. When the gentleman complains that we have 
been expensive this session he niust remember the great expense that 
has been incurred in investigations. He says $1,000,000, 
remember who caused the investigations. It is a mere guess as to 
the amount, however. Why, sir, suppose the amount true; it would 
pay usif wespent five millions. We need it as an example to future 
Houses and future officers in the conduct of the public business. We 
need to spend much as a preventive of fraud. Shall we not examine 
into and develop fraud because it costs money? Why, my friend 
from Tennessee, the chairman of the Naval Committee, [Mr. Wurr- 
THORNE, ] while making an examination about naval affairs, struck an 
account of $23,000 with Donald McKay, in Boston, which has been re- 
funded to the Treasury because of this very committee of investiga- 
tion finding out the mistake. The investigation paid for itself and 
more. Altogether, I believe, there have been thus far only $116,000 
charged against investigations. If the truth were known, sir, that 
amount has already been paid up in full by results, and ten times over. 
Besides, I am informed that the Printing Committee discovered one 
item of over a thousand dollars due from one firm and caused its col- 
lection, and thus more than paying all expenses of that peculiar inves- 
tigation. So that directly, not to say indirectly, the discovery of 
wrongs is useful even in a pecuniary sense, 

Mr. Speaker, I was simply going over the list of committees to 
show the proportion of northern to southern men upon them. I desire 
thus to repel the attack upon Mr. Speaker Kerr, who formed them. 

The next is the Committee on Mileage, on which there are three 
northern men to one from the South; Joint Committee on Printing, 
two to one; Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills, four to one; Joint 
Conmunittee on the Library, two to one; Committee on Expenditures 
in the State Department, four toone; Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department, seven totwo; Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department, three to two; Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department, four toone; Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post-Ottice Departinent, two to three. I hardly see how that hap- 
pened. Perhaps the Speaker thought he had been leaning too much 
in favor of the North and wildly changed the proportion bere! The 
criticism the gentleman from Maine intended has on this little commit- 
tee missed its mark. The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department has four to one; Committee on Expenditures on Public 
Bul.dings, six toone; Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice, six to three. Yet how usefal have we made all these here- 
tofore useless committees on expenditures. They became active in- 
struments of honesty. There was areason forit. But does it detract 
from the utility because northern members predominate ? The truth 
is, our honored Speaker only thought of honest men, and not of sec- 
tions, in forming his committees. 

The next is the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. Here 
there areeight North tothree South. God knows there is a great neces- 
sity for such a committee, as well for a reform in the civil service—not 
in this House and its constitution so mach asall through the country, 
from Alaska to Georgia, from Galveston to Penobscot, or whatever part 
of the world the gentleman from Maine may livein. [Laughter.] Now 
the Committee on Mississippi Levees are four North te seven South. 
This, Mr. Speaker, is the third committee where there is a majority 
ofsouthern men. If the gentleman from Maine himsélf were Speaker 
would he not give a majority of that committee to the South? No? 
Then I take him to be less fair than I always thought him to be. Why 


He must 


| should not southern men have the Mississippi levees in their own 
to the South on that committee ; and would not my friend from Maine | 


Because we are trying to educate the “ wards | 


charge for report and legislation? They were 80 given in the ap- 
pointment of the committee by Mr. Speaker Kerr; four north- 
ern men to seven southern men. Is it not their peculiar interest ? 
They were appointed to take care of their interests just as the west- 


tern men are placed on certain committees to care for territories and 
| lands. 


The Committee on Rules are three to the North— four includ- 
ing Mr. Speaker KERR, ex officio a member. There is nobody on that 
committee except northern men, The Committee on the Centennial 
Celebration are eight to three; Committee on the Texas Frontier 
Troubles, three to two. There is a majority from the North even on 
a committee about Texas atiairs and its troublous border. 
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FREEDMEN AND THEIR ROBBERS. 


Do you desire further rehearsal? The next is the Committee on 
the Freedman’s Bank. Now I favor giving to the Freedman’s Bank 
and its rascals a committee with a majority from the South. That is 
the fourth committee where the South have a prevailing majority; 
the members being two northern to five southern men. Why should 
it not be sof Whorobbed the freedmen? Was it northern men? 
Was it New England men? They might have had their hand in it, 
[Laughter] but those robbed are the laboring people South whose 
representatives, white and black, are here. It was right that the 
afiairs of the Freedman’s Bank should be looked into by southern men. 
So the chairman is Mr. DouGLAS, of Virginia; and there are associated 
with him Mr. Braprorp of Alabama, Mr. RippLe of Tennessee, Mr. 
Hooker of Mississippi, Mr. Briss of New York, and Mr. Ratnery of 
South Carolina. The latter is a good, noble, kindl¥ colored gentle- 
man. How could this committee have been made better? and especi- 
ally may I not say so in view of the fact that there was an entire 
unanimity in the committee upon the subject of their report and upon 
the necessity of punishing the despoilers of the simpl: freedmen ? 

Then there is the Committee on Real-Estate Pool and Jay Cooke 
Indebtedness; the members of that committee stand two North to 
three South. Mr. GLover, of Missouri,is chairman. Is it so terrible 
to have him as chairman? I believe he was connected with some 
similar committee in a previous Congress. This is the fourth among 
forty-odd committees where the South predominates. Besides Mr. 
GLOVER, there age, Mr. Lew's of Alabama, Mr. Pratt of Iowa, Mr. 
Smita of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Now noone 
can object to the personnel of a committee of investigation like this; 
nor because they are composed of three southern and two northern 
members. So it seems, sir, that out of some forty committees four or 
five have a majority of members from the South! Is not this horri- 
bly sectional ? 

WHISKY AND ITS CROOKEDNESS. 


Then there is the Committee on Whisky Trials in Saint Louis. Tas 
my friend from Maine ever read the history of these whisky trials? 
W hat a trial it is to go through such crookedness! Have you read 
Bluford Wilson's testimony? Do you know where it strikes? It is 
worse than Jersey lightning when it strikes. [Laughter.] Would 
you have that committee made up entirely of northern men? Well, 
here you have it! Here are the names: Mr. Knorr of Kentucky, Mr. 
Pue es of Connecticut, Mr. GLOVER of Missouri, Mr. COCHRANE of 
Pennsvivania, Mr. MaAcMauon of Ohio, Mr. McCrary of Iowa, and 
Mr. PLaisrep of Maine. On the minority of the committee is per- 
haps the best lawyer on your side of the House, Mr. McCrary. How 
can you complain of that as sectional? Your complaint, if any, ought 
to be in another direction. 

Then we come to the Committee on Federal Offices in Louisiana, I 
think | helped to appoint that committee as Speaker pro tempore. It 
might be thought that on that committee there should be a majority 
of southern members. But no, the proportion of northern to south- 
ern members on that committee is six to three, and upon it is the dis- 
tinguished, pertinacious, and irascible person from Michigan, Mr. 
Concer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. 1 ask that the words of the gentleman be taken 
down. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. COX. L will ask that the gentleman himself may be taken down. 
[Langhter.] I said nothing but what was honorable to him. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 think it would take the whole force of the demo- 
cratic party to do it. 

Mr. COX. The democratic party will not exert itself in that direec- 
tion very much. [Laughter.] Then there is the committee on charges 
against Judge Wylie which Lappointed. It has tive northern members 
and two southern members. Last, there is the committee on charges 
against the Clerk of the House, with four northern members and one 
southern member. So that of all these several committees, except 
four or five, the majority of their members have been chosen from 
the North. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. COX. With the greatest delight. 

Mr. HALE. In making up this majority the gentleman of course 
includes the republican members, who are almost entirely from the 
North. 

Mr. COX. Did not the gentleman know that when I was going 
over the committees? 

Mr. HALE. How is it with the gentleman’s political friends? Do 
not the members from the South constitute the majority of the dem- 
ocratic members on most of the committees ? 

Mr. COX. I think perhaps the majority of the members on the 
democratic side of the House are from the South, and perhaps hap- 
pily for the country, in its sectional emergency. 

Mr. HALE. Happily for the country ? 

A Member. The democratic majority has the greater number from 
the North. 

Mr.COX. That may be so. But is it anything against a man that 
he comes from the South, if he is a good and honest committee-man 
and investigator ? 

Mr. HALE. My point was that the high places in this House were 
given to these gentlemen from the South. 
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18 THE SOUTH IN THE UNION? 

Mr. COX. I have an idea that the South is inside of the Union 
now. I have an idea that they intend to stay. I have an idea that 
they should be treated fairly. If there is to be any criticism at al] 
made upon this list of committees, *t is that our Speaker has leaned 
rather against the South in making up the body of the committees, 
and in favor of the North. Yes, it isso; do not shake your head; 
there is nothing in it, unless I make a mistake. [Laughter.] 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Hae] made an elaborate and, 
as I have already said, a “ hefty” speech on this subject, and there 
is no other way to answer it except by giving these simple facts. 

NOW LET US CARRY THE WAR INTO AFRICA, 

The Cincinnati platform says: 

The national administration merits commendation for its honorable work in the 
management of our domestic and foreign affairs, and President Grant deserves the 
continued and hearty gratitude of the American people for his patriotism and im- 
mense services in war and in peace, 

If that is the case, why did the distinguished ex-colleague of my 
friend from Maine, Mr. Blaine, speak in the way he did about such 
a good man as General Grant and his associates as rogues? Why did 
your party at Cincinnati unload him? Why are you all the time 
unloading? You unloaded a candidate for governor in Indiana the 
other day. What for? What had he done? Does no one answer? 
Why did you unload Ex-Secretary Bristow ? 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the republican party in Indiana followed the 
precedent of the democratic party, which had unloaded their judicial 
ticket. 

Mr. ROBINSON. We unloaded one,and you unloaded four. Your 
men stole $67,000, and your party admitted it, and unloaded them. 
We unloaded one, and are vow 10,000 votes ahead. 

Mr. COX. You see we never defend our rascals; you defend yours 
when they are prosecuted. 

Mr. ROBINSON. You do not know how to defend them. 

Mr. COX. Do not interrupt me again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER in the chair.) The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has the floor. 

Mr. COX. Certainly I have. I do not want to get up any feeling 
on the part of the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from 
Maine. Thespeechof the latter was not worth answering. It was too 
small, too microscopic in its fault-linding with this House. Yet I felt 
bound to doso in defense of our Speaker, who is illand absent. Iwould 
not do so if he were here, and in health to defend himself on the tloor 
from this attack. I feel bound to justify him in this House for the 
unsectional course he pursued in making up the committees of the 
House and in the general justice of his life and character. 

Mr. HALE. I made no personal retlection on the Speaker. I only 
claimed that he was impelled by his party. 

Mr. COX. Well, now, sit down and you will feel better after that 
remark, [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HALE. Doesthe gentleman feel any better for drawing it out? 

Mr. COX. Now, you know you would not allow any interruption 
yourself; but I allowed you to come in whenever you pleased, be- 
cause it does not hurt any one. [Laughter. ] 

In conclusion, and in answer to the remarkable speech which we 
have heard, and which may be called an incarnate ineptitude, [laugh- 
ter,] I say that this House cannot be reproached this session with 
any culpability. It is not amenable to attack for anything except the 
indiscretion and impropriety of some two or three of its appointees. 
These we promptly removed. 

PUBLIC PRINTER DEFENDED. 

Do you not remember that upon a resolution introduced by myself 
the Committee on Printing made an inquiry into the conduct of the 
Government Printing Oflice? That committee convicted your Con- 
gressional Printer; aud he was discharged. Whore-appointed him? 
President Grant, whom you indorse in your platform. Do you in- 
dorse Mr. Clapp’s administration as Printer? You were very prompt 
to get up awhile ago. Do you indorse the appointment of Mr. Clapp 
as Printer to the House and Senate ? 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman want an answer? He seems to 
invite one. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. According to the information I have received from 
members of the minority who took part in that investigation, I un- 
derstand that it was conducted entirely in an unfair, partisan man- 
ner, and that there was really nothing in the facts which warranted 
the removal of Mr. Clapp. 

Mr. COX. Did not the Senate and the House, by a legislative act, 
agree that he onght to go out? 

Mr. HALE. The House did. 

Mr.COX. And the Senate concurred by its conferees. You cannot 
deny it. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman mean to say that the Senate ac- 
ceded to the position taken by the House upon that report of the com- 
mittee that conducted the printing investigation ? 

Mr. COX. I did not say that. I say that on the sundry civil bill 
both Houses agreed that Mr. Clapp should go out. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate agreed that this office should be filled by 
presideutial appointwent; and I believe it should. I voted for that 
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principle in the committee of conference, as I would again ; and the | I think I never served with him. But I have known good members 


President has re-appointed the same man. 

Mr. COX. You approve of that appointment, do you? 
dorse the appointment of Mr. Clapp? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly I do. 

Mr. COX. You do? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Well, that is the last feather on the camel’s back. You 
are not the man to have made the speech you did. Imight read upon 
you the report of the Committee on Printing and convince you that 
vou indorse that which is very, very wrong. You ought to know bet- 
ter, if you have read the reports. 

Mr. HALE. What does the minority report hold ? 

Mr. COX. O, well, we have had all that thoronghly discussed. 
The Senate and the House acted on it. The President has re-ap- 
pointed your man; and now you indorse the Executive in putting 
this printing business again in his charge after the exposures made in 
this House. 

Mr. BALLOU. 
Clapp was re-appointed. 

Mr. COX. I cannot yield further. 

Mr. BALLOU. I say that there is not a particle of evidence from 
the beginning of that examination to the end to show that the Pub- 
lic Printer was not an honest, faithful officer. 

Mr. COX. How often must I try to speak withont being inter- 
rupted? I have not interrupted any gentleman on the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
proceed, 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I would like to say one word, if the gentle- 
man from New York will allow me. 

Mr. COX. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. If the evidence of Mr. Clapp, the Congres- 
sional Printer, and that of one man from New York, Mr. Garner, be 
taken side by side they will be found to substantiate the very mate- 
rial charge made in the report of the majority of the Commirtee 
on Printing. To establish the majority of those charges nothing 
more is necessary than the testimony of Mr. Clapp himseif, and that 
of the man in New York, from whom he made h‘s purchases. 
not refer to the recent editorial comments of the New York Times 
and other leading newspapers of the country, East as well as West, 
and the Chronicle, of this city. 


Do you in- 


¢ 


Mr. BALLOU? I wish to say there is no foundation for the state- | 


ment just made by the gentleman from Ohio; there is no evidence to 
sustain if. 

Mr. COX. I have been in this House sixteen years and have never 
had a chance to close a debate until this session, Ll have never hada 
chance to speak without interruption, though IL scarcely ever inier- 
rupt anybody. 

DISMISSAL OF COMMISSIONER PRATT AND HIS SUCCESSOR. 


What [ want next to say is this: Mr. Pratt was dismissed as Com- 

missioner of Internal Revenue, was he not? At least indirectly? 

Am I right? 
A MEMBER. 
A MEMBER. 


He resigned. 
Do not interrupt him. 
Mr. COX. Why don’t you come forward, if you want to? [Langh- 
ter.] Who was put in his place? A General Boum. [Laughter. } 
A Member. No, Raum, of Illinois. 
Mr. COX. Well, Mr. Raum, of liinois, was put in his place. What 
is he known for? For sending a dispatch about the whisky trials. 


That is all I can recollect about him, except that he was in one of our | 


Congresses, which was not very creditable. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has been here sixteen years and 
ought to remember his colleagues. 


Mr. COX. Can I not have my chance on the floor without inter- | 


ruption ? 

Mr. CONGER. He has been with the gentleman on this floor and 
he ought to remember him. 

Mr. COX. I was not in that Congress and do not know anything 
about him. All I know of him is the fact that he did congratulate 
the men who were engaged in crooked matters in Saint Louis. Do 
you approve of putting him in and turning such a man as Judge Pratt 
out? Do you suppose the people of Indiana who know Judge Pratt 
approve of that? Everybody in Indiana who knows Judge Pratt, 
respects him as an honest man. I have known him myself to act iu 
relations of private trust. He is known as the honest man. Almost 
singular in that State, and in that respect, is he thusknown. But you 
could not stand him in that very remarkable Department. [ Laugh- 
ter.) Why? 

GENERAL RAUM AND THE CROOKED DISPATCH. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him if he 

knows anything in the world in the character or reputation of Mr. 


Raum that is not that of a high-minded, honorable, and honest man? | 
; X. I have said that all I know of him in the world is a | 
printed dispatch in relation to these whisky trials which he sent as a | 


Mr. COX. 


congratulation. 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. The gentleman must remember that 
he was a gallant ofticer in the Union Army. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from New York ought to remem- 
ber that he served in Congress with us. 

Mr. COX. He may have been a good member of Congress, though 


The gentleman from New York has asked why Mr. | 


I need | 


of Congress turn out afterward to be very bad men. 


{ Laughter. ] 


I do not say he was not a good member of Congress, but I do say that 
all I know about him is the congratulations to the crooked people at 


Saint Louis. 


{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD, of Dlinois. He was in the Union Army. 

Mr. COX. He may have been a good soldier. I do not say any- 
thing against the soldier. What I say is that Judge Pratt was some- 


how turned out and another gentleman put in his place, and all I 





know of the man put in his place is that he sent this congratulatory 
telegraphic dispatch. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from New York 
yield to me in that connection and for this reason—— 

Mr. COX. To vindicate anything personal, I will. 

Mr. CANNON, of Llinois. Not at all; but General Raum is from 
my State. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; I know that. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I merely wish to say this: He is well 
known in my State, and there is not a man in Illinois who has a bet- 
ter reputation as an honest man and an able man thareGeneral Raum. 

Mr. COX. Butis it not so of Judge Pratt, of Indiana? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I understand so. 

Mr. COX. Then why isone put out and the other put in? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am not speaking of that matter. I am 
only speaking as a c:tizen of Ilinois and as a Representative of Ili- 


| nois, and defending General Raum against the imputation the gentle- 


man makes against his character. 

Mr. COX. I did not make any imputation, sir; I know nothing of 
him, except so far as that dispatch is concerned. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. Then I have nothing to say. 

Mr. COX. Of course you have nothing to say. [Langhter.] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have only defended him. 

AN UNUSUAL ARRANGEMENT FOR INTERPELLATIONS, 

Mr.COX. Don’t you shake your finger at me that way. 
ter.] I will get scared if you do. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. With the permission of the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 
the floor and will proceed without interruption. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will agree to put his hands in his 
pockets, he ean goon. [Great laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the floor, and will 


[ Langh- 


| proceed, 


Mr. CANNON, of I'linois, rose. 

Mr. COX. My friend must speak, if at all, by following my re- 
quest and condition, and putting his hands in his pocket. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Ihave both my hands in my pockets now. 
L[Laughter.] And I only want to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 
the floor. 

Mr. COX. I will yield for one remark only. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to say this: I did not seek to in- 


| terrnpt the gentleman to make any point or to attempt to make any 


point, if I were capable of doing so. I do not often interrupt gentle 
men on the floor of this House; but when the gentleman makes a 
remark by innuendo—— 

THE ARRANGEMENT BROKEN. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has his hand out of his pocket and is 
shaking his finger at me again. [Great laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor and must not be interrupted. The Chair will not permit it any 
longer. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman thinks that is very 
courteous or smart—— 

Mr. COX. I claim the floor after that remark. [Laughter. ]} 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman ought not to cut me off 
that way, although he has the right to do it. 

Mr. COX. When you abuse my courtesy I want you to be quietly 
seated while I proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ulinois. Very well, if you decline to yield fur- 
ther—— 


Mr. COX. I have yie!ded to you more than I ever did to any man 


| for the same amount of frivolous idea. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Thank you. 

WHY GOVERNOR JEWELL WENT OUT. 

Mr COX. Now, again, I want to know why Governor Jewell of 
Connecticut was compelled to resign. What wasthat for? Because 
he said the country would not stand these strange removals and this 
curious conduct; nothing else. And yet the gentleman from Illinois 
and others defend the administration of General Grant. Not one of 
them dare to go back upon the resolution of indorsement of General 
Grant at Cincinnati. Not one of the whole of that side of the House 
has yet been heard to take back one word of that platform eulogy 
touching General Grant 

Mr. WELLS, of M ssissippi, rose, 

Mr. COX. And his services in peace as well asin war. A gentle- 
man over there shakes his head. He does not believe in the Admin- 
istration ? 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. 





I do. I do not tak» back one word. 
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THE ADMINISTRATION INDORSED. 

Mr. COX. Then you come within my category. 
that side has failed to defend the Administration. Not one. That 
was my remark. You all stand by it. And thereby you stand by 
the removal of Pratt; you stand by the removal of the collector at 


Not a man on 


Philadelphia who bore the same relation as Bristow and Wilson, and | 


the appointment of another in his place who bore a different relation. 
You stand by the accepted resignation and acquittal of Belknap. 
You stand by the enforced resignation of Bristow. You stand by the 
removal of Jewell. Youstand by the removal of Bluford Wilson ; of 
Yaryan, (laughter ;] of all that class of men who were trying to pun- 
ish the guilty and uphold the laws. Is there any one to challenge 
this remark? You have favored to-day the retention of General Bab- 
cock in office, as well as in your platform, by the indorsement of the 
Administration. You have to-day on the floor showed yourselves in 
favor of the retention of the Public Printer, Mr. Clapp, who has been 
recommended for indictment. All through this beautiful civil-serv- 
ice business, from one end of it to the other, you have manfally stood 
up for the Cincipnati platform indorsing the Administration, I honor 
you for it. Whyshould you not? 
tive man. Babcock and Belknap are your representative men. 
tow is not your representative man, or he would not have been dis- 
carded here and at Cincinnati. 

When you say it has cost a million dollars for investigation this 
session you thereby give that amount of credit to the democratic 
party and to this side of the House for undertaking with all the en- 
ergy of Hercules to clean out the Augean stables. 

Now, sir, why is it when we are closing up the session you filibuster, 
as on yesterday, again and again, to prevent a full and prompt re- 
port of these investigations? Why is it that, failing to stop these re- 


ports, you try to make up to-day for your gross delinquencies as | 


public servants by trivial excases and small assaults on the constitu- 
tion and conduct of this body ? 
make that sort of a speech which Mirabean once designated when he 
described hasty will-making—* Ab tralo, ab imbecilli, a territo, a deli- 
rante.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Giveus the translation. 

Mr. COX. A speech angry, imbecile, fearful, and crazy. 
that classic remark I conclude. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker—— 

Many members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being demanded, 
the question is on the motion to adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
five minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


With 


PETITION. 
The following petition was presented at the Clerk’s desk under the 
rule, and referred as stated : 
By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of the several clerks of the 
comuittees of the House of Representatives, for an equalization of 
the pay of committee clerks, to the Committee of Accounts, 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 9, 1876. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Alexander 
Moitit, Theodore F. Wilson, James M. Thompson, and 22 other citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, praying for the appointment of 
a joint committee of three, one from the Senate and two from the 
Honse, to continue and tinish the investigation of the charges made 
against the management of the Government Hospital for the Insane, 
the same having been partially considered aud some proofs taken ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

WILLIAM H. FRENCH, JR. 


Mr. OGLESBY. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 3856) for the relief of William H. French, 
ir United States Ariny, late Indian agent at Crow Creek, Dakota, 
nave had the same under consideration and instruct me to report it 
without amendment. There are several papers from the Department 
upon the subject. The bill is not one appropriating any money, but 
simply is to settle the accounts of this man. His accounts have been 
waiting at the Treasury for a long time to be settled, and it would be 
very agreeable to me to have the Senate take up the bill and pass it 
now. Itisa matter taking no money out of the Treasury, but simply 
settles an account. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It is an authority to the proper ac- 
counting officer of the Treasury to adjust and settle the property ac- 
counts of William H. French, jr., late Indian agent at Crow Creek, 
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| going out of his department. 
| dred and twenty-one cattle, and French gave him a memorandum of 


| after French, and the cattle were delivered to Livingston. 


General Grant is your representa- | 
Bris- | 


AvuGust 9, 


Dakota Territory ; and if it shall be made clearly to appear that John 

A. Morrow, who was a contractor for furnishing supplies of beef-cat- 
| tle to the Indian agencies, has delivered to Henry F. Livingston, agent 
at Crow Creek, beef-cattle in lieu of 422,100 pounds, which he de- 
livered to William H. French, agent, on 9th November, 1870, at Crow 
Creek, and for which Morrow afterward got receipts from Living- 
ston, and collected from the Government on both, then the account 
ing officer shall be authorized to give French credit in his settlement 
accordingly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is there a report in this case ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report accompanying 
the bill. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The facts are these: French, the agent, was about 
The man Morrow delivered four hun- 


the fact merely. Morrow collected from the Department the valne of 
the cattle on that memorandum. Livingston came in immediately 
Living- 
ston gave Morrow another receipt. Morrow collected on both receipts. 
Afterward Morrow agreed with the Department to deliver a second 
lot of 421,000 pounds of beef-cattle on the foot. The Department ac- 





partment, 


Why does the gentleman from Maine | 


| 
Mr. INGALLS. As the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunpDs] is 
not in his seat, I suggest that that go over. 


cepted the offer: the cattle were delivered and, as the papers show, 
received by Livingston and reported to the Bureau, The second lot 
was delivered as the first lot, but French in the mean time had been 
charged on his memorandum and is still charged in the Treasury De- 
All his other accounts have been settled, as the second lot 
had been delivered in fulfillment of the receipts, and the account 
completed. This bill simply authorizes the Treasury Department to 


| give French credit for the charge against him on the first receipt or 


inemorandum. 
Mr. SARGENT. It involves no expenditure, I understand ? 
Mr. OGLESBY. Not a dollar. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That John H. Russell have leave to withdraw the papers in the matter 
of bis claim against the United States for the destruction of the steamboat J. H. 
Russell while, as alleged, in the military service of the United States. 


THE CALENDAR. 


I move that the Senate proceed now under the 
Anthony rule to consider the unobjected cases on the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Mr. CONKLING. 


The Calendar will be resumed at 
the point where its consideration was last suspended. 

The Cuter CLERK. The first business on the Calendar is the reso- 
lution instructing the Committee on Commerce to inquire what leg- 
islation is necessary to regulate the immigration into the United 
States of persons from foreign countries and to prevent the intro- 
duction of pauperism aud immorality into the ports of the United 
States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over. 
MOBES MARSHALL, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 795) to enable 
Moses Marshail to make application to the Commissioner of Patents 
for the extension of letters-patent for improvement in knitting-ma- 
chines; which wasread the second time and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It gives leave to Moses Marshall, of Lowell, Mas- 
sachusetts, to make application to the Commissioner of Patents for 
an extension of the letters-patent granted to him for an improvement 
in knitting-machines, dated the 15th day of March, 1853, for the term 
of seven years from and after the date of the extension by the Com- 
missioner of Patents; the application to be made in the same manner 
and to have the same effect asif the same had been filed not less than 
ninety days before the expiration of the original term of the patent ; 
and upon such application so filed the Commissioner of Patents is to 
consider and determine the same in the same manner and with the 
same effect as if the application had been duly filed within the time 
prescribed by law and as if the original term of the patent had not 
expired; but no person is to be held liable for the infringement of 
the lettters-patent, if extended, for making use of the invention since 
the expiration of the original term of the letters-patent and prior to 
the date of the extension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question upon the passage of 
the bill, and declared that the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I ask that the vote be taken again. This is a 
very meritorious case, one that was agreed upon unanimonsly by the 
committee. It has been reported by two committees of the Senate 
unanimously. 

The bill was passed. 

SHELDON 8. HARTSHORN. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 796) for the re- 
| lief of the heirs of Sheldon 8. Hartshorn ; which was read the second 
time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
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Commissioner of Patents to bear and determine the petition or appli- 
cation of the heirs of Sheldon 8. Hartshorn for an extension of let- 
ters-patent for an improvement in buckles, No. 1321s, for the term of 
seven years from and after the 10th of July, 1876, when the letters- 
patent expired; and upon due notice to the public, according to the 
practice of the Patent Office in cases of extension, the Commissioner | 
shall have full power and authority to hear and determine the same; 
and after such hearing, if the Commissioner shall decide that the pe- 
tition or application ought to be granted, he is authorized and em- 
powered to extend the letters-patent for seven years from and after | 
the 10th of July, 1876, to the heirs of Shelton S. Hartshorn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. WITHERS. I should like to hear the circumstances of this | 
case. Here are two or three bills extending patents, which I am on 
pl inciple opposed to. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
torious case ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report being read ? 

Mr. WITHERS. 
mittee. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The report is very short; let it be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Wap- 
LEIGH, from the Committee on Patents, May 2: 


It is a meritorious case. 
Do the whole committee say that it is a meri- 


Yes; the committee were unanimous in the 
Does the Senator insist upon the 


Yes; or a statement by the chairman of the com- 





The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred tho petition of the heirs of 
Sheldon 8. Hartshorn for extension of patent, report: 

The petitioners, six in number, are the children of Hartshorn, the inventor. The 
invention was for an improved buckle, which has been valuable to the public, as it 
has reduced the price from $1.25 to thirty cents per gross, besides furnishing a 
much superior article. Very little was realized by the inventor during the first 
term of the patent, owing to his want of means to promote the business. He dicd, 
leaving very little property, and the children received only $500 each for their in 
terest in this and two other patents. All that the inventor and his children have 
ever received for the whole term of this patent will not exceed $3,500. In view of 
the benetits received by the public by having a much superior article for one-fourth 
the former cost, the committee are of opinion that a fair remuneration has not been 
received for the invention, and recommend the passage of a bill authorizing the 
Commissioner of Patents to hear said case, and to decide upon the same according 
to the practice of the Patent Oilice in cases of extension, due notice having been 
given to the public, as in other cases of extension. 


Mr. BOGY. I will not consume the time of the Senate in saying 
anything in opposition to the extension of this patent; I will satisfy 
myself by calling for the yeas and nays. I am opposed to the exten- 
sion of patents as a general proposition. There may now and then 
be a case where it is a matter of absolute right; but as a general 
proposition, I am entirely opposed to the extension of patents. The 
reasons given in this report are the stereotyped reasons given in every 
case, that for the want of means or from some other cause the inven- 
tor has not been sufficiently remunerated. I do know the facts to be, 
and we feel it in my section of the country perhapsmore than any other 
section, where we are annoyed with an endless multiplicity of pa- 
tents for everything. The farmer can use no implement of hus- 
bandry but what it is patented. We can have no machinery intro- 
duced upon any of our steamboats, from the boiler to the upper- 
deck, but what is patented. There is an annoyance in that way, and 
it is attended also with enormous expense and cost. I do know that 
the farming interest of my section of the country is borne down by 
patents applicable to agricultural implements. 

For these reasons, stated. briefly, | am opposed to the extension of 
this patent, as I am opposed to the extension of patents as a general 
proposition, saying at the same time that there may now and then be 
a case where an extension is a matter of justice. I will not consume 
any time. I shall be satisfied with calling for the yeas and nays and 
having my vote recorded in opposition to this extension. 

Mr, CONKLING. I sympathize with everything my friend says; 
so de the Senate, and I think the Committee on Patents governs itself 
accordingly for it reports only exceptional cases. I rose, however, 
to ask the Senator not to call at this moment for the yeas and nays. 
Ile will understand why I make that suggestion. We want to get 
along with the Calendar if we can; and in the interest of the Calen-* 
dar, I ask him not to insist on the yeas and nays, for if it turns out 
that the Senate finds itself without a quorum we defeat the morning 
hour for this purpose. I am told this is a matter about a suspender- 
buckle which a very credible man explained to me who told me the | 
facts in regard to it. Taking the facts as stated, I hardly think the 
Senator would consider this a case which should not fall within the | 
exception to the rule. 

Mr. BOGY. Iam not disposed to resist the application made by | 
the Senator from New York. I have explained my view and the view | 
I believe of every Sevator from my section of the country. I there- | 
fore will not insist upon the yeas and nays for the reason suggested 
by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will state that the views expressed by the 
Senator from Missouri are the views of every member of the commit- | 
tee; but they found that this was a case which was an exception. 

Mr. WITHERS. So far as I understand the reading of the report, 
the only exceptional ground on which this application is based is 
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| his interest in the patent away. 


| makes money out of it. 


| to outsell those of fereign countries in their own market. 
| no reason why in this case there should not be this encouragement 





that suflicient remuneration has not been paid to the patentee. It 
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seems to me that the patent having been once extended and ainple 
facilities and every opportunity given to the patentee to realize a 
profit from it, if it is used as extensively as is indicated, the patentee 
must have reslized a considerable protit from it, unless he assigned 
I know that that is a very ordinary 
way of procedure in such cases. The patentee parts with his patent, 
some company gets it and makes a large amount of money out of it, 


; and then about the time the patent expires and it becomes necessary 


that it should be extended again, an arrangement is made with the 
original patentee to come forward and state that he has only received 
a small sum of money, not sufficient to remunerate him for the time 
and labor expended in getting up the patent. He is the ostensible 
applicant, and if the patent is extended the same company that has 
previously enjoyed the monopoly of the business takes it again and 
I am opposed myself to this kind of thing. 
I believe that legislation ought not to be as liberal as it has been in 
that direction, and therefore I cannot regard this as an exceptional 
case to what I regard as a good rule. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Committee on Patents as now constituted 


| certainly would not recommend the passage of a bill in any such caso 
| as the Senator from Virginia supposes. 


This is not such a case, 


Mr. WITHERS. I am perfectly aware that the Committee on 


| Patents would not knowingly do it, but it seems to me it is almost 


impossible to know whether such an arrangement exists or not. 
Mr. WADLEIGH. There has been no case before the committee 
where they have not specially investigated that very thing, and ap- 


| plications have been refused again and again on the ground that the 


public had paid enough. In this case there has been no amount of 
any consequence realized from this invention, which is a valuable one 
to American manufacturers, and which has enabled our manufacturers 
There is 


and this compensation given to these poor children. 

Mr. WITHERS. LI ask whether the patentee has sold or parted with 
his patent? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. He has not. The committee certainly would 
not have recommended the passage of this bill in that case, 

Mr. WITHERS. If it is used so extensively it seems to me he ought 
to have realized considerable profit. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Itis only recently that it has come into such use. 
There has been no case reported by this committee where there were 
rot special circumstances which justified the passage of the bill. I 
will agree to every word the Senator from Virginia has said and that 
the Senator from Missouri has said. With every word of theirs the 
committee fully agree, and they have acted upon those principles. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I voted against the bill which has just passed 
to enable Moses Marshall to make application to the Commissioner of 
Patents for the extension of letters-patent for an improvement in 
knitting-machines, and I shall certainly vote against this, and I vote 
against this not in consequence of any wrong-doing on the part of 
the committee; I vote against this extension and against this bill on 
the report of the committee just as the report has been made and 
read here tothe Senate. Taking every word they have said in the 
report, I think it makes no case whatever authorizing Congress to 
extend this patent-right. It is just precisely the case which every 
patentee can make and will make before the Committee on Patents. 

The parties have received $3,500 for this patent-right for suspender- 
buckles, the distinguished Senator from New York said, I believe; 
and the committee say thev do not think this enough pay for that 
patent-right for buckles. It has simply come to a question of remu- 
neration. If a patentee in his first seventeen years now, or fourteen 
then, does not make a fortune ont of his patent-right, Congress ex- 
tends it. It just simply is a question whether he makes much money 
or makes little out of his patent right. I think there is no occasion 
in the world for passing this bill and granting the relief prayed for 
here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

LANDS IN KLAMATHI INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The next bill on the Calender was the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to adjust 
the claims of the owners of lands within the limits of the Klamath 
Indian reservation in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CONKLING. That will lead to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a short case; of course it involves 
long debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


PROOFS IN 


The question is on the passage of 


The bill will go over. 
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2041) to amend 


| section 2291 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Senator having that bill in 
charge has no objection to its going over, 

Mr. KELLY. No; this is a House bill that I desire to have passed. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will it not lead to debate? 

Mr. KELLY. Not at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I reserve the right to object if it shall lead to 
debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for information. 

The bill was read. 
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Mr. BOUTWELL. I think that bill cannot be understood in all its 
bearings without debate. I must therefore object to its considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. | 

Mr. KELLY. IEsubmit that it is too late to object. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tcmpore. 
served the right to object. 

Mr. KELLY. bat not for the Senator from Massachusetts ; only 
for himself. I will say that thisis avery important bill. It was pre- | 
pared because the Legislature of Iowa instructed its Senators and | 
Representatives to urge it. It is a very important bill. | 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will not | 
insist on his objection. This is a bill simply authorizing homestead 
settlers to go before the judge of the proper court and make their 
proof and transmit it to the registers and receivers, instead of travel- 
ing, as they are obliged to do, two or three or four hundred miles to 
make this proof before the receiver. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. So Ll understand; but I think the Senate can- 
not pass upon the bill without some Webate, I do not know that I 
shall be opposed to the bill; and yet I fear that I shall be. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think the Senator would be opposed to it | 
if he understood it. | 

Mr.HARVEY. The bill was carefully considered in the Committee | 
on Public Lands and I assure the Senator from Massachusetts that | 
nothing is in the bill but what the Senater from Iowa states. Iam | 
satisfied all the people of the States and Territories where there are 
public lands desire its passage. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I will withdraw the objection and let the bill | 
be considered. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported the bill with amend- 
ments, | 

The first amendment was in line 11, of section 1, after the word | 
“State,” to insert the words “or Territory ;” 
word “made” 
receiver of;” 


The Senator from New York re- 


in line 13, after the | 
to strike out “at” and insert “ before the register or 
so as to make the section read: 


That the proof of residence, ocenpation, or cultivation, the affidavit of non-alien- 
ation and the oath of allegiance required to be made by section 2291 of the Revised | 
Statutes may be made before the jude, or, in his absence, before the clerk, of any 
court of record of the county and State, or district and Territory, in which the 
lands are situated; and if said lands are situated in any unorganized county, such 
proof may be made in a similar manner in any adjacent county in said State or Ter 
ritory; and the proof, affidavit. and oath, when so made and duly subscribed, shall 
have the same force and effect as if made before the register or receiver of the 
proper land district; and the same shall be transmitted by such judge, or the clerk 
of his court, to the register and the receiver, with the fee and charges allowed by 
law to him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 3, after the word “reg- 
ister,” to strike out the words * with his oflicial seal attached ;” so as 
to make the section read: 

That said proof, atlidavits, and oaths shall be properly tiled in the land office by 


the regis er; and copies thereof certified to by the register shall be evidence of 
their contents in the courts of any State or of the United States. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLY. I move a furtber amendment to be added to the first 
section : 

And the register and receiver shall be entitled to the same fees for examining | 
and approving said testimony as are now allowed by law for the same service. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KELLY, the title was amended so as to read: “A | 
bill to amend section 2291 of the Revised Statutes of the United States | 
in relation to the proof required in homestead entries.” 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (8. No.779) to provide for the sale of 
the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians in | 
the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the House amendments be concurred 
in by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be reported. 

The Curer CLerk. The House amendments are in section 3, line 
3, after the word “ offer,” to insert: 

One hundred and twenty thousand acres from the western side of. 


In section 4, line 3, after the words “ per annum,” to strike out the 
following words: 


Except such portion thereof as the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval 
of the President, may deem necessary to be immediately expended in removing 
said Indians to the Indian Territory, procuring a reservation for their use, and pro- 
viding thereon homes and means of support. 


And in lieu therefor to insert : 


Which income shall be expended for the benefit of said tribes under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Lutorior. 
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| thereof; anc 


| to consider it can be offered than the present moment. 


AUGUST 9, 


Add to the bill: 


Sec. 7. That whenever the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri tribe of Indians shall, in 
open council, in the usaal manner, express their consent thereto, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall be, and hereby is, authorized, in like manner and upon the same 
terms prescribed in the preceding sections of this act, to cause to be otfered for sale 
a portion of their reservation lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, not ey 
ceeding in quantity ten sections of land, to be taken from the westorn portion 

\ the proceeds arising therefrom shall be used for the benetit of said 
tribes, as the Secretary of the Literior may direct. 


Mr. CONKLING. 
up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendments of the ITouse. 

Mr. CONKLING. We are proceeding under the order of the Sen- 
ate with the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. = This is a conference report. 

Mr. CONKLING. =I beg pardon, a conference report is not a matter 
of privilege in the Senate. I shall not object to it if it will take no 
time; but I do insist on the regular order being observed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This will take no time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. I reserve my right to object to it if 


May I inquire for what purpose is this bill taken 


For the purpose of concurring in 


| it does take time. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
of this agreement. 
Mr. PADDOCK. 


I ask the Senator from Nebraska to state the effect 


All the difference there is between the bill passed 


| by the Senate and the bill as amended by the House is this: the Sen- 


ate bill provided for the sale of the entire Otoe reservation, embrac- 
ing about one hundred and sixty thousand acres. The Quakers who 
have charge of that reservation and the Indians upon it advised tho 
House not to grant the right to sell the whole reservation, but to re- 
serve 40,000 acres, upon which the improvements of the Indians are, 
in order that the Indians might remain there and not be removed. 
It was the wish of the Quakers and of the Indian Office that the bill 


| should be passed in its present form, and so I think it best to accede 


to their wish. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have only to say that we ought not to accede to 
their request. This Indian reservation onght to be sold and these 
Indians removed to the Indian Territory, as the Senate bill provides. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If it was practicable to pass the bill in that form 
and to accomplish the result that my friend speaks of and that he 
desires, I should infinitely prefer that it should be done; but the 
whole question is left at any rate to the Indians to determine in open 
council whether they will accept the proposition at all, and the in- 
fluence I speak of being always exercised to the end that I have 
spoken of, which is the end the House has in view, I think it would re- 
sult in absolute failure. I hope my friend will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not insist. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House to the bill. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


GEORGE E. PAYNE. 


Mr. CONKLING. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be reported, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 809) referring the 
claim of George E. Payne to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I object to the present consideration of that 
bill. 

Mr. WEST. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw his 
objection to the consideration of the bill. I have not asked the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the consideration of any business out of tho 
regular order. I have waited patiently to get the opportunity to 
bring this case before the Senate. It is now here, and no better time 
It is the re- 
sult of a ten years’ examination and solicitation on the part of this 
claimant to get his right before Congress and before the law, and I 
trust the Senator will not interpose a technical objection to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I have some knowledge of this claim, having 
had occasion to investigate it several years ago; but I will withdraw 
the objection and allow it to be considered, and if the Senate agree 
to pass it, very well. 

The bill was read the second time and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. By its terms the claim of George E. Payne, for the 
wrongful seizure and detention of his sugar plantation and other 
property by military orders of the United States in 162, with his 
petition and all the papers relating thereto, are referred to the Court 
of Claims, and the court is authorized and empowered to adjudge and 
determine, after hearing all evidence, what amount of damages, if 
auy, are legally due to the claimant by reason of the seizure and de- 
tention of his property, and to render judgment therefor. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Is there any report with the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Let it be read. 

Mr. WEST. The reading of the report, the Senator is aware, will 
take half an hour. 

Mr, BOUTWELL. 


Very likely it may. It is a claim made by a 
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man who was in Louisiana during the war who was involved in the 


eral BANKs’s army, I think, and for one I am perfectly well satisfied 
that he is notentitled to any remuneration under that claim and that 
it ought not to be referred to any tribunal. If I have made any mis- 
take, it is in allowing it to be considered. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Massachusetts is scarcely correct in 
saying that this is a claim for slaves, because the Senator knows and 


he should know that no such claim could receive under the Constitu- | 


tion any consideration by a committee of this body. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I say the claim was for slaves and mules. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Not at all. I recollect very well the claim 
made by Mr. Payne was for slaves and mules taken away before the 
emancipation of the slaves. I am not in error about that. It was 
before the Committee on Claims years ago in that fori. 

Mr.WEST. If Mr. Payneever made aclaim for slaves, certainly that 
claim is not before the Senate now for consideration. Here isa claim 
passed upon by the Commiitee on Claims of this body, reported by 
the Senator from Oregon, (Mr. MITCHELL, ] and undoubtedly meeting 
the sanction and the unanimous sanction of that committee. 
character of the claim is this: The claimant’s plantation was taken 
possession of by the United States Government in the year 1562 and was 
run by the Government; the protits derived from it and all the prop- 
erty upon it sequestered for the use of the Government; and subse- 
quently this claimant, in making his claim to the Treasury, was al- 
lowed a certain amount, but not the full amount that he claimed. 
Now he wishes to submit whatever he has a right to go to the Court of 
Claims, and this is simply a bill to allow him, as has been allowed in 
other cases over and over again in favor of loyal people, to take his 
case to the Court of Claims, and of course, if it is necessary, to the 
Supreme Court of the United States to be adjudicated on. Cannot 
this Congress trust its courts, cannot this Congress trust its Court of 
Claims and the Supreme Court of the United States todo justice be- 
tween a claimant and the United States?) When this man has been 
debarred by your statutes from any other recourse, shut out from 


upon the officers making the aggression and the trespass on his prop- 
erty by your own statutes, and he appeals to your own courts fora 
justification of his rights, is he to be shut out on any technical pre 
text that at some time or other somebody else or perhaps hiniself 
made a claim for slaves ? 

fhis man has heen before Congress, to my certain knowledge, for 
ten years. He is testified to by the highest and most unquestioned 
authority, both in respect to his integrity and to his loyalty. Three 
times this case has been before various Congresses. Three times has 
it been subinitted and twice has it been partially and ence completely 
acted upon by the Committee on Claims. Can you do any wrong in 
submitting to your own arbitration whether he has any right or not 
and whether the Government of the United States should pay him for 
the wrongs that have beendone him? Ithinkrot. I think to reject 
this case now as it stands ts to virtually acknowledge that you have 
no confidence in your courts even up to the supremest tribunal of the 
land. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, this is not a claim for slaves. 
Certainly a claim of that kind would have received no consideration 
at the hands of the Committee on Claims. There is nothing in the 


papers from beginning to end, whether in the memorial or in any of | 


the papers filed from the Department, and I have examined them all, 
that makes any kind of reference to slaves or a claim for slaves. 
Nothing of that kind. The claim received the careful consideration 
of the Committee on Claims and the report made, I may be permitted 
to say, received the unanimous approval of that committee. It is 
a very lengthy story and one that cannet be told in the morning 
hour. 

The sum and substance of the whole thing, however, is that in 1862 
Mr. Payne’s plantation, lying in the State of Louisiana, was seized 
under military order and turned over to the ofticers of the Govern- 
ment, first to the agents of the Treasury Department, then to the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, part of the time it was in the possession of the 
quartermaster’s agents, and so on and so forth. His property was 
held and managed by these several agents of different Departments 
of the Government for several years, they receiving all the proceeds 
of the plantation, a part of which was put into the Treasury of the 
United States and part of that paid into the Treasury has been paid 
to Mr. Payne. Some six thousand and odd dollars, as shown from the 
records of the Treasury Department received by that Department as 
part of the proceeds of the plantation, has never yet been paid to Mr. 
Payne and is in the Treasury of the United States to-day. That 
one question, 

This bill, reperted by the committee, proposed to submit the whole 


Is 


question to the Court of Claims in order that that court may investi- | 


gute the matter and if they find under the law and under the facts 
that anything is due Mr. Payne, to award it to him. 

As was stated by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. West, ] this cer- 
tainly can work no injustice to the Government. We ought to be will! 
ing to trust our courts, and it doesseem to me, if any case ought to be 
submitted to the consideration of that tribunal, this is one. Mr. 
Payne comes here with a very high character, indorsed by our pres 
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| ent Secretary of State in the 
rebellion, who claimed for mules and slaves that were taken by Gen- | 


| bells, 


The | 


| over $26,000 that he was then owing toa northern creditor, 


| all that kind of 


| thei, or even to present them fully tot 
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follow ing language in a letter I find 
among the papers, written not recently : 


New York 


, esq 


April 27, 1864, 

of Louisiana, a 
wr whom I have ever 

gentleman of charact and ent 


My Dear Sir: Pe 


gentlem 


rinit me to 
n [have known for 
entertained high respect. He is a 
dence 

With great respect 


m wh 
itled to conti- 


your obedic 


HMAMILTON FISH 
Hon. W. H. SEwWarp 


Secretary of State 


Numerous other testimonies of equally high character are among 


| papers, from the State of New York, from San Francisco, where Mr. 


Payne lived for a number of years, and also fromthe State of Louisi- 
ana. It appears from the file that Mr. P 
loyal man in the fullest sense of the term during the war 
an order was issued directing instance plantation 


testimony on ay 


; that when 


was a 


bells, for 


sto be run intorebel cannon-balls, 


that all 
should be sent to New Orlean 


| Mr. Payne declined to conform to the order and sutlered persecution 


in various ways from the confederate authorities. I will state also 
that this plantation was, as I claim after a full investigation of the 
whole case, pot liable to seizure at all; and that is one question to be 
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question of loyalty under the circumstances which then existed. 
When this claim was presented years ago, [ recollect very distinctly 
that Mr. Payne set forth that in 1362 his slaves and mules were driven 
away from his plantation by the Army of the United States, and al 
though, perhaps, he did not make a claim for the slaves, he set up 


that as one fact in the history of the case. About that there is no 


| mistake. 
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Mr. BOUTWELL. 


made president of this board, The order is: 


{General Order No. 91.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE GULF, 
New Orleans, November 9, 1°62. 
The commanding general being informed, and believing, that the district wert of 
the Mississippi River, lately taken possession of by the United States troops, is 
most largely occupied by persons disloyal to the United States, and whose property 
has become liable to confiscation under the acts of Congress and the proclamation 
of the President, and that sales and transfers of said property are being made for 
the purpose of depriving the Government of the same, has determined, in order to 
secure the rights of all persons as well as those of the Government, and for the 
purpose of enabling the crops now growing to be taken care of and secured, and 
the unemployed laborers to be set at work and provision made for the payment of 


th: ir labor 
To order as follows: 
ap)” ae ae 


@* te 

oe & * 

4. Every loyal citizen or neutral foreigner who shall be found in actual possession 
and ownership of any property in said district, not having acquired the same by any 
title since the Isth day of September last— 

And Mr. Payne had not acquired title to his property “since the 
18th day of September last,” as I very well recollect— 
may have his property returned or delivered to him without sale, upon establish- 
ing his condition to the judgment of the commission, 

That one fact is to my mind conelusive proof that Mr. Payne him- 
self was conscious at that time that he could not establish his loy- 
alty and bring himself within the equitable and legal provisions of 
this order, or else that making the effort he failed, and if he failed 
in making that effort, he failed because the judgment of Judge Bell 
Was against him; and I know of no lawyer within my acquaintance 
upon whose judgment I should rely with more contidence that he 
would be governed by principles of law and guided by rules of equity 
in a case of this sort. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The honorable Senator will agree with me that 
the Treasury Department as a rule is very careful on the question of 
loyalty, and I would offset what the Senator has stated by this fact, 
that on the 6th day of July, 1865, the Treasury Department paid Mr. 
Payne $17,010.83, money received from his plantation, and kept back 
other moneys that were afterward received, some $6,000, not on a 
question of loyalty, but on an entirely different question. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I am not going to indorse the Treasury Depart- 
ment about it; I am indorsing Mr. Bell; and I am asking the Senate 
to consider whether, on this simple statement of facts, there is not 
found reason for believing with a degree of certainty that amounts 
for our purposes to a conclusion, that Mr. Payne at the time these 
proceedings were going on did not establish his loyaly by witnesses 
who could have been taken from the vicinage where he lived; and 
whether we onght now, after thirteen years and after he had an op- 
portunity to establish his loyalty in a proper tribunal and failed, to 
send him with this broad bill into the Court of Claims to recover 
whatever they may think he is legally entitled to without any regard 
to what he did in the State of Louisiana when these transactions oc- 
curred ? 

I have not had time to look at this report. I see that it is very 
favorable to Mr, Payne; but it is not in the main in accord with the 
impressions I received when I investigated the subject. I do not 
recollect whether there was a report made to the Senate at that time 
or not. There was a report prepared, but I do not know that it was 
ever passed upon by a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WEST. Let us vote. There will be no further debate. The 
Senator from Massachusetts, I think, will yield to take a vote on this 
bill. 

Mr. HOWE. I want to know upon what ground it was that the 
Treasury paid this claimant a part of the moneys which had been 
received from his estate and declined to pay the balance ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state, as I stated before, that this planta- 
tion was in the hands of different Departments of the Government at 
different times. At one time, for instance, it was in the hands of the 
Quartermaster’s Department, and they received certain moneys; at 
another time it was in the hands of the special agents of the Ti easury 
Department; at another time in the hands of the Freedmen’s Bureau. 
Seventeen thousand and odd dollars, if I remember, was the amount 
paid in by one Department at one time. The amount that has not 
been refunded was paid in by a different agent of the Government. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Wasthat the whole of his claim, $17,000 ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. O, no. If the Senator from Oregon will allow 
me, the $17,000 was paid as the net result of crops when the planta- 
tion was worked by some of the Government agents years afterward. 
He could not get his plantation returned to him, and it was worked 
by Government agents and the proceeds paid into the Treasury, and 
that money was re-imbursed to him; but he claims $350,000 for exam- 
ple for the value of the growing crops in 1862 when the Army swept 
them off. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am now ready to answer the question of the 
Senator from Wisconsin more distinctly. The $17,010.83 item arises 
from the following statement of account which I will read from the 
report: 

Another statement, of date July 17, 1864, gives as total sales of same amount of 
sugar and molasses, evidently the same, with this different result: gross sales, 
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$36,929.46; gross expenses of sales, $3,108.97; net proceeds of products from the 
Payne plantation, This last statement, however adds the enormous sum 
of $16,809.66 ‘as expenses of working the plantation,’’ aud showing a net protit to 
the Government of $17,010.83. 





That amount waspaidtoMr.Payne. That wasmoney paidinthrongh 
the special agents of the Treasury Department. There was another 
account with the Quartermaster’s Department of the War Departient: 

It further appears that on settlement of accounts by the sequestration commis 
sion with the Quartermaster's Department the sum of $14,286.70 is reported by that 
commission as the amouut of the gross sales of the crop taken by Woodward— 

He was special agent— 
and the net amount placed to the credit of claimant's plantation March 31, 1863 
was $6,628.13, and which was received by the Quartermaster’s Department and |)y 
it used in its operations for and ou account of the Government, and no part of which 
the claimant has ever received. 

Now, I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin, because it comes 
back to my recollection—— 

Mr. HOWE. That was not received into the Treasary at all? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not paid into the Treasury, but is in 
possession of the War Department, and the reason that amount was 
not paid was because the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army in an 
opinion delivered by him decided that inasmuch as this plantation 
was sequestered or seized by virtue of a military order of the general 
commanding the department, therefore, and for no other reason if I 
recollect aright, the Government was entitled to the use of the plan- 
tation and to all the money that might arise from that use, and upon 
that ground the Secretary of War declined to make any restitution. 
I understand that opinion of the Judge-Advocate-General to be in 
direct conflict with several decisions of the Sapreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator has answered the question that I asked. 
I thought it very peculiar that the Treasury should have paid a part 
of the money in its vaults and refused to pay another part. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It did not pay what another Department held. 

Mr. HOWE. What another Department of the Government had 
had and used. I remember this case. It was before the committee 
for a good many years when I was a member of the committee, | 
never examined it very thoroughly. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HOWE. If the Senator desires me to do so. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to suggest, with the permission of my friend, 
that while Iam not prepared to say whether I shall vote against or 
for this bill I hardly think we are proceeding under the agreement 
made by the Senate that we would only take up those bills to which 
there was no objection. This bill seems to be one to which there is 
objection, 

Mr. HOWE, I was not a party to the agreement nor a party to 
taking it up, and I do not want to be a party to the violation of it. 
I was only going to state, as the claimant seems to be here 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
allow the Chair to call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to 
the ruling of the Chair, that if there is no objection at the time a bill 
is called up, when the Chair puts the question whether there is an 
objection or not, an objection cannot lie afterthat time. But if the 
Senate desire, for the purpose of economizing time, that an objection 
shall lie at each stage during the whole progress of the case, the 
Chair will so rule, and will now submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. We are operating under another rule,and I do not 
want a different rule applied to this case. The rule has been inter- 
preted by the Chair that unless objection is raised when a Dill is 
taken up for consideration no objection can be made at a subsequent 
stage of the consideration of the bill. I ask that that rule be applied 
to this case. 

Mr. SARGENT. I know that was the ruling of the Chair yester- 
day, but it was the pioneer ruling in that direction. Senators will 
remember that ever since we have adopted the Anthony rule it has 
been held that an objection would prevent the further consideration 
of a bill in exactly the same way that where a Senator is proceeding 
by unanimous consent an objection made by a single Senator stops 
him. Although the Senate unanimously allow a Senator to go on he 
is arrested by a single objection, and we have applied the very prin- 
ciple of that to the interpretation of the Anthony rule, and fora great 
many reasons. It isan exceptional rule. The new ruling entirely 
abolishes the effect of the rule. In the absence of the Anthony rule, 
when we went to the Calendar, bills were taken up, and considered, 
and debated at length, if necessary. Under the Anthony rule it was 
held that those bills were to be considered which did not lead to de- 
bate; in other words, those bills which were not objectionable. De- 
bate is objection, the objection is stated by debating the question and 
making delay. In other words, it was held that such bills should be 
taken up as should not lead to delay. I believe I am taking up the 
time of my friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator is taking up the time of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am taking it up fora useful purpose, if I am 





| not incommoding my friend from Wisconsin. 


Mr. HOWE. Not at all. “ 
Mr. SARGENT. I have less solicitude with reference to the time 
of the Senate. 





1876. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
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23, order of business No. 586, an act for the relief of John R. Harring- 


from California and to the Senate that he is advised by the Secretary | ton, reported by Mr. WapLEIGH from the Committee on Patents, 


that an objection, in order to lie, must be raised at the time the bill is 
presented, and when objection is called for and no objection is made it 


| 


will not lie after the matter has once been admitted, just as the Chair | 


as ruled, 
' Mr. SARGENT. Very well; we shall have to invent another An- 
thonv rule; for my recollection is, and I speak with some confidence 
on this point, that up to yesterday it has always been held that 
an objection would lie at any stage of a bill considered under the 
Anthony rule. I myself have frequently objected after the debate 
commenced. If the Senate is satistied to have the Anthony rule 
whittled away and to have no provision against long debates which 
are sprung in this way upon the Senate, that is to say, without the 


Senate knowing that such a debate is going to occur, without the | 
power of the Senate to stop it, then I of course can stand it as well as | 


any Senator. A bill comparatively harmless is read, containing ten 
lines perhaps. Nobody supposes that it will lead to debate; nobody 
has any particular hostility to it; and no one objects; but it is fonnd 
in two or three minutes that a debate is springing up on that unim- 
portant bill that will probably run the whole day. Has the Senate 
no power to arrest it? The Anthony rule was intended to arrest 
such a debate. 
Mr. WEST. 
the Chair? 
Mr. SARGENT. Iam discussing it as other Senators have done. 
I do not know that it would be worth while to take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair if the minds of Senators are all made up. 


Does the Senator take an appeal from the decision of 


IL think it might be well to hold to the rule as we have heretofore | 


done. Now, in order to terminate an almost hopeless debate, if I do 
not incommode my friend from Wisconsin, I desire to call for the 
regular order. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will suggest to the Senator from Cali- 


fornia that it seems to me the rule as he states it amounts to the | 


passage of a bill only by unanimous consent, for if any one is op- 
posed to a bill he can defeat its passage by an objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly; and that is the Anthony rule; it ap- 
plies to bills to which there is no objection. 
to which there is no objection ? 
any stage to the bill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No objection to taking it up. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; no objection to the bill. 

Mr. HOWE. I think I will contribute one fact which will have 
some influence on the jadgment of my friend from California on this 
point, and that is that when the Chair propounded to the Senate the 
question whether there was any objection to proceeding to the con- 
sideration of this bill, it was announced by a friend here on my right 
that it would lead to debate, and he at first objected, but as he was 
quite as ready for the debate at this time as he cared to be, he with- 
drew his objection, and there was no other Senator to interpose an 
objection to the consideration of the bill at this time. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let me make a suggestion to my friend. It very 
frequently happens that a debate is conversational among Senators, 
a little knot of four or five among themselves which the other Sen- 
ators cannot hear, but the moment we observe that it is leading to a 
debate we desire to object ; and it was in order to facilitate business 
in such cases that the operation of the Anthony rule is effective, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WEST. There can be no objection to that, but I should like 
to have the ruling of the Chair now upon this point. Under our rule 
of procedure this case will come up to-morrow as unfinished business, 
and will the objection of any Senator carry it over again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There cannot be unfinished busi- 
ness within the morning hour, This bill has been considered during 
the morning hour. 

Mr. WEST. Will the question then be on proceeding to the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
have to be taken up. 

Mr. WEST. And will an objection carry it over? 

Mr. CONKLING. That question can be settled when it arises. 

Mr. GORDON. Is there any objection to reading the Anthony 
rule? I should like to have it read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order iscalled for. The 
Chair will lay before the Senate the untinished business, which is the 
resolution of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morton. ]} 


‘That there shall be no objection at 


The first case on the Calendar will 


JOUN R. 


HARRINGTON. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish toask every Senator who is on the floor— 
and I see there are several, and some Senators who are waiting for 
the floor—to give me, after I make a request, unanimous consent to 
do a thing. I have objected to no bill; I have moved for a long time 
to take up no bill. There is a little bill on the Calendar which has 
passed this body several times, and which has passed the House sev- 
eral times, the party interested in which is a man entirely blind. He 
has been here at other sessions with somebody to lead him. He is 
here at this session with a friend to lead him about and to inquire 
betimes of me why it is that his bill, to which nobody objects, can- 
not at some time be taken up. It stands here on the Calendar, page 


What is meant by a bill | 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 





ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 


| statement of the Senator from New York. 


without amendment. It concerns a matter about carpets, and after 
I repeat, each House heretofore has acted upon it, I think nobody will 
object to it. If the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Winpom]—I am 
sure I shall not appeal to him in vain—who is about to take the floor, 
will allow the bill to be read, if nobody objects to it, I will ask to 
put it on its passage. If anybody wants to debate it or it takes a 
moment, I will hide my diminished head and sit down with that con- 
fusion which will ther belong to me. 

Mr. HOWE. What is it? 

Mr. CONKLING. It is a little bill. 


My friend has been attending 
to other business here. 


It is on page 23 of the Calendar, order of 
business No. 586, House bill No. 3392, for the relief of John R. Har- 
rington, reported Angust 1, 1°76, by Mr. WaDLEIGH from the Com- 
mittee on Patents without amendment, Report No. 502. Does the 
Senator want any other information ? 

Mr. HOWE. In addition to that, I have learned one other particu- 
lar, and that is that Mr. Harrington is blind and is led about. 

Mr. CONKLING. That does not appear on the record. 

Mr. HOWE. But it appears by the very succinct and touching 
Will the Senator be just 
good enough to tell us what Mr. Harrington wants us to do? 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. Harrington wants the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin to make no objection, and when the proper time 
comes to vote “ay” on a little bill which is to allow him to go to 
the Patent Office and have a little matter straightened touching an 
invention he thinks he has about the manufacture of carpets, or 
words to that effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the bill read. 

Mr. HOWE. With that clear statement of the case, if the Senator 
from New York will be good enough to let me have twenty-four hours 
to think of it, I will tell Mr. Harrington whether I will object or 
not. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will hear the bill read he may 
want thirty-six hours, and therefore I ask to have it read for infor- 
mation. Twenty-four hours may not be enough, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. HOWE. Subject to objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Of course. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John 
R. Harrington. It gives him leave to make application to the Com- 
missioner of Patents for an extension of letters-patent granted April 
1, 1856, as re-issued December 11, 1266, for improvements in carpet- 


| lining, for the term of seven years ; and upon the application so filed, 


the Commissioner of Patents shall be authorized to consider and de- 
termine it in the same manner and upon giving the same notice as if 
the application had been duly filed within the time prescribed by 
law; but such application to the Commissioner of Patents is to be 
made within ninety days; and no person shall be held liable for the 
infringement of the patent, if extended, for making use of this inven- 
tion since the expiration of the original term of the patent, and prior 
to the date of extension. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PETITION, 

Mr. STEVENSON presented the petition of William O. Newman, of 
Metcalfe County, Kentucky, praying payment of certain claims against 
the Government for supplies and stores furnished the United States ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is before the Sen- 
ate, on which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. PATTERSON] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota, [ Mr. 
WInbDoM, ] but when he is through I will take the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
yields to the Senator from Minnesota for a specific purpose. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (IL R. No. 2571) making appropriations for 


the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the ear 


ference have been unable to agree. 
WM. WINDOM, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. R. MORRISON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WINDOM. I will make a very brief explanation of the posi- 
tion of this bill. Onthe 7th day of July last, the third or fourth com- 
mittee of conference was appointed. Since that time the committee 
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have been in session, night and day, almost constantly, and have 
earnestly endeavored to reach a conclusion which should bring the 
two Houses together. They have failed todoso. Itis proper for me 
to sav, however, that I am satistied the committee can substantially 
agree on all of the provisions of the bill except that relating to the 
compensation of Senators and Members of Congress and of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. In reaching such agreement the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate will be compelled to yield on some points 
much further than their judgment approves. Believing, however, 
that on appropriations which are discretionary it is the duty of each 
Hiouse to yield as far as possible in order to meet the views of the 
other, the committee of the Senate feel that they can reach an agree- 
ment. 

With reference to the two points about which at present there is 
the greatest difficulty, namely, that of the compensation of Senators 
and Members of Congress and of the President, I desire to say that 
the committee, if they shall be re-appointed, desire to be instructed by 
the Senate. I think the same is true of the committee on the part of 
the Llouse of Representatives. Or, if not formally instructed, they 
wish the question put in such form as shall test the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon the points in controversy. 

We have exhausted all the ingenuity we could command in our en- 
deavors to compromise. With reference to the salaries of members 
of Congress and Senators we have proposed to strike from the bill all 
provisions relating to compensation, in order that by eliminating from 
it all questions of an individual character appropriations indispens- 
able to the maintenance of the public service might not be further 
delayed, 

With reference to the President's salary we have offered to agree to 
an appropriation tothe 4th of March,and to leave the question open for 
future action. IT wish to state, because I do not desire to avoid re- 
sponsibility on this point, precisely what my own position is on both 
of these questions, I wish to say also, on behalf of the Senate com- 
mittee, that we have not brought this question here because we 
desire to shirk any responsibility. I think I can say for both my col- 
leagues on this conference that they are ready here and now to ex- 
press their views with reference to it, and 1 believe that mine fully 
coincides with theirs. 

Lam opposed to a reduction of the salaries of Members and Sena- 
tors because I believe they are not too high. Iam opposed to yield- 
ing to the demand of the House upon that question for another rea- 
son, The law has fixed those salaries. The demand made upon us 
during a long and weary month has been that we shall abdicaté our 
constitutional rights and duties as a co-ordinate branch of the na- 
tional Legislature. The condition thus far has been constantly and 
persistently presented to us that we must agree to changes in exist- 
ing laws which we do not approve as the consideration for securing 
the necessary appropriations for the support of the Government. 

‘Therefore, even if my judgment were not thoroughly convinced 
that the salaries are fair and reasonable, I would not under coercion 
yield what I believe to be the constitutional rights of the Senate as 
a co-ordinate branch of this Government. But 1 do not put it wholly 
upon that ground. I do not wish to evade any responsibility by even 
stating that point; I stand squarely upon the ground that should I 
vote to reduce congressional salaries it would be an act of sheer dem- 
agogism of which I will not be guilty. Believing that the salary 
is not one dollar too high to-day, 1 am ready to go home and answer 
to my constituents for my vote. I would quite as leave carry a five- 
hundred-dollar bill around the State and promise to donate it to the 
people in consideration of a re-election as to reduce salaries $500 
when they and I know there is no other motive for doing it than to 
purchase a little cheap popularity. The one thing which an honest 
people hate above all others is an attempt to deceive. The things 
they most approve are honesty and courage. 

There is another reason which influences me somewhat in this mat- 
ter. The salaries of Members and Senators have already been re- 
duced. In 1874 they were reduced from $7,500 to $5,000, and it was 
expressly stated in that act that the salaries of members of Congress 
should be fixed at $5,000, I am not willing to disturb that settlement. 
The people passed upon that question. They disapproved of the act 
raising the salaries to $7,500, more, I think, on account of the manner 
in which it was done than on account of the increased compensation. 
I never yet have heard from any part of the country one word of 
complaint of the final adjustment at $5,000. For one, I regard that 
as final, and do not wish to disturb it. Whether there be others who 
would like to cut off $500 now, and when the election shall have passed 
come back here and insist upon a re-adjustment by raising it to $7,500 
again, Ido not know. It is, however, a somewhat remarkable fact 
that those who are now apparently most anxious to re-open the ques- 
tion, which everybody considers settled, were among the most active 
promoters of the scheme to raise salaries three years ago. Believing 
the salary as now fixed to be about right, I will not re-open the ques- 
tion, for Ldo not wish to see repeated the performance of three years 
ago. 

But again, we have actually reduced our salaries below $5,000. I 
think it is safe to say that salaries which prior to the increase were 
$5,000 are not now more than $4,500. At that time we had the franking 
privilege. The act inereasing the salaries repealed it; but the act 
repeaiing the increase did not re-instate the franking privilege. It 
is not too mach to say that taking into account postage on correspond- 
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ence and public documents the increased expense of our postage wil] 
not fall short of $500. 

The question with reference to the salary of the President of the 
United States is somewhat different from that of members of Con- 
gress. It was not reduced when all the others were. I do not believe 
it is higher than the President of the United States should receive. 
But I will not argue that question. I have heretofore put myself 
upon the record against the reduction of the President’s salary, and 
see no reason for changing that vote. Both Houses having passed a 
bill to reduce the salary of the President and having sent it to hin 
as required by the Constitution for his approval, and he having ve- 
toed it as he had a perfect right to do, it does not seem to be a proper 
thing to attempt to coerce him by inserting it in an appropriation 
bill, and thereby compel him to approve the reduction or veto a meas- 
ure indispensable to the maintenance of the public service. It is sim 
ply an effort to do by a majority vote that which the Constitution 
says shall require two-thirds, It is an attempt to deprive a co-ordi- 
nate branch of the Government to do that which he has informed ys 
does not meet the approval of his judgment. If the measure ought 
to pass at all it ought to pass by the means provided in the Constitu 
tion. If it cannot be passed by the constitutional method it should 
not pass at all. The veto message has been sent to Congress and no 
action yet taken. If we have the power to pass it by a two-thirds 
vote, iet it be taken up and acted upon, but while insisting upon our 
own constitutional rights let us not invade the rights of the Presi- 
dent. I think he was right in vetoing the bill reducing the salary of 
his suecessors, and he would certainly be justitied in vetoing an ap- 
propriation bill if it contain this objectionable feature. 

Mr. President, I move that the Senate further insist upon its disagree- 
ing votes and ask another committee of conference. I will not now 
go into the details of the bill norattempt to state the changes which 
have been made in the committee of conference. It will be tine 
enough to do that when the final agreement shall be reached. I will 
only say that if the Senate shall further insist upon its amendments 
and the present committee shall be re-appointed they will regard it 
as an expression of the sense of the Senate that we insist upon oui 
disagreeing votes upon the two points which I have named. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator had better include that in his motion. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire, as suggested by the Senator from 
Louisiana, to include that in my motion, for 1 think that would mak 
a trammeled conference ; but we will regard it as an expression of 
the sense of the Senate upon that subject. Unless some Senator de- 
sires further information as to the details of what we have done I 
will not take the time of the Senate further. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, a month ago I was assigned by the 
Senate to a place upon this conference committee, and I can well con 
tirm the statement of the honorable Senator from Minnesota, the chair- 
man of the committee, that that month has been a period of constant, 
unremitting, patient labor upon the part of the members of this cou 
ference in order to bring the matters in issue between them to just 
results. 

I was not unmindful, and perhaps it would be well for me to re- 
mind the Senate, that this is the first session in fifteen years in which 
the conference committees of the two Houses have met with their 
respective majorities differing as to their party affiliation. It is a fact 
that should be noted, because we all know the practical iniluence 
which such a state of things exerts. The country recognizes it, and 
every practical man willalsorecognizeit. Ifullydid,and 1 think Icould 
appeal, if it were necessary, to my colleagues on this committee to 
bear witness to the fact that I have sought to elevate the cousidera- 
tion of all the questions involved tothe high plane of the good of the 
country, without reference to mere personal or party results. Such 
has been my intention; such, I believe, has been my course of action, 
and I contribute my judgment to the Senate in favor of the proposi- 
tion made by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDoM, ] after these 
four weeks of long, careful, and laborious investigation. I must, how- 
ever, differ with him in this respect: that I do not understand and 
have not understood the attitude of the House of Representatives to 
be that of unconditional insistence of the Senate’s yielding to their 
views at the cost of totally withholding appropriations. Sir, the very 
agreements that we have made, the mutual concessions which fill 
this report, will show that the Senator is in error in supposing that 
the House of Representatives has attempted to stand upon any such 
ground, which in my opinion would be untenable. It has been, how- 
ever, the proposition to bring forward, according to our invariable 
custom of legislation in the last sixteen years, measures in the ap- 
propriation bills which ought to be treated according to their respect- 
ive merits, and so we have endeavored to treat them, and in that 
spirit have made accommodations and concessions mutually, until, 
upon this great bill to provide money for the expenses of the Govern 
ment, there stand but two points upon which the conferees have been 
unwilling to sign one and the same report of agreement. Tiiose two 
points are the proposed reduction of the compensation of tlic Presi- 
dent of the United States and the proposed reduction of the com- 
pensation of Senators and of Members of Congress. Let us dispose 
of each in its order. 

It was perfectly competent and regular that a bill should be intro- 
duced to reduce the compensation of the President of the United 
States after the expiration of the term of the present incumbent, 
the Constitution forbidding the reduction of his pay during his term 
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after it had been once fixed by law. That bill came before this body. | cient to induce a man to come here to obtain the money, but not 
On that I voted and voted in the negative, believing that the pay | small enough to prevent him from coming here should his talents 
was not in excess and that it should not be reduced. For that I | and the disposition of his people render it desirable that he should 
have given my reasons three years ago. I did not care to repeat | enter the public service. Sir, it will be a sad day for this country 
them at the time the bill was last before the Senate. They will stand | when men fit and competent to legislate upon the great questions 
upon the record to be judged according fo their proper weight and | presented for our consideration shall not be able to come here be- 
merit. | cause prevented by their poverty. It is the duty of the people to say 

But, sir, the bill passed the Senate; it also passed the House; it | that poverty shall not prevent the man of intellect and character 
went to the President. He vetoed it. There can be no question of | from coming here to do his country service, and the question is 
two things: that it was his constitutional right and duty to consider | broadly what amount shall be provided by general law which shall 
the measure according to his conscience; and there can be no doubt, | enable a man to leave his home and come here to devote his abilities 
if I may be pardoned for making reference to the fact, that he did so | to the public service? Upon that point there is some difficulty. 
with entire disinterestecness, as the proposed reduction applied not | Nay, sir, there is another element that touches us all. We are speak- 
to him but to a successor not yet chosen. That bill stands to-day | ing upon a subject that at present atlects ourselves pecuniarily. 
in the Senate with the power of this body, should the proposition | There is a sentiment of delicacy appealing to every man who has 
command the approval of two-thirds, to pass it, and, with a like con- | this question to decide, for he is passing in some degree upon his own 
current majority of the House, to make it law despite the interposi- | interests, but nevertheless it is our duty. We must meet it man- 
tion of the executive veto. The two Houses can make that a law fully and frankly, and treat it in a high spirit worthy of the positions 

| 





under the terms of the Constitution despite the withholding of the | we oceupy. 
President’s assent. ‘That assent has been withheld under his consti- On this subject I can give my judgment, and I was sent here to give 
tutional power, and I never will consent to invade that right and duty | my judgment; I was sent here not to yield to fears of ignorant and 
of the executive branch any more than I should permit him to invade | evanescent popular displeasure against my reason and my sense of 
a right and duty of the legislative branch. | right and justice. I was sent here to do that which is best in my 

1 hold, Senators, that we have no right by combining this measure, | judgment for the interests of the country; and I here do say to the 
which we lave ourselves elected to treat as a separate measure, which | people of the United States that it is doubtful whether the compen- 
stands before the country upon our votes given according to our indi- | sation to-day allowed to members of Congress does not exclude men 
vidual responsibility—we have no right to relegate that to associa- | of capacity and ability who find that pecuniary reward for industry 
tion with other measures and compel the President to inconvenience | elsewhere in private pursuits which they cannot find by the most as- 
the country possibly, or to seem to inconvenience it, by withholding | siduous attention to the labors of Congress. I know that as our life 
his assent from an appropriation bill, and so by a species of moral | here in Washington compels us all to maintain two establishments, 
duress to lessen his constitutional prerogatives. I never will do it. | the one at home and the one here—for our stay here is uncertain—we 
J never would doit. I have in other days criticised with denunciation | cannot fix this question from month to mouth or day to day, but are 
parties that songht to enforce upon another President of the United | compelled in great degree to have two homes while we are serving in 
State his consent and wring from him his assent to measures he dis- | Congress. A stranger is alwaysata disadvantage as compared withthe 
approved by combining them in appropriation bills with the supply | man who lives at home; and here in Washington are mere sojourners 
of moneys necessary for the support of the Government, measures to | and strangers swept in or out. by the tidesof political opinion. The ex- 
which he would have refused his assent if they had been presented | penses of our living, therefore, are of a necessity increased. There are 
separately and made a vote of two-thirds requisite for their passage. | also thrown upon us, as representative men, visits, most agreeable 
I will not do that by a President of your choice which I would not | and welcome, from our constituents and from strangers who come 
have you do by a President of my choice, and were I the President of | here on visits of business or pleasure to the seat of Government of 
the United States I would veto this appropriation bill if it came to | the Union, and, therefore, there is a wider field of necessary hospi- 
me under the same terms in which the House has proposed to send it | tality, however plain and simple, which must be exercised by repre- 
to him, having previously vetoed a separate measure to the same | sentative men in Washington, which in the seclusion of their own 
effect and not having changed my views as to the impolicy of the | homescould be avoided. Therefore the expense of living is increased. 
proposition, I will frankly say that, without other aid than that which I obtain 

I stand here upon a principle. I believe in the mutual independ- | from the pay I draw as a member of Congress, I must cither have re- 
ence of the branches of this Government. 1 believe our Government | signed my place or have given up the associations of my family ; 
is to be maintained only by preserving that independence, and where | either of which would have been to me a painful trial, and it is not 
an officer of the Government, chargea with a constitutional duty, has | necessary for me to say which I would have ¢! 





hosen. But in this con- 
exercised it in his own sense of responsibility before the people, L | nection let me remark in all earnestness that I hold it to be of the 
never will irregularly extort or by any indirection coerce from him a | highest use to the people of this country that home life and home in- 
consent that it was lis right under the Constitution on his oath and | fluences should surround the men who make their laws; and this is a 
conscience to withhold. truth that had as well be told to-day as at any other time, and which 

Therefore it is ] trust that, whatever may be the opinions of gen- | I commend to the consideration of all legislative reformers and econ- 
tlemen of this body—and [ know a majority have differed with me | omists. If this salary shall exclude, as 1 know it does often exclude, 
and have thought this compensation should be reduced when I | men with families to rear and educate, men who are called upon to 
thought it should not be, and, if the President assents, I should yield | live upon acertain scale, not of lavish indulgence, but a certain scale 
with the ntmost composure and readiness—they will consider that | of liberality, who shall not be called upon to question whether they 
there is a principle in this quite independent of their views as to the | can possibly screw from their narrow salaries the money to ask their 
expediency of paying $25,000 or $50,000 salary to the President of the | constituents to break bread with them freely in their houses, there 
United States. | must be something wider and broader than this or else the oftice will 

Now I pass to the question of the pay of Senators and Members of | undoubtedly sink, not simply in the estimation of the people but 
Congress. It is a simple quest‘on of money in one point of view, | sink in the estimation of those who hold it, and be shunned by those 
but it is not so in another. I hold that ours is a representative Gov- | men who by the highest public interest should be invited to accept 








ernment ofthe people. Itis intended that that representation should | and hold it. 


not be abridged or denied by the poverty or the riches of the man} I do not believe that a man witha family of the average size, a 
| 


ildren, can come to Washington to reside 
long session of Congress and live with 


who may ask or may be desired as a representative. It is not asim- | wife and three or four « 
ple question of mere compensation by weighing the faculties and | and remain here during 
services of each individual on one side as you may on a mere minis- | that degree of comfort and respectability which any constituency 
terial officer, and weighing in the other his capacity to perform them. | would desire and demand of their representatives upou one dollar less 
It cannot be treated upon so narrow a basis. Consider, Senators, what | than the pay now fixed by law. On the contrary, I believe there are but 
would be the result of abolishing pay entirely for members of Con- | few Members of Congress, few Senators, who are not compelled largely 
gress. Should it come to that, there would be a short-sighted and | to draw from their private means to meet the expenses of maintaining 
absurd economy that experience would brash away in one short ses- | themselves here. This is a very restrained and moderate statement 
sion. You would leave the choice of Representatives open to the peo- | of the history of living in Washington as verified by my own experi- 
ple to be filled by bit one of two classes, either the merely rich, who | ence and that of a large circle of congressional acquaintance, 
came here without regard to the expense, or those who came here | It has been truly stated by the honorable Senator from Minnesota 
penniless to grow rich upon legislation. One of the two classes would | that this rate of compensation was fixed in 1866. At that time there 
exist. Either would, in my opinion, be hurtful to the interest of this | was what was termed the ‘ franking privilege,” a privilege that I 
country. | always considered to be much more that of the constituent than of 
Legislation could not safely be committed to the hands of a Con- | the Senator and Representative who wrote his name upon the mail 
gress, both Houses of which were composed solely of rich men and | matter because it permitted letters to come to him freely as well as 
capitalists, nor, on the other hand, would the country feel safe in | go from him freely, and as the mass of his correspondence would 
the hands of two bodies composed of ueedy men whose daily wants, | be of an official character, of course, the gain was to those who were 
being unsupplied, would subject them every day to sore temptation. | represented, and not to the person who represented them. Yet, never- 
Nor would a combination of these two classes lessen the public dan- | theless, by the abolition of the franking privilege the cost of postage 
gers arising from a loss of personal independence on the part ef leg- | is now paid out of the private moneys of the Member or the Senator. 
islators. In addition to that there are many public documents for which i 
What, then, is the reasonable ground upon which we should stand? | in common with every member of the two Houses, have frequent ap- 
That such a sum shall be given by way of compensation, not sutli- | plications, and which, when we are asked to send, cost us not nu ln- 
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moderate rate of postage, but an amount which, in the aggregate, is 
quite a serious sum. I think the Senator from Minnesota was very 
moderate when he estimated the loss in money by the abolition of 
the franking privilege—that is to say, the increased cost—I will not 
say the loss in money, but the increased cost to the individual Sena- 
tor or Representative of the abolition of the franking privilege, at at 
least $500 per annum. That is including the postage which he is now 
called upon to pay upon public documents, as well as the postage 
which he pays on letter correspondence. That has been diminished 
since 1873. LT believe it was in 1873 this abolition of the franking 
system was made, So that, virtually, we stand to-day in 1°76 with 
a salary although equal to what it was in 1566, yet a privilege of 
franking which then existed having been taken away, the office 
leaves at least $500 less forthe use of the occupant than it did before. 
I mention that because it is a fact that will show the unreasonable- 
ness of a reduction in these offices greater than that which is at- 
tempted on other positions. More than that the chief advance in the 
salaries of executive officers has taken place since 1870. I think I 
am right in that, and the greatest advance took place under what 
was known as the Kellogg bill in 1875. So that since the fixing of 
the salaries of members of Congress you have had two alterations and 
advances in the general scale of executive salaries which has not 
touched congressional pay at all. 

Even on the mere money basis, therefore, treating the office of Sen- 
ator or Representative as a merely ministerial office to be measured 
by days or hours of work and the power of writing so many pages 
of manuscript mechanically, the reduction already has been graeter 
than on any other and unaccompanied by any of the advances which 
have been made upon all or nearly all the offices within the Exeen- 
tive Departments daring the past six years. Therefore, sir, 1 feel per- 
fectly justified, nay more than justified, I feel compelled in exercis- 
ing my judgment, to say that there is not the reason for the reduc- 
tion of the pay of this class of officials which has been applied, or 
may reasonably be applied, to the executive otiicials, simply apon 
the mere criterion of money value for ministerial work, that there has 
been a reduction in the first class, and not only no reduction but act- 
ual advancement in the second class. But I prefer not to leave this 
question upon so narrow a basis. The question is a broad one. It 
atfects deeply, in my judgment, the practicability of our form of gov- 
ernment, We may take illustrations from other governments and 
cannot fail to recognize how important the question would be there. 
For instance, in the Parliament of Great Britain, either the Commons 
or Lords, there is no pay whatever. What is the result? That no 
poor man, that no workingman, no man of the unmoneyed class can 
afford to take a seat in the British Parliament. What is the result? 
That property controls the representation there. Let them reduce as 
they please their basis of suffrage from ten pounds to five pounds, 
from five pounds to mere lodgers, and still they have at the end that, 
vote as they may, they must vote for a man of independent pecuniary 
means, because their government supplies no means from its treasury 
to sustain any other class. Why, sir, is it toomuch tosay that if you 
were to establish the system of compensation for members of the 
British House of Commons you would revolutionize the government 
of that country in one short year. 

Therefore, taking a broader and a higher view of this question ap- 
plied to our own land where the case is different, where we have no 
privileged classes, where property qua property has no voice, and by 
the strueture of the Federal Government was intended to have no 
voice ; it was intended to be the government of equal rights, it was 
intended to be the government in which the vote should be given 
freely ; not only that a man should be capable of voting, but that he 
should be competent to be voted for. How do you make him compe- 
tent to be voted for? By giving him the meansto live in office when 
you select him for it, because it were an idle thing to say “I choose 
you for the place; I send you to be minister at Great Britain and 
give you a dollar and a half a day to live on.” 

This would be turning our theory and form of government to a 
mockery. 

I have stated, Mr. President, my mind freely on the subject. The 
people of this country are entitled to the judgment of their repre- 
sentative men. If those sincere judgments be withheld from them, 
where shall they look fortruth? How ean they judge for themselves 
of things when we withhold our fair, clear judgments from them? 
We have opportunities which they have not; we have responsibili- 
ties which they have not, and it has been an endeavor to fill that 
responsibility to-day that bas caused me to say as much as I have on 
this subject of congressional pay. 

I trust, therefore, that these long labors, which I think I may 
justly call patriotic labors, on the part of this committee to endeavor 
to bring the minds of these two Houses into harmony that provision 
may be made for the supply of money adequate for the actual wants 
of our Government; whatever the differences of opinion as to ex- 
pediency, there must be a concession upon both sides. This must be 
80; and perhaps there is no wisdom so great as that which teaches 
men moderation. The agreement so far reached by the two Houses 
on this appropriation bill indicates that they have not been unmind- 
ful of this truth. Therefore I hope that the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota may be approved by the Senate and that the op- 
portunity will be given by the expression of the Senate’s opinion 
upon these two points, having heard what your committee of confer- 
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ence think upon these two points, and that the House may be jp- 
formed of the judgment of the Senate thus given, I trust calmly, and 
I know sincerely. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I should like to know one or two 
things about this disagreement which have not been stated in my 
hearing. Shall we understand that the two committees have yir- 
tually agreed upon reductions to be made in the clerical force ? 

Mr. WINDOM. In answer to the Senator from New York, I wil! 
say that they have virtually agreed upon that reduction. 

Mr. CONKLING. A reduction in the clerical force of the Depart- 
ments of how many? 

Mr. WINDOM. Not in the clerical force alone, but in all the em- 
ployés of the Departments, seven hundred and sixty-five. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator has not the clerical force sepa- 
rated? 

Mr. WINDOM. No, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Seven hundred and sixty-five. Has the Senator 
a table showing the quota of each Department in that reduction ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I have in the committee-room and can present it 
in a few moments. 

Mr. CONKLING. Where does the reduction chiefly fall? 

Mr. WINDOM. Chiefly upon the Treasury. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the reduction there ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The total reduction is estimated at four hundred 
and ninety-one; but in making that estimate seventy-five are added 
for the $60,000 that has hitherto been appropriated to be used for 
cases of emergency or exigency. Four hundred and nineteen would 
be the actual reduction estimated without taking into account the 
$60,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. Sixty thousand dollars has heretofore been re- 
posed on the Secretary as a fund that he might use to employ tem- 
porary clerks. It is proposed to continue that $60,000 now just as it 
was before. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is. 

Mr. CONKLING. And continuing that, saying nothing about that, 
what is to be the reduction in the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred and nineteen employés, I believe. 

Mr. CONKLING. Four hundred and nineteen, giving the $60,000 
besides. 

Mr. WINDOM. No; four hundred and ninety-one would be the es- 
timate if the $60,000 were not allowed; but the conference comiit- 
tee propose to allow the $60,000; so that the real reduction is four 
hundred and nineteen. 

Mr. CONKLING. The $60,000 was allowed before, and is for tem- 
porary or occasional service—that continues; but how many persons 
it employés is always beforehand uncertain ; that depends upon con- 
tingencies. I ask for the actual reduction. The $60,000 is not dis- 
turbed. Now, apart from that, saying nothing about that, what is 
the reduction ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred and nineteen, I think. The paper 
will be here in a moment, and I will give it to the Senator, showing 
it exactly. That is very near it. 

Mr. CONKLING. ILinferred from another statement that the ac- 
tual reduction was four hundred and ninety-one, and that the $60,000 
was allowed to continue as it had been heretofore for whatever it 
might supply. 

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred and nineteen, leaving out of ac- 
count the $60,009 altogether. I have the table now. 

Mr. CONKLING. The managers on the part of the Senate having 
virtually agreed to this reduction, shall I understand that they mean 
to advise the Senate that the Treasury Department can get along, can 
manage, with this reduction of fourhundred and nineteen or four hun- 
dred and ninety-one, depending upon which way you state it in ref- 
erence to the $60,000 for temporary service ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The managers on the part of the Senate believe 
that the Treasury can get along or they would not have agreed to it; 
but they believe, as stated by Mr. Morrill, that it will be very embar- 
rassing if not disastrous, 

Mr. CONKLING. Iask the question for two or three reasons, one of 
which is this: It is clear to me that if the Treasury Department can 
get on—get on in any business-like sense with a reduction of four hun- 
dred and ninety-one in its force, it could clearly get on very well with 
the reduction of only a part of that force. I Sooe the Treasury De- 
partment is a great establishment; but I know also that four hundred 
and ninety-one persons, most of them skilled persons, withdrawn from 
even a large establishment, is a great subtraction from its force and 
equipment. Therefore, I repeat that if it be true that the Treasury 
Department can proceed even economically, even inconveniently, 
when four hundred and ninety-one persons of its skilled force have 
been withdrawn, it must be true that that Department could proceed 
very well and could have proceeded very well with a considerable 
part of that four hundred and nineteen or four hundred and ninety- 
one withdrawn. 

Now, when we remember the ability with which we are assured 
the Treasury Department has been of late administered, when we 
remember the high reformatory aim of that administration, when 
we remember the assurance which all must have that the Treasury 
Department has recently been administered with skill, with an cye 
single to economy, with an earnest effort for retrenchment, with a 
persistent and able endeavor in that direction, it is very difficult to 
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accept as fact the statement that four hundred and ninety-one per- 
sons can summarily be withdrawn from the working force that mans 
and operates that Department, and not utterly cripple it. I have no 
right to ask any Senator, for it would give some Senator trouble that 
I ought to take myself; but I should like to ask what the percent- 
age of this reduction would be, and the percentage we should have 
if we saw the total of the force heretofore employed in the Depart- 
ment. My honorable friend from Minnesota, familiar with the sub- 
ject perbaps can give it, but we must all see that it is a very large 
percentage. What is the total? 

Mr. WINDOM. About twenty-five hundred. A 

Mr. CONKLING. The reduction there is about one-fifth of the 
entire force. I am told by the honorable Senator that twenty-five 
hundred is the total of the force as it has been. Here is a reduction 
of four hundred and ninety-one. For convenience I will add nine 
and make it a round five hundred, that is one-fifth exactly. It is pro- 
posed to withdraw from the Treasury Department one man in every 
tive, and one woman in every five of those who have heretofore been 
employed to carry on its business in the city of Washington in one 
building. Consider sucha thing in reference to a bank or a great com- 
mercial house in Chicago or New York; consider it in reference to 
the retail establishment of the late Mr. A. T. Stewart, an immense 
bazar employing [ know not how many, but a large number of sales- 
men, clerks, and others. 

Mr. MORRILL. About one thousand. 

Mr. CONKLING. About one thousand, my honorable friend says, 
in the up-town establishment at Tenth street. Suppose we were told 
that after Mr. Stewart disappeared from his business, it turned out 
on investigation by six gentlemen, whether Senators or others, that 
one man and one woman in every five in that establishment, two 
hundred in all, could be withdrawn, withdrawn with impunity—I do 
not stop to inquire with what exact convenience—and still the estab- 
lishment proceed, still execute its functions, still sustain itself, still 
perform its daily routine of transactions and details with any degree 
of success which any three members of this body would pronounce fit 
tu be accepted by those concerned, would it not be an extraordinary 
statement? Would it not compel every listener either to disbelieve 
it, or to conclude that the establishment bad previously been con- 
ducted with a surplus force, with prodigal and unnecessary equip- 
ment, with, if not literally one-fifth of all its expenses unnecessary, at 
least virtually and substantially one-fifth ? 

Mr. President, such a statement is evidence to my mind of one of 
two things. It is evidence that a reduction of four hundred and 
ninety-one will not only cripple the operations of the Treasury De- 
partment but so essentially, so perniciously, so inadvisedly, cripple 
theoperations of the Treasury Department, that managers on the part 
of the Senate ought to agree to it; or else if the statement be be- 
lieved it proves that the Treasury Department as it stands now, the 
Treasury Departinent as it stood last winter, the Treasury Depart- 
ment as it stood any time within the last year has been not only by 
law permitted to employ and pay for needless service, but that in fact 
there have been put into the Treasury Department and kept in the 
Treasury Department, and are now in the Treasury Department in 
this city several hundred employés whose services are not and have 
not been necessary and whose appointment and continuance cannot 
be justified. I do not assert how this is; I pronounce no opinion 
upon it; but I say that it cannot be true that we can properly and 
excusably vote such a reduction, if it be true that the force thus to 
be reduced has been properly or justifiably maintained. It is pro- 
posed, as I understand,—and if 1 am wrong 1 will thank one of the 
members of the committee to correct me,—to make the whole reduc- 
tion presently. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see the chairman, and in his absence I 
will say that it is proposed te reduce one-third of it on the 10th of 
September, one-third of it on the 10th of October, and the remaining 
one-third on the 10th of November. 

Mr. CONKLING. When I said “presently” I might have been 
more accurate. It is intended to take three months todoit. It is to 
be done in one-quarter of the fiscal year. I do not mean that they 
are all to be sent out on the same day, but I mean that it is a thing 
which is to occur as an entirety and the last of the dismissed are to 
go within the next three months. This may not be a time or a place 
to interpose in behalf of those who are thus to suffer. We all know 

the suffering which will be inflicted on those thus suddenly turned 
out; but if their services are unnecessary, the Congress of the United 
States is not a benevolent institution; Senators are not almouers to 
provide for the wants of others. 
_ There is connected with it, however, another consideration more 
immediately in point. If this reduction be indeed feasible, and if 
during the last year, as place after place became vacant, (and in a 
large establishment like this vacancies always occur,) those vacancies 
had not been filled, had the force been allowed by degrees and by 
natural process to drop down to the proposed point, it would not only 
have saved us the contemplation of so grievous and afilictive a meas- 
ure but would have reconciled somewhat the improbabilities and in- 
consistencies before us. But the statement shows us not only that 
by law all these places existed which are now to be treated as super- 
numerary places, places which can be vacated without serious detri- 
ment to the public service, but that in fact they were kept full. That 
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I understand to be the meaning of it, and the Senator from Iowa 
nods his head, to indicate that Iam right. Sothat now a given force 
having been maintained up to the 9th day of August, or the 8th, 
whenever this statement was made, the information given us is that 
we nay properly so legislate that four hundred and ninety-one per- 
sons shall all be dismissed within the next three months. I will in- 
quire of the Senator from Iowa, who seems to be intelligent on this 
subject, is there anything he knows which has reduced the work to 
be done, the business to be transacted in the Treasury Department, 
and made it less now than it was three months or six months or nine 
months ago? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know of any material change in the work 
of the Treasury Department within the last nine months. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator knows of no material change in that 
respect ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no material change. 

Mr. CONKLING. The statement then proceeds on the idea that, 
either necessarily or unnecessarily, this working force has been main- 
tained up to this time, that the same necessity exists for it now which 
existed any time within a year, and that we are to turn around and 
say that four hundred and ninety-one of these people are supernumer- 
aries, and lag “superfluous * * * on the stage.” 

Mr. CRAGIN. Will the Senator from New York allow me to make 
a suggestion ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The Senator from New York and other Senators 
must be aware that within less than a year the printing of fractional 
currency has entirely ceased; and as that currency was counted in 
three different Bureaus in the Treasury Department there can be a 
large reduction in that way. It is well known that the counting of 
fractional currency took place in the Secretary’s office, in the Treas- 
urer’s office, and in the Register’s office; and if that currency is not 
| to be counted at all, and it is not now or hereafter, there can be a 

large reduction. So when the old currency comes in it is then counted 
three times over. Of course some little of that old currency is still 
coming in, but comparatively very little ; so that there can a large 
reduction take place. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam very glad the Senator from New Hampshire 
calls attention to this, for perhaps it will aid us to see how much we 
| know and in how many respects we are mistaken. The counting out 
of fractional currency cease | about six months ago, 

Mr. CRAGIN. Five months. 

Mr. CONKLING. As I always want to agree, I will take five months 
in place of six—the fact, be the time a month more or less, is equally 
instructive. The fractional currency is counted three times; it is 
counted out and it iscounted in. The only reduction that has taken 
place so far, is in omitting to count out the fractional currency, and 
the counting out ceased if is said five months ago. If this fact 
makes a difference, the difference occurred five months ago, not now. 
If the Senator is right in his understanding, for the last tive months 
there has been maintained unreduced a force which he says was ren- 
dered necessary in part by counting fractional currency and that count- 
ing ceased five months ago. What other counting of fractional cur- 
rency is there? There is the counting in of fractional currency, and 
that goes on still, and that is to continue hereafter. 

Mr. CRAGIN. On inquiry I find that the silver bill, so called, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue subsidiary coin, was 
passed in April. It was at that time the printing of fractional cur- 
rency ceased, 

Mr. CONKLING. That is four months ago. The Senator forgets 
that when fractional currency does not go ont silver goes out. 

Mr. CRAGIN. But it does not require a force of two or three hun- 
dred employés in the Treasury to count it. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, it does not require a force of two hundred 
or three hundred to count it. It does require force enough, how- 
ever, to keep the aceounts and make the transactions; and my point 
is that the business of counting out fractional currency having ceased 
months ago, it does not seem to me a very good reason for reducing 
the force when and not until this bill shall take effect, nor does it ex- 
plain why the foree has been kept up during these months past. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There has been a reduction already. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam very glad tohear that the force has not all 
been kept—that there has been areduction. The difticulty is that this 
statement is a present statement and it is based upon the present 
force, the force that is there to-day, and the statement is of what re- 
duction is to take place on that present force. That is what we are 
talking about. I say if four hundred and ninety-one men can be 
withdrawn from that Department, and it still go safely on, it is per- 
fectly manifest that the number there now, and the number that has 
been in the Treasury Department for weeks and months all the time 
is anumber to be justified only by showing that there was some busi- 
ness or labor in the Treasury Department continuing, not up to six 
months or four months ago, but up to this day, which hereafter need 
not be done. When you show that, and not till you show that, you 
show every business man in his own business sense exactly how he 
| could dispense with part of his force. If he had been building two 
railroads and one of them was completed, we see how he could dis- 
miss the men that manned the finished job, and with the residue go on 


with the other. But if the falling off in the requirement of the De- 
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partment was six months ago or four months ago and the force has 
been continued up to this day, | submit, according to any busi- 
ness principles or arithmetic, that a reduction now cannot be so ex- 
plained. 

Now I should like to ask another question of the honorable Senator 
from Minnesota. In this proposed reduction, as I understand, the sub- 
treasury and its force and salaries is reduced. Am I right in that? 

Mr. WINDOM. I think not. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator would look at the subtreas- 
ury in the city of New York; and I will say to him while he is look- 
ing that lam told that although the compensation for men conduct- 
ing the subtreasury in the city of New York is cut down, the same 
oflicers in the city of Philadelphia and elsewhere have not been dis- 
turbed. 

Mr. WINDOM. The reduction of seven hundred and sixty-five does 
not touch the New York office nor the subtreasury. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator quite sure of that? 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam quite sure. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Towa 
because I have been very much misinformed, not by Senators but by 
others, if this is so as to salaricsor compensation. I have understood 
for some days that this p o,et of reduction did cut down the sub- 
treasurer’s establishment in the city of New York in respect of salary. 
Take for example the coin teller. 

Mr. ALLISON, It cuts down the salaries in a few instances, but 
not the number. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I inquire whether the salary of the coin 
teller in Philadel! phia is cut down? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ascertain in a moment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I know there were some slight reduetions of the 
New York oflicers. They were higher than the Philadelphia officers. 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes; put se by law and for reasons 

Mr. ALLISON, There is no proposed change in the Philadelphia 
office, There are proposed changes in the New York office, but none 
in Philadelphia or any of the other subtreasuries except New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have this to say about it: The compensation 
of these men in the city of New York was fixed in reference to them 
and their duties, not in reference to other men and other duties. The 
sulary of the coin-teller, for example, in New York was graduated 
aud tixed by the facts in that case. Of course, among those facts 
vere the enormous amounts of money, the almost fabulous sums which 
i the course of a year pass through that office, the responsibilities 
for which bonds are given, the various other elements entering into 
the modes of estimating salaries The same thing was done in the 
case of Philadelphia and those salaries were fixed upon the same 
principles, and fixed as they ought to be. Now I understand that 
this projet of agreemnent cuts down the compensation of these officers 
in New York, passes over the same otlicers in Philadelphia whose sal- 
aries although ata different amount were for different service and 
fixed at a different sum because of the merits of the case, leaving 
them to stand untouched. 

Perhaps I ought not to detain the Senate npon a matter of this 
sort; but it is a circumstance which fell under my observation and I 
call attention to it, and I think it might be well in dealing with this 
bill, particularly in standing by the idea that Senators ought to re- 
ceive $5,000 a year nominally at least because it is right in facet, 
to consider whether these officers in the city of New York ought to 
receive one salary or another because it is right in fact, and not level 
it down in order that salaries somewhere else may stand untouched. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota that the Senate insist on its disagreeing 
vote and ask another committee of conference. 

Mr. WINDOM. $I am very reluctant to detain the Senate a moment 
longer, but the statements of the honorable Senator from New York 
I think require a brief answer. 

The committee of conference on the part of the Senate in agreeing 
to this reduction of force do not by any means assent—at least a ma- 
jority of them do not—to the inferences which the Senator from New 
York would draw. They do not believe that the sweeping reduction 
which has been agreed to is justitied by the business of the Depart- 
ments. Iwill state tothe Senate why the numberseven hundred and 
sixty-five was suggested. The House bill as it came to us reduced the 
employés of the various Departments one thousand and twelve. The 
Senate reduced them three hundred and eighteen on its own motion, 
upon the recommendation of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
The committee of conference, after very much labor on this question 
and many trials and tribulations, finally suggested as a compromise a 
division of the difference, provided, upon a reference of the question 
to the Departments, it could be ascertained that that nuinber could 
by any possibility be dispensed with. That is as to all the Depart- 
ments. I will send to the Secretary two letters which I ask to have 
read on that subject. But before they are read I will state that in 
submitting this proposition to the Secretary of the Treasury and re- 
questing him to confer with other heads of the Executive Depart- 
ments on the subject, the committee on the part of the Senatesuggested 
it rather for the purpose of obtaining information than otherwise. 
The letter addressed by myself as chairman of the Senate managers 
willexplain the proposition as submitted to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and his answer will show the opinion of the heads of the Execu- 
tive Departments as to the effect of this reduction. 


Avcust 9, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
SENATE CHAMPrR, 
Washington, July 22, 1876 

Dear Stn: Tam requested by the committees of conference on the levislative 
bill to ask that you will, in connection with the other heads of Departments, coy 
sider the proposition to redace the number of employés in said Department seven 
hundred and sixty-five, and that you will suggest to said committees how said 
duction can be made with least detriment to the service. It is desirable that the 
diminution of expense should be as nearly as possible in proportion to the reduc 
tion in number of employés. Please advise me at your earliest convenience 
whether this is practicable, and make such suggestions as you may deem impor- 
tant in the premises. 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
WM. WINDOM, 


Chairman Senate Confereces. 
Hon. Lot M. Mornriur, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 23, 1876 
Pear Sir: Your note of the 22d instant on behalf of the committees of conference 
on the legislative bill, in regard to the reduction of the number of employes in the 


Executive Departments of the Government seven hundred and sixty-five was duly 
received. F 

The proposition submitted for the consideration of the Executive Departments is 
understood to be that of a reduction of the civil list for those Departments by the 
number of seven hundred and sixty-five on the basis of the Senate bill, which was 
forty-nine hufidred and ninety-one; but, as no account is taken of the temporary 
force usually provided for by an appropriation to be used at the discretion of thy 
Secretary, equal to an additional force of seventy-five employés or clerks, the 
proposition really is for the reduction of cight hundred and forty instead of the num 
ber mentioned, unless the usual appropriation should be made for temporary clerks, 
which is not understood to be included in the proposition submitted. 

If the heads of Departments are to regard the ens reductiomas the legisla 
tive ultimatum, it remains only to make such reduction with reference to the 
efliciency of the service, in which case the accompanying tables furnish the dis 
tribution of the civil force in these Departments believed to be most advantageous 
to the service therein. 


Phat there shouki be no misapprehension as to the views of the heads of De 
partments in relation to the matter of reduction proposed, it is proper to say that 
it is beliewed such reduction will essentially cripple the public service to a greater 
or less extent in most of these Departments, and that a reduction so large as that 
necessitated in the Treasury Department, to wit, four hundred and ninety-one, 
would be little less than disastrous. 

Ve ry respec tfully, 
LOT M. MORRILL, 


Secretary Treasury. 
Hon. WiLtuiAM Winpom, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations United States Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. It will be seen that this very large reduction is 
not made with the assent and concurrence of the heads of Depart- 
ments; but Mr. Secretary Morrill, for himself and representing them, 
as I understand, states that, regarding this number as the k 
ultimatum, they proceed to adjust the force upon that basis, and he 
concludes bis letter by stating that the proposed “redaction will 
essentially cripple the public service to a greater or less extent in 
most of these Departments, and that a reduction so large as that ne- 
cessitated in the Treasury Department, to wit, four hundred and 
ninety-one, would be little less than disastrous.” 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask one question there? 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator and do his associates rest their 
agreement to that reduction upon the idea that it will be little less 
than disastrous ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe that it will very seriously embarrass the 
Department. I do not know that I would be willing to use quite so 
strong terms as to say “ disastrous,” for in the manner in which it has 
been made there will be but a short time between the final dismissal 
of this force and the next session of Congress. And further, the 
$50,000 which we have allowed for temporary clerks in case of emer- 
gency will to some extent relieve or prevent the embarrassments that 
would otherwise be inevitable. Ido believe, however, that in some 
Bureaus the reduction will cause serious delays, and greatly impair 
the efliciency of the service. The Adjutant-General’s Office, the Sur- 
geou-General’s Oflice, the Pension Burean, and some others will be 
crippled and embarrassed, and the puble interests will sufier. I 
may be asked, “ Then, why do you agree to it?) Iwill answer. This 
is one of the questions on which I understand the House has precisely 
the same right to its judgment as the Senate has. The Iouse in the 
exercise of its discretion said that twelve hundred and twelve ew- 
ployés should be dismissed. The Senate in the exercise of its best 
judgment said three hundred and eighteen. If the House chose to 
insist that they would not appropriate for more than one-half the 
clerical foree actually required, 1 know no power in the Senate to 
compel them to appropriate. They must act upon their own respon- 
sibility and we upon ours. Both are responsible to the people. So 
far as that class of questions is concerned we must accept what they 
are willing to appropriate. They must take the responsibility of 
crippling and embarrassing the civil service of the country. That 
being in our jadgment the position of the question, the Senate man- 
agers thought that for the present it was judicious to accept the 
proposition to divide the difference by two, making the reduction 
one-half the difference between the two Houses. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inquire of the Senator if the basis of the 
committee does not relieve this statement of the Secretary to the 
extent of 360,000? 

Mr. WINDOM. It does. It makes the reduction four hundred and 
nineteen in the Treasury Department and seven hundred and sixty- 
five inall. The Secretary of the Treasury, it will be observed, says 
that if the $50,000 be not appropriated the reduction will be equal to 
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eight hundred and forty. 
the 10th day of September, one-third on the 10th of October, and one- 
third on the 10th of November, so that if it shall be found that so large 
a reduction is likely to prove disastrous to the service Congress will 
be in session within two or three weeks after the final dismissal and | 
can supply the deficiency. These were the arguments which induced 


The reduction is to take place one-third on 


the committee to agree to this proposition. We by no means agreed 
that this force has been as surperabundant as the remarks of the Sen- | 
ator from New York would indicate. 

The Senate Committee on Appropriations when examining this bill | 
before it was reported to the Senate took great care to ascertain how 
great a reduction could be safely made. Thorough investigations 
were made in all the Departments to ascertain how many could be 
reduced without detriment to the service, In the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for instance, Mr. Secretary Bristow caused an investigation to 
be made of every Bureau, and reported to the committee certain re- 
duetions upon which the Committee on Appropriations aud the Sen- | 
ate acted. The Secretary of War made a similar investigation; and 
J happen to know that in that a commission, consisting of three of 
the most experienced men in the Department, was appointed, who 
spent twenty days in examining the War Department, going to every 
Bureau and desk in it, for the purpose of ascertaining the largest pos- 
sible reduction that could safely be effected. Similar investigations 
extended throughout the other Departments, and upon reports made 
to them from those Departments the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations recommended a reduction of three hundred and eighteen, 
to which the Senate agreed. Applying to all the Departments the 
severest rules of judicious retrenchment, they were unable to make a 
jarger reduction. I believe that all above that is an unsafe reduc- 
tion, and to that extent is a crippling of the service; but I do not 
know any power we have, or that anybody else has, to compel either 
House to appropriate more money for such purpose than its own judg- 
ment or even its inclination may approve. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of | 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] that the Senate insist 
upon its amendments and ask a committee of conference. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 intended to have withdrawn my motion in order 
to offer another. Task leave to reconsider the vote just taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s there objection to reconsider- 
ing the vote just taken? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WINDOM. If in order, I move that the bill be recommitted 
to the present committee of conference, and that the vote shall be 
understood to be atest vote upon the two questions 1 have mentioned, 
uamely, the salary of the President and the compensation of mem- 
bers of Congress. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask my colleague on the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations if the same end exactly is not accomplished 
by his original motion? It is the understanding of the Senate. ‘There 
is no dissent on either side of the Chamber to the action of the 
Senate in still further insisting and appointing the same conferees. 
{hey certainly will be appointed again, and this action is a sanc- 
tion of their course. It seems to me that it would be better to agree 
to the original motion than to raise a doubtful parliamentary ques- 
tion by recommitting the report to a committee which is dissolved. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not dissolved. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is dissolved by this report. It reems to me the 
conferees may consider themselves as receiving the sanction of the 
Senate by the original motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that his 
present motion would require precisely such a vote in the House as 
he calls on the Senate to make. The House would be called upon to 
recommit the report to this same committee. Let the House act in- 
dependently and the Senate independently. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think we had better not recommit it. 

Mr. DAWES. Nota Senator indicated a desire for a different course. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote for the motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota; but as it happens to be inconsistent with ihe vote which 
Ihave frequently given upon a question involved, I desire to make 
an explanation of my vote. In reference to the salary of the President 
of the United States, I originally opposed the increase from $25,000 
to $50,000, and I voted for the bill, which is now before the Senate 
with the veto message of the President, decreasing the salary of the 
next incumbent of the presidential office to $25,000. I shall vote for 
a separate independent proposition of that kind again to make a re- 
duction of $25,000; but I do not believe that it is proper to put such 
@ provision upon an appropriation bill. Therefore in voting for the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota, I do not wish to be understood 
at all as favoring, as an abstract question, the increase which was 
made to the salary of the President. I vote for this proposition be- 
cause, while we have a bill before us reducing the salary of the Presi- 
dent, which it isin our power to take up and pass over his veto, I do 
not think it is proper to put a provjsion of that kind upon an appro- 
priation bill. Whenever the proposition is made to take up the 





measure which has been vetoed, I will vote to pass it over the veto. | 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
insist upon his motion ? 

Mr. WINDOM. There seems to be some objection to the second 
motion which I made, and with the consent of the Scnate I will with- 
draw it and renew the first motion. 
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rhe Chair hears no objection; and 











The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


| the motion is withdrawn Che question recurs on the motion of the 


Senator from Minnesota that the Senate insist upon its disagreement 


| and ask for a further committee of conference. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee; and Mr. WinpoM, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. Bay- 
ARD were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the resolution of the 
Senate to print extra copies of the report of the special committee to 
investigate the late election in Mississippi, with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S.No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to carry the 
mails in their new iron steamships, with amendments in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. HENRY 
B. BANNING, of Ohio, and Mr. Sreruen A. Hurwsvt, of Illinois, mem- 
bers of the commission on the part of the House on the subject of 
the reform and re-organization of the Army. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a pension to Annie Gibson Yates; 
and 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. 161) authorizing the Secretary of State 
to publish a history of the several surveys and scientific expeditions 
by the United States during the present century. 

SILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1038) for the relief of George E. Hasie, late 
inspector of cigars and snuff in and for the second internal-revenue 
collection district in the State of Mississippi; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Senate bill No. 1021, allowing the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company to carry the mails in their new iron steam- 
ships, has been returned from the House with an amendment. The 
House amends the bill as passed by the Senate in a very important 
particular, and Ido not think the Senate ought toagree to the amend- 
ment. To state what the amendment is will, I think, be suflicient to 
make the Senate agree to non-concur. The bill is very short, and I 
will read it with the permission of the Senate: 





That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to accept from the 
Pacitic Mail Steamship Company, for service in transporting the mails of the 
United States between San Francisco and China, the steamships City of Sidney, 
City of New York, and City San Francisco, the same being new iron American 
built ships of more than thie jousand tons register; said iren steamships to be 






substituted for any wooden side wheel steamers now lawfully doing service under 
the act of Congress of February 17, 1865: Previded, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed as creating. reviving, or recognizing any claim now pending or 


as a basis of any claim which may hereafter be preferred against the United 
States by said steamship company, growing out of any law or contract whatever, 
except such as may lawfully exist under the law of February 17, 1565, above re- 
ferred to. 

The law of February 17, 1565, is a law making the contract with 
them, and agreeing to pay them a certain amount for carrying the 
mails, but by striking out “excepting the law of February 7, 1565, 
above reverred to,” as the louse has done, the result is to deprive the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company of the right of demanding pay for 
the service of carrying the mail. It expressly says that no claim shall 
be recognized, not even the claim arising under the law of February 
17, 1865, which I am sure the House could not have intended to do. I 
hope the Senate will at once non-concur. 

The amendment was nou-concurred in. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Now I move that the Senate ask for a con- 
ference on the disagre¢ing votes. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the committee on the part of 
the Senate. 

Mr. Jones of Nevada, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. Key were appointed 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

THE HAMBURGH RIOTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. MORTON on the 2d instant: 





Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President's message and onemeeieing docnu- 
ments in regard to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, yesterday when I yielded tho 
floor I was referring to the parties implicated in the recent murders 
at Hamburgh, South Carolina. I was speaking of the character that 
these parties bore in the commanity in which they live. I have no 
desire to misrepresent any person connected with this transaction. 
What I have said about these parties is I believe true. My object 
in stating this to the Senate and to the country is to controvert the 
idea that is spread abroad whenever reports of outrages come up froin 
| the South. Senators on this floor, newspapers and publie men, all join 
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in deploring these outrages. They all say they regret them; but at the 
same time we hear from all of them, or nearly all, some kind of an ex- 
cuse. They say that the negroes were insolent, that the negroes were 
turbulent, that they were the cause of these riots, and that the authors 
of these crimes were low, reckless, and irresponsible men in the com- 
munity. My object in speaking of the character of the parties im- 
plicated in these transactions is to show that that is not true. 
‘These murders have been committed. Whether the parties mentioned 
in the reports of the coroner’s inquest are the parties really guilty, I 
do not know. They are charged with it upon the oaths of citizens of 
South Carolina; and if they are the guilty parties, I have this tosay, 
that they are persons who are recognized in their communities as 
gentlemen and the best people in their community. I want to hold 
the real parties responsible for these outrages. 1 do not want the re- 
sponsibility shifted onto people who are not responsible and who have 
no position in society. That is all lask. I think it fair, and no man 
can complain of it. I know no man in South Carolina will object to 
that. It is all very well for Senators to talk about the authors of 
these crimes in the South being “spewed up” by the war, and all that 
sort of thing; but Senators know better than that; newspaper men 
know better than that ; public men know better than that. 


fused to do it they had some harsh words, but for the sake of peace 
the militia company opened column and let these two young men ride 
through in their buggy. What right had they to order the milita com- 
pany to do that? But the captain of the company for the sake 
of peace and to avoid a disturbance, to prevent the charge being 
made that the militia, the colored militia, were obstructing the high- 
way, opened column and let these two young bloods pass through. 
I ask Senators to suppose that there was a volunteer company, a 
military organization of this District, marching up Pennsylvania 
avenue; would any Senator upon this floor, would the President of 
the Senate, have any right to stop that company and demand that 
they should open column and let him pass through? Is there any 
man in the Senate or any man in Washington who would ask such an 
unreasonable thing? Yet because these two young men were refused 
the right to go on the highway where they pleased, they stopped the 
company and got up this disturbance, but finally were permitted to 
pass through. That should have been the end of it. There it should 
have stopped. The militia company had yielded more than was 
reasonable. These two young men obtained more than any citizen 
had a right to ask. 

Forthis wrong these men sought redress before Prince Rivers, of Hamburgh, trial 
justice and major-general of militia, anegro. The case was set for the 9th, and 
meantime the negro militia swore they would submit to no punishment from the 
otticer of the law, and were loud and threatening in their views. They threatened 
to lynch Messrs. KR. Butler and H. Getzen if they were not convicted. 


DEMOCRATIC EXCUSES FOR THE RIOT. 

I want to read from an article the Charleston News and Courier in 
regard to this outrage. This paper deplores these outrages. It goes 
further than that; it denounces them. Let me read to you the ob- 


; ; ; ; ig ig : ; rene Now, I ask Senators in all candor, where was the wrong to these 
ject of their denunciation. ‘This is the Charleston News and Courier 


two young men? If there was any wrong in it, the wrong was to 





‘of July 13, only five days after the occurrence : 


The northern newspapers, even those most friendly to the South, are loud in their 
denunciation of the Hamburgh slaughter. They regard it as doing good work for 
Hayes and Wheeler, and predict that a few more outbreaks of the same sort will 
insure the defeat of Tilden. Is it not horrible that a band of regulators should 
have the power to destroy, by their inexcusable violence, the prospects of the party 
which, if successful, will restore constitutional rule to the whole people ? 


There is the reason given for denouncing these outrages. There is 
nothing in that paper of regret for the death of these poor people, 
but they put it upon the ground that it will hurt the election of Mr. 
Tilden. Why do they put it on that ground ? Because they know that 
the North will never consent to the election of Mr. Tilden unless Mr. 
Tilden’s friends in the South will quit killing negroes and radicals. 
They know as well as we know that that sort of thing will not do 
any longer. They know the people of the North are getting tired of 
this violence, and they say to their bad men, “ Halt.” I wish their 
bad men would listen to that advice. If the election of Mr. Tilden 
will soften the hearts of the southern democratic leaders; if it will 
stop the murders of colored people and radicals in the South, stop 
these murders for opinion’s sake, Ido not know but that I will be 
willing to say that I would consent to his election. Human life is 
more important than the question of who shall be elected President 
of the United States. What I plead for is for these poor people in the 
South who have no protection, these poor people who are being mur- 
dered because they are republicans, and murdered, too, by democrats 
in every instance, 

I have read the opinion of one newspaper. Here is the opinion of 
another democratic newspaper, the Journal of Commerce, which takes 
the opposite ground, and 1 am sorry for it: 

The village of Hamburgh, South Carolina, opposite to Augusta, Georgia, is be- 
youd its police jurisdiction, and has latterly become the nest and harbor of negro 
marauders, incendiaries, and cut-throats. The turbulent, malignant, and crimi- 
nally intent, here dwelling within easy reach of the Georgia line, in full accord with 
their own local authorities, civil and military, armed with rifles and organized, 
have felt strong in the ability to annoy, injure, and endanger the white people of 
Aiken and Edgetield Counties. 

The coroner was willing (I have no doubt) to call any person before 
the inquest the parties implicated in this trial asked, and there is 
not one word of evidence in this cofoner’s inquest that goes to sustain 
that charge. Why does that paper make such a charge? Simply 
because it represents a certain sentiment; simply because it speaks 
for that class of southern people who look upon outrages of this kind 
with, I will not say consent, but with quite too much kindness. 

It is not long since another militia company of negroes in Edgefield, under Ten- 


nent, was disarmed by the State authorities and United States troops for drilling 
nightly with the intention to attack the whites. 


The truth about that story is simply this, that a difficulty occurred 
two years ago in regard to a militia company in Edgefield County. 
The difficulty commenced at the Pine House, and the result of inves- 
tigation proved that a white man was the aggressor. After months of 
excitement, in which both races were concerned and liable to a bloody 
collision at any time, the difficulty was settled by the arms being 
taken from the militia company by the State authorities for the sake 
of peace after three or four persons had been killed. 

For some years now the pepaintion of Hamburg have been practicing a system 
of insulting and outraging the people of the neighboring counties. On the 5thof July 


it seems their militia company stopped the buggy of Messrs. R. Butler and H. Get- 
zon in the public road, abused them, and threatened to make them prisoners for 


the night. 

All the papers join in testifying to the fact that this militia com- 
pany were parading in the streets of Hamburgh on the 5th of July, 
as they had aright todo. The street is about one hundred and forty 
feet wide, and this militia company was marching four abreast. 
These two young men came along in a buggy and they ordered the 
militia company to give way and let them pass, and because they re- 








the militia company and not to these two young men. 


Convicted of what? There is no evidence of that kind. 
Information of these threats reached the neighborhood of these men, and their 


friends and neighbors mounted their horses and went to Hamburgh at the time ap- 
pointed to defend and protect them from violence, and to support the law and its 
officers in the prosecution of justice. 


Great God! justice! I ask what justice did these young men want ? 
Who had been outraged? Their friends resorted to Hamburgh. Yes, 
I understand all about this friend business. They did not go there 
like they would go to church. They came there mounted, with their 


rifles, their revolvers, and their shot-guns. Friends on an errand of 


friendship do not generally go with that kind of equipments. They 
went there to get up arow ; they went there to get up a fight. That 
was the object. 

Doe Adams, the captain of the company, when summoned for trial, attempted 
to bully the court— 


* The evidence shows he was not near the court— 


and when served with an arrest, defied the officer of the law and assembled his 


company in the street, armed and supplied with ball-cartridges, to make good his 
detiance. He and his militia command now occupied the attitude of outlaws or 
rioters toward the trial justice, and of mutineers toward the major-general of mili 
tia. Five efforts were made to bring them to their senses and to induce them to 
give up the arms they were using to violate “the awful majesty of the law,” and 
to let the people of the county have peace. But all efforts ialled. They intended 
to fight. 


Who intended to fight ? Nobody was talking about fighting except 
these people who came in there. 

They occupied the second story of a brick building in which they were wont to 
drill, set up a yell, and opened fire on the friends of R. Butler and H. Getzen from 
the windows with their Springfield rifles. Soon after they had opened fire they 
killed, by a shot from the window, Mr. Merriweather, an estimable young man. 

When ruffianism is rampant and lynching is threatened white men who seek 
legal redress, by a band of organized negroes, with the best weapons iu their hands, 
and when the officers of the law are defied and white men are shot dead, the blood 
of white frends will get up, even in meek and down-trodden Carolina. And when 
those engaged in this high-handed and criminal business are overpowered, it is not 
likely they will be treated as prisoners of honorable warfare and according to the 
laws of nations. 


That is the other democratic account of this transaction. That ac- 
count is written and published in a paper that represents the true senti- 
ment of the white democracy of South Carolina. There is not a line to 
condemn the murder, not one line of sympathy for the poor men who 
were murdered, but denunciation and misrepresentation all through 
to excuse the perpetrators of this crime. I read this to show to the 
Senate and to the country that a newspaper published in South Caro- 
lina and spreading all over the State will dare to utter such senti- 
ments, and no one will rebuke it. When newspapers by such expla- 
nations, by such excuses, by such palliation will justify a murder and 
outrage of this kind, is it any wonder that they so frequently occur? 

THE MILITIA ORGANIZATION OF A STATE. 


Mr. President, one word before I get on to the cause of all this 
trouble. It is said that this militia company is not a legal organiza- 
tion. The evidence before the coroner’s mquest shows that the mil- 
itia company was regularly organized and recognized by the colonel 
of the regiment and the major-general of the military division. In 
addition to that, the evidence shows that the military company was 
organized under the act of incorporation. They were a regularly, 
legally constituted body of militia. They had the right to parade 
on the 4th of July or any other time that they saw proper. It 
has been said upon this floor that all the militia of South Carolina 
are colored people. That is true, but it is not the fault of the colored 
people and it is not the fault of the State government. The white 
democrats of South Carolina refused to come in under the militia 
law to organize companies and make themselves responsible to the 
State officers. No person quarrels with them about it. In order to 
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gratify their military taste they have military organizations of their 
own. They are organized under incorporation acts. They go to the 
clerk of the court and get an act of incorporation on the payment of 
a small fee of two dollars or two dollars and a half, and they organ- 
izecompanies. They call themselves “ rifle clubs” and “saber clubs.” 
We have them in every county in South Carolina and in some counties 
we have several. They are not an illegal organization. There is 
nothing in the law to forbid it and nobody objects to it. By com- 
mon consent they are allowed to exist, owing to the peculiar state of 
feeling which we have in the State between the races. By common 
consent, by consent of the State officers, by consent of all parties, 
these military organizations, because of the refusal of the white peo- 
ple to go into an organization with the colored people, are allowed 
to exist. They arm themselves and equip themselves at their own 
expense. Iam informed by one of the members of the House that 
there are two of these rifle clubs in Charleston and one in Chester 
which have been armed with State arms; and I take it for granted 
that the stateme’'t is correct. It may be said that white people are | 
refused arms from the State. I do not think that ever the State au- | 
thorities have refused to give arms to a white company if they were | 
| 


willing to come in under the State military law. I have never heard | 
it charged, and I think I am safe in making the statement that that 
has never been done. ‘ 

That disposes of the militia question. But with regard to these rifle 
clubs I desire to say that they were organized some two or three 
years ago, and during all that time and up to this time they have | 
conducted themselves with order and decorum. I have never heard | 
any complaint of their behavior. I have never heard any threat made | 
by any person representing the rifle clubs, who was authorized to | 
speak for them. I will say that to theircredit. 1 know thatthere is 
an impression among the colored people that these rifle clubs are got- 
ten up with a view to their injury. When they were first organized 
they creatéd a very considerable alarm among the colored people, and 
to-day there is a feeling of uneasiness among the colored people that 
these rifle clubs might at some time be used to their personal injury. 
I do not say that that impression is correct. I know some three or 
four officers of these rifle clubs. I know the captains of two of them 
in the city of Columbia, and they are both very excellent citizens and | 
clever gentlemen. I do not think that either of those gentlemen 
would be a party to a wrong upon the colored people in their capac- 


ity as officers of a military company. What may happen in the future | 


Ido not know. Iam speaking of the behavior of those companies in 
the past. 

i chould like to read some of this testimony taken before the trial 
justice, but there is so much of it and it is so long that I forbear. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator willing to have it go into the 
RECORD without actually reading it ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose if the Senator wants to read it as part 
of his remarks no Senator will insist upon actually hearing it read. 
If it does not inconvenience the Senator at all, I suggest that nobody 
will obj sect to putting it in the Recorp, if that is his purpose, with- 
out reading it all here. He will judge of that himself, I suppose. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not care to have it read. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I suggest that it had better be printed in 
the RecorD than to hear it read. Is it in print? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is in print. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think there will be no objection to its being 
put into the RECORD rather than having it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CurisTIANCy in the chair.) The 
Chair hears no objection, and the matter will be printed in the Rec- 
ORD. 
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| What I complain of in the southern people is that they allowed them- 


| pointed provisional governor and a Legislature was chosen composed 
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there were not 10,000 secessionists in the State of South Carolina, 
and yet these few violent, bold, daring, arrogant democratic leaders 
dragged that State out. They forced the people out of the Union. 







selves to be used by these leaders. They are intelligent; they are 
men; they were born under the American flag; they have as much 
interest in the country as those who live in Massachusetts or Penn 

sylvania or New York or Ohio; but I do find fault with them for al- 
lowing themselves to be used by these bold and bad and wicked rulers. 
Senators may argue that there is no such sentiment in the South. | 
am speaking particularly of South Carolina; but the case of South 
Carolina is the case of the whole South. South Carolina is not an 
exceptional State. Because she was the “ first in the fray,” is that 
any reason why the other southern States are not responsible? They 
were of age; they acted for themselves. The history of South Caro- 
lina, the action of South Carolina, represenis the action of all of 
them, and the feeling of the white people of South Carolina repre- 
sents the feeling of the white people of the whole South. I do not 
think any one will dare to deny that unless he is very reckless. 














THE INFAMOUS BLACK CODE, 

I hold in my hand the laws of the Legislature of South Carolina 
passed in the session of 1865—66. This was after the war, and after 
South Carolina had passed intothe handsof her old rulers. Under 
the Administration of President Johnson Governor Perry was ap- 









of the old leaders. If they had this spirit in 1560 and during the war, 
this record shows that they had not forgotten it years afterwards. 
This record shows that they had not abandoned one iota of that spirit 
towards their colored fellow-citizens, because the black man then was 
their fellow-citizen. The black man wasa free man then. It is true 
he had not the right to vote, but he wasa free man. That Legisla- 
ture met in Columbia, the State capital, and proceeded to general 
legislation. But among the very first acts that they passed was the 
act which is known all over this country and all over the world as 
the “black code” of South Carolina, a code that should disgrace 
every one of its authors, and every man who voted for it should be 
ashamed to show his face among an intelligent, an enlightened, and 
a civilized people. And yet these same people are claiming that they 
alone are fit to rule in South Carolina and should be put into power, 
| and think it a great hardship that the negro will not consent to let 
them rule over him again and pass such laws. I will trespass npon 
your time in order to give the Senate an idea of this code, begause 
I do not presume that many Senators have ever read it. So many 
things have happened in the last ten or fifteen years, events have 
crowded themselves upon us so rapidly, we have made history se 
fast, that a great many important events which the statesman should 
take notice of, ay, which the voter should take notice of, have 
| passed from memory. This is a law to amend the criminal code; 



























Sec. 10. A person of color who is in the employment of a master engaged in hus 
bandry shall not have the right tosell any corn,rice, pease, wheat, or other g’ ain; 
any flour, cotton, fodder, hay, bacon, fresh meat of any kind, poultry of any kind 
animal of any kind, or any other product of a farm, without having written evi 
dence from such master or some person authorized by him, or from the district 
judge or a magistrate, that he has the right to sell such product 










Then it goeson to prescribe the punishment for that offense. That 
law is to apply to the laborer, it is to apply to the man who tills the 
soil, the poor man now free, the man who before the law is the equal 
of the proudest mau in South Carolina; yet they passed a law and 
imposed a heavy penalty upon him if he dared to sell any product of 
his farm without the written consent of his master. This word 
“master” may sound very strange. People will argue perhaps that 
slavery was over, and there were no masters. As I read further in 













THE REAL CAUSES OF THE TROUBLE. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Now, Mr. President, I have given both sides of | 
this question, and tried to do justice to all parties. I want both sides | 


to be heard. I now come to what I think is the real cause of these 


difficulties. That there is a false sentiment existing among the dem- | 


ocratic party in the South in regard to the colored man no one will 
deny. They are determined he shall not hold office and rule. Right 
here I want to say a word in regard to the southern people. I 
have no malice toward the southern white people. I went among 
them a stranger, and I say tu the Senate and to the country that 
so far as my personal relations with that people are concerned 
they have always treated me kindly and respectfully, and I have 
nothing for them but the kindest feeling in the world. I will de- 


fend them as faithfully and as promptly against a false imputation | 


as if I had been born among them; but there is a class of people in 
the South taat I do quarrel with. I have no quarrel with the great 
body of the southern people. The great body of the southern people 
are brave and generous and want to do what is right, and if the 
democratic leaders would let them alone they would do what is right. 
If it had not been for the democratic leaders in 1860 the people of 
the South would never have gone into secession and rebellion. It is 
a fact that is recorded in history, and the man is a fool who rises in 
his place, in the Senate or elsewhere, and attempts to deny that the 
South was dragged out of the Union in 1860 by their leaders, and 
that their leaders were all democrats. State after State was dragged 
out. When the people got a chance to vote they voted down seces- 


sion, but through the manipulation of these leaders the States were | 


dragged out. Governor Orr told me before his death that in 1860 





this book I will show you that by this law they provided that the em- 
ployer should be known as master and the employé should be known 
as the servant, and yet it was not in the days of slavery; this was 
in the daysof freedom. This was after the war, after we had what 
they called peace, and after the adoption of the thirteenth amend- 
ment abolishing slavery; and yet this law was to apply tothe man of 
color, (and not the white man,) the man who had fought for and 
| helped to preserve the life of the nation. 

Sec. 11. It shall be a misdemeanor for any person not authorized to write or give 
to a person of color a writing which professes to show evidence, &c. 











If any white man should give a colored man a permission of that 
| kind he is fined. Here is section 13, which provides— 
Persons of color constitute no part of the militia of the State. 








| When they had the authority in the Legislature, when they ruled 
after the war was over, and they pretended to accept the logical re- 

| sults of the war, they took good care to pass laws that the colored 
»eople should not serve in the militia. When the colored people got 
into power in South Carolina, what did they do? Did they pass such 
a law as that, providing that white men should not serve in the 
militia? No; they passed a militia law that white men and colored 
men, democrats and republicans, all, could avail themselves of, if they 
chose. Is not that a shame that the white democratic leaders of 
South Carolina should make a record like that, which shows so much 
illiberality, when three years afterward another law is on the statute- 

| book which says, ‘No, we do not pass any such illiberal laws; we ne- 
groes pass a law that civilized nations can recognize and be proud 
| of; we will open the militia organization to all classes and all celora 
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and to all people.” 
struction. 


Sec. 14. It shall not be lawful for a person of color to be the owner, in whole or 
in part, of any distillery. 


They were careful they should not have distilleries. I think that 
was a pretty good idea, 

Sec. 22. No person of color shall migrate into and reside in this State unless 
within twenty daysafter his arrival within the same he shall enterinto a bond, with 


two freeholders as sureties, to be approved by the judge of the district court or a 
Inagistrate. 


That is, no man of color shall dare to go into South Carolina un- 


less in twenty days he give bonds to be approved of by the judge of | 


the district court. And who is he? Of course he is a democrat. Of 
course that was the only kind they elected in those days. That’s 
what’s the matter; they do not get them elected now. 

If he failed to give bonds, as provided in the statute, he must leave 
the State, and if he refused he was to be whipped by order of court, 
and, if still refusing for fifteen days, he should be kept at hard labor 
(virtualiy sold) for tive years. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is that the law now? 

Mr. PATTERSON, O, no; that is not the law now. The negroes 
do not pass such laws to apply to white people, but white people pass 
such laws to apply to negroes. They had not learned down there 
that the war was over; that was the trouble. Here is another: 

Visitors or other persons shall not be invited or allowed by the servant to come 
or remain upon the premises of the naster without his express permission. 


lask northern democratic Senators, Would you like to vote for a 
law of that kind to apply to the poor white man of the North? Is 
there a democratic Senator on this floor from the North who would 
dare to vote for suchalaw? Yet this law was passed to apply to free 
colored men in South Carolina by your democratic friends. If that 
Jaw wasin force in South Carolina, the democrats could carry the 
election without any trouble by as large majority as that by which 
they carried Alabama the other day, because the colored people, if 
this law was in force, could not leave the plantation; no man could 
go there to see them; and of course we should have democratic ma- 


jorities; but it is not in force, thank God, and I do not think it will be 


sO0on, 


When the servant shall depart from the service of the master without good cause 
he shall forfeit the wages due to him. The servant shall obey all orders of the 
master or his agent, and shall be honest. 

Timt is avery good idea. 


ler any acts or things herein declared to be causes for the discharge of a ser 


vant 
or for any bre 


ach of contract or duty by bim, instead of discharging the servant, 
the master may complain to the district judge or one of the magistrates, who shall 
have power, on being satistied of the misconduct complained of, to inflict or cause 
to be inflicted on the servant suitable corporal punishment. 


I need not explain that; everybody understands what that is. The 
whipping-post had not been eut down yet in South Carolina, and this 
by a Christian, civilized people: 


The contract for service shall not be terminated by the death of the master, 
without the assent of the servant. 


* ° * * 
The rules and regulations prescribed for master and servant apply to persons in 
service as household servants, conferring the same rights and imposing the same 
* * 


duties 

*he master shall have the right to inflict upon the servant such corporal pun- 
ishment as he may think proper. 

Ile may think very severe punishment proper to inflict on these 
free citizens of America, Here is a section in regard to “ mechanics, 
artisans, and shop-keepers :” 

No person of color—— 


That does not say “no person,” but 


No person of color shall pursue or practice the art, trade, or business of an ar- 
tisan, mechanic, or shop-keeper, or any other trade, employment, or business (be- 
sides that of husbandry or that of a servant under a contract for service or labor) 
on his own account and for bis own benetit, or in partnership with a white person, 
or as agent or servant of any person, until he shall have obtained a license there- 
for 

Then it prescribes what he shall pay for the license. 


All persons of color who have not some fixed and known place of abode and some 
lawful and reputable employment, &c., may be arrested as vagrants, and, by order 
of the district judge, be fined and hired out. 

In other words sold into slavery again. 

I have read these extracts to show the spirit that actuated the 
Legislature of 1865, a Legislature that met after the war; to show that 
the same spirit prevailed as during slavery: that these people were 
unwilling to accord to the colored man, although free, the rightsthat 
had been secured to him by the war. 

Mr. President, I will not take the time of the Senate in reviewing 
the history of the Ku-Klux in South Carolina, It is well known that 
there were Ku-Klux in other States. The kn-klux organization ex- 
isted in nearly every State in the South, and I will not weary the atten- 
tion of the Senate by referring to it, but I will read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate an extract from the speech of Reverdy Johnson, 
who was employed by friends of the parties charged with ku-kluxing 
in South Carolina before the United States court to defend them. 
You all know who the late Reverdy Johnson was. I merely read this 
to get his testimony as to the facts in regard to these trials. I have 
heard Senators on this floor referring to the ku-klux outrages in 


This is the spirit of the legislation since recon- 


South Carolina deplore them very much, but I have heard them de- 
plore in much stronger terms the manner of the arrests that were 
made of the parties who committed those horrible outrages. If they 
did not express syanpathy for these parties who were implicated, they 
certainly did not express any condemnation of these crimes. I wil] 
ask the Clerk to read this. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I have listened with unmixed horror to some of the testimony which has been 
| brought before you. The outrages proved are shocking to humanity; they admit 
| of neither excuse nor justification; they violate every obligation which law and na. 

ture impose upon man; they show that the parties er « were brutes, insensi. 
| ble to the obligations of humanity and religion. The day will come, however, if it 

has not already arrived, when they will deeply lament it. Even if justice sha}l 
not overtake them, there is one tribunal from which there is no hope. It is their 
own judgment; that tribunal which sits in the breast of every living man; that 
small, still voice that thrills through the heart, the soul of the mind, and as it 
speaks gives happiness or torture: the voice of conscience, the voice of God. If 
it has not already spoken to them in tones which have startled them to the enorm- 
ity of their conduct, I trust, in the mercy of heaven, that that voice will speak be. 
fore they shall be called above to account for the transactions of this world. That 
it will so speak as to make them penitent, and that, trusting in the dispensations 
of heaven, whose justice is dispensed with mercy, when they shall be brought be- 
fore the bar of their great tribunal, so to speak, that incomprehensible tribunal, 
there will be found in the fact of their penitence or in their previous lives some 
| grounds upon which God may say, pardon.—Columbia Union, September 2. 





Mr. PATTERSON. That is stronger testimony than I could give. 
Mr. Johnson certainly believed everything he said, or he would not 
have given that testimony against the very clients he was there to 
defend. 

Mr. President, I have attempted to show that the parties impli- 
cated in the Hamburgh massacre were not low people; that they 
were the respectable people of that community. The history of the 
Ku-Klux trials shows that the parties implicated in those crimes wero 
not low, irresponsible, and ignorant people. The testimony goes to 
show that the whole community, if they were not implicated as mem- 
bers of this organization, countenanced it. I remember an instance 
| that occurred in Judge Bond’s court. A young man was called up 

for sentence. He had been indicted and pleaded guilty. He was a 
fine looking young fellow, twenty-one or twenty-two years of age. 
Judge Bond called him up and asked him his name and where he 
lived. He said he lived in Spartanburgh. He asked him if he had 
been a member of the order of the Ku-Klux. He said he had been. 
He asked him why he joined. He said, “They said they would 
kill me if I did not join.” “Who would kill you?” “My neigh- 
bors.” “Why would they do it?” asked the judge. “Why,” said 
he, “they said they all belonged to it and every man in the com- 
munity must join.” This transpired in court. The judge asked him 
if he had been on any raids. He said yes, he had been on one or two 
raids where there had been one or two negroes hung. He asked if 
he did not think it was wrong to hang negroes without trial and with- 
out any cause. “ Why,no,” he said; “they said it was not wrong; 
no harm in killing negroes if they were radicals.” That young man be- 
lieved that; he believed it religiously. The judge said now, “ Why did 
you not tell your father when they threatened to kill you if you did 
not join the organization?” “Why,” said he, “he belonged.” He asked 
him if there was any county oflicer or township officer at hand. He said 
“QO, yes, there were.” “Why did youn not tellthem?” “Why,” said he, 
“they belonged.” He asked him if they had any churches in that town- 
ship—Limestone Township. “O, yes.” He asked him did he ever go to 
church. Hedid. He asked him if they had any elders in thechurch, any 
rulingmeninthechureh. “Yes.” “Why did you not go and tell these 
elders that these neighbors threatened to kill yonif youdid not join this 
order?” “Why,” said he, “they belonged.” “Well,” the judge asked, 
“is there a preacher there?” “ Yes.” “Why did you not go and tell 
the preacher?” “Why,” he said, “the preacher belonged too; for he 
was there at a meeting of the order the last night I was.” 

I only give this as an instance to show the condition of society, to 
show how these outrages and these crimes are participated in. That 
young man was honest; that young man was in earnest. The whole 
secret of this thing, the whole cause of this spirit is because of the ed- 
ucation that the democratic leaders in the South have instilled into 
the minds of the people. That is the cause of this trouble. The young 
men in Edgefield and Aiken and from Augusta, Georgia, who were en- 
gaged inthe Hamburgh riot have been taught from their infancy 
that slavery was right, that secession was right, and that rebellion 
was the remedy. They have been taught to believe that negroes had 
no rights that white men were bound to respect, and they associate 
the white radical with the negro, whether he is a native or a northern 
man. They believe that. They have been tanght to believe that the 
killing of negroes because they will not vote the democratic ticket or 
because they insist upon voting the republican ticket or because they 
will hold oftice is not wrong. Let any Senatorgo from this place to-day 
to Edgetield County and ask if the gentlemen charged in this return of 
the coroner’s jury have lost caste in Edgefield or Aiken County or in 
Augusta, Georgia, for their participation in these crimes and the 
answer will be “no.” Not one of them loses caste. The neighbors 
respect him as muchas before these outrages. That isa fact that no 
man will deny. It shows a vitiated public sentiment, and it is all 
traceable to, and the parties responsible for it are, the democratic 
leaders of the South. 

I do not say this in any unkindness toward the people of the South. 
I say the people of the South should inform themselves; they should 
resist such counsel from their democratic leaders. If they are bound 
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by the chains of such a prejudice, if they hold human life so cheap, 
if they believe that a man should be killed and murdered or knocked 
on the head because he seeks to vote as he pleases, I say it is their 
duty as American citizens to correct that impression and the sooner 
the better. Why, Mr. President, if Samuel J. Tilden was to go to 
Edgetield County to-morrow and be received by the democracy of 
Edgefield County, the chances are that M. C. Butler would be the 
chairman of the committee to receive him; he certainly would be on 
the committee, and he certainly would meet Mr. Tilden and meet him 
as his equal. 
















































MR. TILDEN’S SYMPATHIES WITH THE WRONG. 

It is well for the New York Herald to come out and say to Tilden 
that he must come out and denounce these outrages. Mr. Tilden did 
not dose. My able and distinguished and amiable friend from Con- 
necticut [Mr. EATON] yesterday said that Mr. Tilden had nothing to 
do with such things—nothing to do with the interests, the lives, and 
liberties of five millions of his fellow-citizens! I say that Mr. Tilden, 
a man who aspires to the Presidency of the United States, should be 
ready to use his power and his influence and his voice at any time 
and at all times, before his election and after, to prevent the murder 
of American citizens. It is his duty; and if he had written one line 
in his letter of acceptance of the nomination by the democratic party 
for President that would have stopped these murderers, that would 
have stopped this violence, that would have stopped the shedding of 
human blood for opinion’s sake in the South. It was his duty to do 
it, and if it lost him democratic votes he should have been man enough 
to have said “I do not want a democrat’s vote who wants to vote for 
me because he thinks I sympathize with murder.” Great God! Do 
you want to elect Samuel J. Tilden by such means? Cannot he be 
elected without the votes of all the murderers in the United States? 
Is he to be the candidate of all the murderers in the United States? 
I hope not. I have too much respect for him. Let Samuel J. Tilden 
be elected President of the United States by the votes of the honest 
people of the country and every man will say amen; but for the sake 
of the country, for the sake of the nation, for the sake of civilization, 
do not let it go abroad that Samuel J. Tilden cannot be elected unless 
he gets the votes of all the murderers in the country. I want to see 
Hayes and Wheeler elected; but if they must be elected by the vote 
of one murderer I pray God that they may be defeated. Now let the 
democrats join with me in that about Tilden. 


THE STATE AUTHORITIES. 


Mr. President, early in the dissussion of this question it was said, 
Let the State authorities of South Carolina do their duty and bring 
these guilty parties to justice. The State authorities of South Car- 
olina are trying to bring these people to justice. They have had them 
arrested and I want to show you what they are doing about it. The 
warrants were placed in the hands of the sheriff of Aiken County. 
These are no common fellows, I want you to understand; these are 
gentlemen. They are not she kind of men whom you can send the 
sheriff after and catch by the collar as you would a common fellow. 
He dare not do that. The sentiment of that community would not 
tolerate it. These gentlemen meet at the oflice of Mr. Butler—not M. 
C. Butler, but a namesake—and they surrender themselves to the 
sheriff, and make an arrangement to be at the Aiken court-house on 
a certain day to give bail, and the entire bar of Aiken has volunteered 
to defend the accused. Every lawyer in Edgefield County has vol- 
unteer to defend the accused. The democratic county convention of 
Edgeield met since this transaction, and they passed a resolution ex- 
tending their “aid and sympathy to all the parties who may be 
arrested for complicity in the transaction at Hamburgh.” That isa 
formal, solemn resolution of the democratic county convention of the 
County of Edgefield, in which so many of these unfortunate gentle- 
men reside; because they are unfortunate. I always have sympathy 
for any person who is guilty of such crimes. I have no love for hu- 
man misery; I want to see no one of my neighbors in trouble; but 
this resolution extends their aid and sympathy to these people. The 
judge of that district is a democrat. He was elected by a republican 
Legislature; but as far as I have heard about him he is an honest 
man, a good judge, and I think he will do his duty. 

In South Carolina our jury law provides that the juries shall be 
drawn from the taxables, not from the voters. The jury-list is made 
up from the list of taxables. With such a sentiment in Edgelicld 
County, with such a sentiment in Aiken County, with the manner of 
making up the juries, | ask what the chance is for a conviction? 
These people do not care any more about going before that court, not 
half as much as I do about standing here and making a speech, for 
of all things in the world that I dislike it is that of making aspeech. 

Mr. CONKLING. You are doing very well and making a good 
speech. 

PUBLIC SENTIMENT DEFEATS THE COURTS 

Mr. PATTERSON. Thank you. These people have no fears of the 
State courts. They know they are in accord with the sentiment of 
the white democrats in the whole county, they know they have got 
a sentiment in the whole State to surround them and to protect them. 
Senators may think it is very harsh for me to speak in this way of 
the State I have the honor in part to represent on this floor. I am 


not responsible for this sentiment. I am not responsible for this 


feeling. In all the speeches I have ever made in South Carolina 
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others the same rights that they ask for themselves, and I have 
tried to inculeate upon them the same principles that govern citi- 
zens in Pennsylvania, and I have no desire except for the very best 
interests of the State of South Carolina. 
facts; Iam speaking of what does exist, and I do not think there 
is a democratic Senator on this floor who will deny the existence of 
this feeling. Why, Mr. President, the people of the South are not 
singular in this respect. They may be just now; but let us go back 
a few years. How many years has it been since there was the same 
feeling in the Northern States? Less than forty years ago Lloyd 
Garrison was mobbed in the streets of Boston and a rope tied around 
his neck and he was marched through the streets of Boston, by whom ? 
Was it by the low people, was it by the blackguards? No, by the 
best people in the city of Boston, because they were in favor of slav- 
ery and they were opposed to abolition, and this man was a vile abo- 
litionist, a pestilential fellow. Why was that done? Why wasit tol- 
erated? Why were not the parties punished? Because behind the 
action of that mob was the public sentiment that was depraved and 
vitiated just as this public sentiment of the South in regard to viola- 
tions of the rights of colored people and radicals, as they are called ; 
for we never hear the word republican there at all; we never hear 
anybody called republican in the South; it is radical, and radical 
“means nigger.” 
and Boston has got rid of that sentiment. 
but I remember very well in Pennsylvania when an abolitionist was 
a despised and hated man. I know when we organized the republi- 
can party in 1855 in Pennsylvania they called us * nigger-heads ” and 
“woolly-heads,” the mildest phrase was “black republicans,” and 
when we went out to make speeches they would throw rotten eggs 
at us. Whodidthat? The democrats in Pennsylvania. 


knows it—when it would have been very unsafe for an abolitionist 
to have gone up into the county where he lives and made a speech. 
He knows it and I know it. Within forty years Pennsylvania Hall 
was burned in Philadelphia because the abolitiontsts held meetings 
there. Public sentiment in Pennsylvania has been changed since 
then; more enlightened and more civilized ideas prevail there. Now 
I ask that the people of the South shall educate themselves. I am 
not here to ask the North to pass judgment upon the people of the 
South. I am not here to ask you to send armies down there again to 
inflict woes and horrors upon the people of the South because they 
have this spirit. I ask you to forbear, to give the people of the South 
an opportunity to recover from this nightmare, as you have done at 
the North; give the people of the South an opportunity to get edu- 
cated up tothe idea that the American citizen 1s an American citizen, 
and is entitled to the same rights everywhere. They will learn it. 
The time will come, and it will come in Georgia, and it will come in 
Texas, and it will come everywhere, that an American citizen will be 
as safe there as he is in Pennsylvania or in Massachusetts ; but it has 
not come yet, and many, many will be the victims who must lose 
their lives before they learn that lesson. It is in behalf of these vic- 
tims that I plead. Laskin their name, in the name of these inno- 
cent people that a party that has the power will use it to stay the 
hand of this violence. In the name of God and in the name of hu- 
manity, raise your hand to save the lives of these poor, innocent, and 
unoffending men; and when that is done this long-continuing [liad 
of our woes will cease, and peace and concord will prevail through- 
out the land. 


upon for troops. I want the trials to go on in the courts. I want 
the State authorities to exhaust all their power. I know that in the 


cratic friends, and I am such a good-natured man that I do not want 





I have advised the colored people to be law-abiding, to give unto 
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I am only speaking of 


That. is what they say. Forty years have passed, 
lam not a very old man, 


The time was—my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] 


USE OF UNITED STATES TROOPS 
It is seid the Government of the United States has been called 


South the presence of United States troops is offensive to our demo- 


to offend anybody. I knowthey do not like the presence of the blue- 
coats there, and why I cannot understand. Ido not see what harm 
they do there. I say right here that since I have been in Sonth 
Carolina—eight years—the United States troops have been there all 
that time, and I challenge any citizen of South Carolina, no matter 
whohce is, toshow the time and the place when the United States troops 
were used to interfere with the right of the voter, or used for any 
other purpose than to protect the life of the citizen, except once, 
and that is the only instance in South Carolina since reconstruction, 
and I am going to speak of that for the benefit of our democratic 
friends; for it is a case in point, as the lawyers would call it. 

I have here the New York Sun of July 31, 1876, and that is a Tilden 
paper.. Iam going to read this. I state the fact on my own respon- 
sibility and knowledge, and I want to show that somebody else has 
heard of this. This is a democratic paper—the New York Sun—that 
flies the names of “ Tilden and Hendricks.” It refers to what oc- 
curred in 1871, when Mr. Wagener was the democratic candidate for 
mayor of Charleston : 

During the election of Mayor Wagener the negroes openly avowed their purpose 
of winning the election, as they had done before, by clubs and stones. The whites, 


though thoroughly prepared, shrank from the contlict to which they had been in 


vited by the turbulent wretches. and called in the United States soldiers to protect 
them in the exercise of their suffrages. Even the soldiers at the polls could not re 
ress the turbulence of the aggressive negroes, and it was not until several had been 
Enecked down and one or two shot that they were quelled. 








I was there and knew all about it. General Wagener was a can- 


didato for election to the mayoralty. The republicans had an honest 
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majority in the city of Charleston of about twelve hundred at that 


time. They have more now, as the population has increased; but } 


at that time they had twelve hundred. Efforts had been made on 
both sides. The democratic city committee of Charleston went to 
the commandant of the troops at the arsenal and asked him to place 
troops at the election polls of the city of Charleston; and that was the 
first time in the history of South Carolina and the only instance where 
troops ever were placed at the election polls, and I defy and I chal- 
lenge any man to contradict that statement. The only time that ever 
the United States troops were present at the polls, the only time that 
ever they were used at the polls was at the instance and request of 
the democratic city committee of the city of Charleston. The result 
of it was that the negroes were driven away from the polls; one negro 
was shot by the soldiers, another was wounded so that he died, and 
the democrats carried the election by seven hundred or eight hundred, 
and of course they were happy, because they are always happy when 
they carry elections, it does not make any difference how. That is 
the only case when the troops were present at the election polls, and 
the democrats asked it. We hear about the United States troops being 
sent south; we bear about their interfering with the rights of voters. 
I challenge any man to show me an instance in South Carolina that 
there was anything like that, and all the republicans protested against 
it. If we cannot carry South Carolina at the coming election with- 
out troops being stationed at the polls we do not want to carry it. 
MARTIAL LAW IMPRACTICABLE. 

The troops are in South Carolina to suppress domestic violence if it 
occurs. The New York Herald says, “ Why does not Governor Cham- 
berlain march a regiment of colored militia over to Hamburgh, declare 
martial law, and hang these people?” Let me ask southern Senators 
if Governor Chamberlain dare do such a thing as march a regiment of 
colored troops over to Hamburgh and to declare martial law and com- 
mence hanging these people? I ask the Senator from Georgia, I ask 
the Senator from Florida, I ask the Senator from Texas, as good citi- 
zens, if they would advise Governor Chamberlain to do so rash a 
thing? How little the man knew who wrote that editorial about the 
condition of affairs at the South when he advised the Governor of 
South Carolina to march a regiment of colored soldiers into any 
county of the State and declare martial law and commence hanging 
white democrats. He would inaugurate a war of races that would 
involve the whole country in bloodshed, and bring shame and sorrow 
upon the entirenation. Every southern Senator knowsthat istrue. It 
would be the act of a madman for him to attempt any such thing. It 
is not in his power to do it; he dare not do it ; and he would be false to 
his duty if he were to attempt to do it, because he knows that it 
would inaugurate a war of races, and no man could imagine where 
it would end. With the militia on the one side that he dare not nse, 
and the rifle clubs on the other side over which he has no control, his 
only resort is to the courts; and if they fail, all the governor can do 
is to call upon the President of the United States that troops shall be 
stationed in these counties to prevent further violence and outrage 
and murder; and that is all he proposes to do, and that is all, as I 
understand, the Constitution authorizes the President to do. 

SOCIAL OSTRACISM, 

Now, Mr. President, there is one subject that I want to say a word 
about in regard to the South. The republicans charge that there is 
social ostracism atthe South. The democratic party down there deny 
that. In regard to this social question I have this to say: I never 
quarrel with any man because he does not invite me to his house, and I 
do not like any man to quarrel with me because I do not invite him to 
my house; but for a man to say that there is no social ostracism of 
radicals at the South I think is not correct. In all the years that I 
have lived there I have heard complaint made, made more particu- 
larly by the native republicans than by the northern men. Northern 
men do not care anything about it. Native republicans have told me 
the story of their ostracism ; how their families have separated from 
them; how their friends have refused to unite withthem. Why? Be- 
cause they left the democratic party and joined the republican party; 
in the language that they have expressed it, “gone back on your own 
people.” Lwant the southern people to get over that prejudice. Let 
the southern people understand that a man should exercise a freedom 
of opinion, and if his neighbor who was once a democrat with him 
chooses to become a republican, let him do it. It is not so in the 
North.* There was a time when it was so. There was a time in the 
North when if a man became an abolitionist he was hooted at. Iu the 
South that time is to-day. If he becomes a republican, his neighbors 
distrust him, they ostracize him, 

CARPET BAGGER. 

Now a word abont the carpet-bagger. I belong to that distin- 
guished class of individuals. I was born in Pennsylvania, and I am 
proud of it. There I learned the very essential doctrine of true 
Christianity, “ Love thy neighbor as thyself.” That doctrine I var- 
ried with me to South Carolina. I have tried to practice upon ft and 
I hope I shall continue to practice that doctrine so long as I live. 
But it will not do to say that there is no proscription because a man 
is not born in the South. I will grant that a northern man may go 
south, go into business, keep quiet, vote the democratic ticket, and 
I do not think anybody will knock him in the head; but the man 
who goes south, carries with him his principles, carries with him his 
manhood, a mau who lives in a community, pays his taxes, becomes 
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a citizen, and attempts to exercise the same rights that the man in 
Ohio or Pennsylvania does, is at once called a carpet-bagger arc is 
set upon by these people, and when he goes out to address an audionce 
of colored people and make speeches, everything he says is incendi- 
ary. I never made a speech in South Carolina that this News and 
Courier did not come out and say that PATTERSON was making another 
incendiary speech. I never said anything in South Carolina except 
what I am saying here, and I submit to the judgment of every can- 
did man if I have made any unfair statement. 
WHY REPUBLICANS IN THE SOUTH ARE UNABLE TO MAINTAIN THEMSELVES. 

Here I want to call the attention of the North to this idea. The 
people of the North say, “ Why do not republicans in the South main- 
tain themselves better?” O, my northern friend, you have not 
studied this question as we who live in the South have. When the 
war closed you had in the Grand Army a million of men fighting for 
the ideaof freedom. You had all along the line that separates loyalty 
from disloyalty more than a million of men fighting for what? The 
Union? No; it was the grand idea of American freedom that they 
were battling for; the Union wasonly an incident. It was the grand 
principles of the Declaration of Independence they were fighting for. 
To save them you had tosave the Union. The war closed ; the mailed 
hand that struck at the life of the Republic was stricken down, and 
you withdrew your armies; but ideas are not controlled by armies. 
Ideas roll on, rollon. They may be a thousand years in their journey, 
but roll they will and armies cannot stop them. It was the idea of 
American citizenship, the idea of true American freedom that you 
were fighting for, and you turned that battle over to the poor bond- 
men, and the native white and the northern man who joined in with 
him. 

I ask the northern people if it was a fair fight. Did you not hand 
over to us a conflict that tried your strongest and your last energy, 
and yet you turn the battle for that great idea over to four million 
bondmen just emerged from a bondage of two hundred years and a 
few native white men who had the courage to come out and say, “We 
will accept this new gospel, we will accept the logical consequences 
of the war, and we will join this republican party and the few north- 
ern men who went down there.” And what has been the result?) That 
struggle has been going on day after day, year after year, in State 
after State; an unequal struggle. We had the old enemy to fight, an 
enemy that yon had to fight, an enemy that met yon and made yon 
pour out all your treasure and the best blood of the North upon a 
thousand battle-fields. We had that enemy to meet. They had 
brains; they had wealth; they had experience; they had military 
prowess; they had numbers; they had all the property in the South; 
they had all these advantages in this conflict, and we had nothing 
except our lives. 

The ery of “nigger” was sent up North and northern republicans 
took it up,and,to their shame be it said, they believed too much of 
these slanders and these lies that were sent North purposely to poison 
the public mind. They believed too much of them. ‘The word “scal- 
awag” was coined for that purpose. The cry of “ carpet-bagger” 
was sent up from the South all over the North anda great many good 
people at the North were made to believe that every northern man 
who went South was a thief. The southern people know better than 
that. There are democratic thieves down there and republican thieves, 
and white thieves and black thieves, and native thieves and northern 
thieves. The thieving is not confined to the carpet-begger bya long 
deal. No, Mr. President, this ery of “ carpet-bagger” is like the old 
ery of “abolitionist.” Before the war the cry was “ the abolitionists 
are trying to steal our slaves.” Now the cry is “the carpet-bagger 
is trying to steal our money,” the same spirit and uttered by the sane 
men; it was democrat then, it is democrat now; and why is it that 
the people of the North do not understand this ery? South Carolina 
they say isa “nigger” State. I believe in the doctrine that the ma- 
jority should rule. That is claimed to be democratic doctrine, and I 
want them to act upon it. South Carolina has thirty-six thousand 
colored majority in her population, as appears by the census of 1875; 
and yet democrats get mad there because the negroes do not elect 
them to office ; and why should they elect them to office? They know 
what they were before the war. Nobody wants to repeat that history. 
After the war was over here is the kind of laws in this black code 
that they passed for the negro as soon as they got power; and yet 
they turn around and damn the “ nigger” because be will not vote 
for them and put them in office. I say if the negro does that, he 
ought to be damned, and I tell them that on every stump in South 
Carolina, and I wiil do it again. 


A FREQUENT QUESTION—SUPPOSE REPUBLICANS HAD RULED IN S0UTH CAROLINA IN 
? 


Nr. President, let me ask the people of the North this question: 
Suppose the negro, the scalawag, and the carpet-bagger had ruled in 
South Carolina in 1860? I ask is not that a pregnant question? 
That question gives rise to a train of thought that would occupy the 
mind indefinitely. It requires no imagination to point out what 
would have been and what has been; volumes could be written upon 
that idea. If the negro and the scalawag and the carpet-bagger had 
ruled in South Carolina in 1860, how vast would have been thechange 
in the history of thiscountry. Wonld you have had any war? Would 
this mountain of debt have ever been ceanet of? O, Mr. President, 
that is not the sad part of it. The six hundred thousand lives that 
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were sacrificed in this war would not to-day be charged against the 
democratic leaders of this country. No, sir; if South Carolina had 
been republican in 1860 we should have had no war; the democratic 
politicians could not have dragged South Carolina out. The demo- 
cratic politicians cannot drag South Carolina out to-day. There are 
quite too many of these objectionable classes there, as they call us. 


THE NEW DANGER. 

South Carolina was the Pandora box-from which proceeded all our 
ills. From it proceeded all the woes the country has been suffering. 
It was the first to secede. The first gun that was fired at Fort 
Sumter involved this country in a war and roused this people to a 
sense of their danger. Now, as a South Carolinian, (for I claim to be 
that,) as a representative of South Carolina, I stand here to-day to 
speak of a new danger. If any man will ask me if I believe the 
southern people contemplate another secession, I tell him no; they do 
not think of such a thing; but there is asentiment abroad in the whole 
South that these democratic politicians understand. No English- 
speaking people ever made such sacrifices in defense of an idea as 
the southern people did in defense of “the lost cause.” They be- 
lieved they were fighting for their liberty; they believed they were 
attempting to relieve themselves from an oppression as intolerable 
and unbearable as the oppression that our forefathers attempted, 
and did successfully relieve themselves from in the contest with 
Great Britain. They believed it then; they believe it to-day. 

Have you ever heard a democratic Senator on this floor get up and 
say that he believed the lost cause was wrong? No; it is the boast 
of these peoplé that they fought honestly because they believed 
they were right. History never deceives any person. History will 
repeat itself. These people in the South believe that their liberties 
were stricken down at Appomattox. That flag of the stars and the 
bars represents a principle dearer to them than life, and they sacri- 
ficed their lives freely and cheerfully in defense of that principle. 
‘They were conquered, but tho spirit of liberty never has been driven 
out of any people. It may be stricken down, but it has never been 
in the history of the world forgotten by a people. They may be 
overcome, they may be held within the power of a stronger nation; 
but they never forget an ideathat they once fought for, and that idea 
with the Southern people is that they were fighting for their liberty. 

Ido not wish to be misunderstood upon this point, because I say 
nothing here that Ido not believe. 1 say that South Carolina was 
the Pandora box of all our ills; she was the first to strike; she led 
the southern column; she inaugurated secession and rebellion by 
her bold and able leaders. I say that South Carolina to-day has the 
whole question in her power; she is to-day the key of the situation. 
South Carolina is the only State in the South that the republicans 
have any certain prospect of carrying. South Carolina is the only 
State that is to-day certainly a republican State. But let this spirit 
of Hamburgh, let this spirit of Ku-Klux, let this spirit of violence, 
let this spirit of murder go on, and let South Carolina be swept into 
the vortex of democracy, and you have a united South, and I say to 
the people of the South in all kindness—my home is there, all that I 
have in the world is in South Carolina, my interests are their inter- 
ests, the evil that overcomes them overcomes me—and I say to the 
people of South Carolina that when they consent to have that State 
swept into this vortex, they may make up their minds to prepare for 
anew horror. A united South just as truly means a united North in 
the future as it did in 1860. Unite the South and you unite the 
North; you array one section against the other section and it means 
war. 

Senators may say that this idea is an air-drawn dagger, the crea- 
tion of my own heated imagination. No; my friends, in behalf of the 
people of the South, I say no. This new horror will be visited upon 
the people among whom I live just as certain as God rules above. 
Let this thing go on, let the South unite, and you will unite the 
North, section against section. It means a quarrel; the rule of the 


stronger, and that means oppression of the weaker, and the time will | cifyhim.” Was that mob amobof ignorant men? No. That wasamob 


come when the wise counsel and the clear head of the statesman will 
not solve this question. The last resort will be the only arbiter. 
God forbid that I should do anything in my place here in this Senate 
to bring about this new horror for these people. The South has suf- 
fered enough; the South bas lost enough of blood and treasure; and 
I say to the democratic politicians of the South and the democratic 
politicians of the North, do not bring about this new danger. 
THE SOUTH NOT ALONE RESPONSIBLE. 

Now, Mr. President, the South is not alone responsible for this 
spirit ; the democratic party of the North is responsible for it. Up 
to 1°60 was not the democratic party of the North in accord with the 
democratie party in the South on the question of slavery? Did they 
not say that Judge Taney’s decision was right in the Dred Scott 
case? They encouraged this spirit; they had it themselves years 
before. That is history. The democratic party of the North kept 
abreast with the democratic party in the South, and in 1860 they 
charged along the whole line against the column of freedom. They 
charged up until when? The whole line charged until the first fire, 
and then the left wing of the army of slavery that was in the North 
fell back, and the right wing of the army of slavery met the army of 
freedom boldly and manfully and fought it out, and their friends in 
the North, the left wing, sneaked off. There is not a democrat in the 
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them say that they had contempt for the democratic party of the 
North, because they encouraged them to go into the rebellion, and, 
when the first gun was fired, they sneaked back. That is true. If 
the democratic party of the North had kept their pledges to the demo- 
cratic party of the South, the North never could have whipped the 
South. They promised to do it or the South never would have gone 
to war, never would have gone into rebellion. 
JUSTICE TO THE WAR DEMOCRATS. 

Right here I want to say, in justice to the thonsands and hundreds 
of thousands of brave and true and gallant democrats who went intu 
the Army, that I do not include them in this left wing of the rebellion 
whose ranks they left to fight treason. They accepted the new gospel. 
I know plenty of men in Pennsylvania, democrats, who before the war 
said, ‘“‘ Before you fellows go down there to whip the South you have 
got to march over our dead bodies,” and who when the war came, when 
Fort Sumter was fired on, when the integrity of the Union was in 
danger, went into the ranks and fought like brave and gallant men, 
and thousands and thousands of them lost their lives on the battle- 
field. I say that much to the credit of the northern democrats who 
went into the Union Army. I thank God for another thing, that we 
find very few northern democrats who went into the Union Army who 
are democrats to-day. There was a class of democrats all over the 
North during the war, the rear-guard of the confederate army, who 
believed everything that my friend from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM ] 
was fighting for; they believed everything that the gallant soldier 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON ] was fighting for; but, unlike them, they 
had not the courage, they had not the manhood to fight it out on the 
battle-field, but they staid at home sneaking and voting and declaring 
“this war is a failure.” 

THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY—BOURBANISM. 

The democratic party is like the Bourbon party in France. They 
never learn anything and never have forgotten anything. They 
neither know how to rule nor to fight. They have always been on the 
side of aristocracy, caste, and oppression. For forty years they have 
opposed progress and fought stubbornly every advance made by the 
nation in the cause of human rights. The great truths of free speech, 
freedom of the citizen, and universal suffrage have found in this party 
constant, violent, and bitter opposition. And when their resistance 
was no longer heeded they closed a career of infamy by rebellion and 
an attempt to overthrow the temple of liberty they had so long pol- 
luted with their presence. They are correctly described by Tennyson : 

They are the ancients of the earth 
And in the morning of the times. 

In the South they raise the cry of white man against the black 
man, and upon this color line appeal carry the elections, thus array- 
ing race against race, and to prove that they, the white democrats, 
will not consent to let the negro rule over them even where the negroes 
have overwhelming majorities in number. This spirit governs and 
controls the white democrat, and is the true cause for the violence 
constantly oceurring in political campaigns in the South. 

Now, a word about southern democracy. Bad as it is, illiberal as 
they are, sometimes I do think that I should rather live among the 
southern democracy than among this northern democracy; one we 
understand and the other we do not understand, and they do not un- 
derstand themselves. One is an open enemy to republican ideas, the 
other is as hostile, but low and cowardly. That mob that went howl- 
ing through Hamburgh, South Carolina, on that night were insane. 
They were insane because of their education, because of their associa- 
tion, because of their teaching; but it was not a mob of ignorant 
men; it was a mob of men who claim to be intelligent, men who hold 
high positions in society. The cried “shoot the nigger ;” and shoot 
him they did. That is not the only mob of men who have gone 
through acity at night uttering the cry of shoot and crucify. We 
read about another mob away back in the olden time, amob that went 
howling through the streets of Jerusalem, crying, ‘‘ Crucify him, cru- 


of the best people in Jerusalem, as the account tells us, sent out by the 
high priestandelders. Their cry was “crucify him.” They were the 
gentlemen of Jerusalem. Ido not know whether they were demo- 
crats or not. [Laughter.] I suppose if some democratic editor 
sheuld get it into his bead that that mob in Jerusalem that night 
that went through the streets howling “crucify him” were demo- 
crats, and that the chief priest and elders were democrats, it would 
shake the faith of my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. EaTon,] be- 
cause he could not possibly believe that any but the rabble could have 
been engaged in that dreadful work; and if Christ had been 
crucified by democrats of his class, it would, in his estimation, of 
necessity have been a proper thing todo. He would say he did not 
believe it. If the democrats get the idea into their heads that that 
story is not true, that these fellows who went through the streets 
were democrats, I am afraid it would shake the faith of the whole 
democratic party; and, with their bad politics and no religion, God 
only knows what would become of them. Why, Mr. President, if 
there had been a democratic newspaper published in Jerusalem at 
that time, and an election pending for president and vice-president 
of the province of Palestine, Dana would have done very well to 
have been the publisher of that paper. The very first thing the 
editor would have done the morning after the crucifixion would have 
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dent, and Pontius Pilate for vice-president. Why should they not 
run up the name of Caiaphas? Did not Caiaphas proclaim before 
the Sanhedrim that this new religion of this man Jesus of Naza- 
reth was a failure; that by it no man could be saved. Now, of 
course, he is a fit democratic candidate for President. Did not Sam- 
uel J. Tilden, in 1864,in the democratic Sanhedrim at Chicago, as a 
member of the committee on resolutions, solemnly declare to the 
people of America and the world that the war for the Union was a 
failure and by it the Union could not be saved? Is not one the pro- 
totype of the other? It is the most fortunate thing for Samuel J. 
Tilden that this high priest Caiaphas is not alive to-day, or he would 
have beaten him to death for the nomination at the Saint Louis con- 
vention. 
RECONSTRUCTION ACTS—RADICAL RULE. 


Mr. President, I have wandered off on to national politics; but I 
want to talk a little more about South Carolina before I conclude. 
It is charged that all the woes, all the distress, all the misery, all the 
bankruptey experienced by the people of South Carolina have been 
brought upon them by the reconstruction acts and by radical rule. 
Sir, | deny this charge. It is politically convenient, but historically 
false. The democratic party and the democratic leaders North and 
Sonth are mainly, if not wholly, responsible for the disasters that 
have overtaken that section in the present decade. I am astounded 
at the mental and moral blindness to current facts that can exempt 
those leaders and that party from its due share of responsibility in 
the premises. Their demands, however, bold and unblushing as they 
are, are not without precedent. The guilty Macbeth whose bloody 
instructions drove the dagger to the heart of the gentle Banquo also 
denied his guilt ; ay more, he made this denial face to face with the 
pale specter of his murdered victim who rose before him clad in the 
petrifying garments of the grave. He lied in the presence of death 
when he exclaimed: 


Thon canst not say I did it; never shake 
Thy gory locks at mo. 


Mr. President, that quaint and sterling old English writer, William 
Wootten, when asked to define the word “ambassador” answered, 
“An ambassador is an honest man sent abroad to lie for the benefit of 
the commonwealth.” It appears now that the democratic leaders are 
in many instances sent away from home and democratic papers are 
yaid that a similar service may be rendered to the democratic party. 
Sut itisdue to the truth of history and tothe American people that 
we should present the facts as they are in regard to the reconstructed 
States. I shrink from no responsibility which those facts rightly in- 
terpreted impose upon the republican party of this nation. To this 
end I invite the attention of the Senate to a brief review of the con- 
dition of the South prior to the passage of the reconstruction acts, 
and before the advent of the republican party to power in the South- 
ern States; and since we may best judge of the virtue of any system, 
political or otherwise, by contemplating its effects in that sphere in 
which it has had its widest and most extreme application, I shall, 
therefore, cite South Carolina, the State which ] have the honor in 
part to represent on this floor, as the typical State of the South in 
exemplifying its general condition so far as affected by the recon 
struction acts of Congress. The fairness of this test will not be ques- 
tioned by our opponents, since the proportion of colored or republican 
voters is larger in my own Sta te than any other State, with the ex- 
ception perhaps of Mississippi. 

Pot South Carolina itself furnish the crucial test of the charges 
made against the republican party. South Carolina, where the insti- 
tution of slavery crowned its rulers with its richest diadems, jeweled 
with the tears of eight generations of suffering bondmen, arrogantly 
and defiantly challenged this great Republic to armed conflict and 
declared open war against its just authority. She was the first in 
the fray, the last on the field, and may well exemplify the condition 
of her sister-States under a system applicable by like agencies equally 
to all. 

CONDITION OF THE SOUTH. 


Let us inquire into the condition of the people and the State be- 
fore the advent of the radicals to power. It will not be claimed that 
the people of that State were oppressed, robbed, plundered, and beg- 
gared (to repeat language used upon this floor) by the radicals until 
they got into power, which was in 186c. Yet, Mr. President, all these 
evils had been visited upon that people before that to a degree al- 
most beyond conception and human endurance; and I ask by whom ? 
Will any one dare to say by the negro they so unjustly assail? Who 
plunged that once prosperous State into the throes of secession and re- 
bellion and overwhelmed life and property ina common rain? Was 
the negro or poor white, who composed four-fifths of the population, 
consulted? No, sir! The few oppressed the many and one of the 
fairest States of this Union, its blood, and its treasure were offered 
up as a sacrifice to the mad folly of a few wicked ralers. That was 
oppression followed by plunder, robbery, and beggary. Yet democratic 
Senators have no terms of censure for such as these. Had their mad- 
ness involved only themselves in ruin, the history would have been 
sad enough, but the precious blood poured out on a thousand battle- 
fields, the suffering of the wounded, the waste and destruction of 
property, the mountain of debt, and the disgrace to the nation were 
the sacrifices required to atone for the ereat folly of a few mad men 
iu South Carol 
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But the heart sickens in dwelling upen the picture, and T pass {o 
the date of the provisional government for the State under Jolinsoy’s 
administration. Governor Perry was appointed in 1805, and was 
succeeded by Governor Orr, who was elected and took office that 
year. He held office until 1°68, and during all that time the former 
rulers, the men who had plunged the State into secession and ruiz, 
were in power and enjoyed the offices of honor and profit. No negro 
voted before 1868, and there was no radical party there before that 
date. The Government said to the colored people who had just 
emerged from a cruel bondage of two hundred years, “You are no 
longer slaves, but we deny you the attributes and defenses of free- 
men,” thus making their condition worse than when enduring slavery, 
During the whole war they had been loyal to the Union and patiently 
waiting for the year of jubilee, which their faith assured them wonld 
come. He (the negro) scorned to obtain, during such a time, his liberty 
by servile insurrection, and, like the Sepoy, imbrue his hands in the 
blood of innocent women and children. Up to that time (1868) the 
Government gave him his liberty only; and now let us inquire how 
the democratic politicians requited his long years of unrewarded toil 
and devotion and kindness to them and their families during their 
years of peril. I challenge democratic Senators to point to the erec- 
tion of one sechool-house or one church, or the passage of one act of 
legislation for their improvement or benefit by the politicians now 
restored to power through the magnanimity of a generous Govern- 
ment. 

In passing here I may add that we can point in sorrow to the fact 
that school-houses were burned by these men that were erected 
through the contributions of northern people. And they went fur- 
ther than that. The school-master and the school-mistress were driven 
from their homes, maltreated, and in some instances murdered be- 
cause they came down there to spread intelligence and teach the peo- 
ple this new gospel; they came there toenlighten the people of South 
Carolina as the people of Massachusetts were enlightened forty years 
ago and get out of their minds this old prejudice. 

The Legislature of that State in 1865 was composed of the chivalry, 
the heroes of the late war, the gentlemen for whom democratic Sen- 
ators so cloquerfily plead, who again attempted to fasten the chains 
of slavery upon the black man, violated the civilization of the age, 
requited the charity and magnanimity of the loyal North to whom 
they were indebted for their lives and property, rewarded the for- 
bearance and devotion of the former slave, and outraged all decency 
by passing the 

BLACK CODE 
by a vote of 103 to 21 in the house and but 1 vote in the negative by 
the senate, (Winsmith,)—a statute, the spirit born of slavery alone 
could have concocted, its very horrors bringing down upon its au- 
thors ashocked and indignant North, and which should have covered 
them with shame. 

Senators have no language of censure for that Legislature and its 
shameless act, but grow eloquent in denouncing a legislature of rad- 
icals for paying rewards of $35,000 for the arrest of murderers and out- 
laws, who in palliation of their offenses plead that their victims were 
radicals, victims for opinion’s sake, and that tooin free America. No, 
sir, What we cannot and dare not defend, and we do not wish to cen- 
sure, we in charity will cover with the mantle of silence. 


A fellow-feeling makes us wondrous kind. 


This was the love of these democratic politicians for the freed slave 
which we hear them prate so much about when they ask his vote to 
return them to power. Such love is like the instrument of torture, 
which invites the victim to its polished and luxurious seat but to in- 
close him in its deadly embrace. Their treatment of the former slave 
when he was in their power again was illustrated by the maxim 
“that we learn to hate those we have injured.” The policy of thus 
giving power to the former democratic politician who had ruined the 
State and denying it to the loyal freed slave was asad and fatal mis- 
take, and was atoned for by the loss of thousands of livesin the Sout li. 
The result soon proved that, and Cengress so declared it, over the wi! 
of a faithless Executive. I refer especially to this infamous black 
code of South Carolina, to which I have frequently alluded, as evi- 
dence of the malice shown by the democratic politicians for the freed- 
man, and ask their apologists to show any act of legislation since the 
freedman assumed power at the command of the Government and in 
obedience to that good old democratic doctrine that the “ majority 
must rule” which showed any resentment, which was for the benetit of 
one class against another, and that was not for the benefit of all. 

But I do not wish to anticipate. I have shown that the power of 
the State was up to 1868 in the hands of the democratic politicians 
and former masters; you all know no colored man voted up to that 
time. But fortwo years a struggle had been going on between Pres- 
ident Johnson and Congress. It was feared the negro would be al- 
lowed to vote and the negro would assume power, and thus the ne- 
cessity that the “ bland and child-like” manners of the heroic order 
of the Ku-Klux should be taught to the radicals of the State. But 
tm order to take time by the forelock, as the evidence before the ku- 
klux committee proves, these angels of light commenced their visits 
to fallen man early in 1866; and yet there could be no oppression, no 
robbery, plundering, or beggary of the people by the negro until his 
advent to power in 1868, Yet murders and whippings had been com- 
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and no effort made to bring them to justice by the then rulers. The | 1866 
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gared up to this time, 1868? Not the white democrat, but the loyal 
black man. Ay, more, he had been murdered and whipped, and no 
protection offered him. He had cause for resistance, for ku-klux- 
ing, for murdering his oppressors; but he patiently submitted to this 
new tyranny, althongh the law made him free. It was a sad mock- | 
erv on freedom, and cost the lives of multitudes of its votaries. 

‘These democratic politicians then in power refused to accept your 
constitutional amendments, and Congress at last, backed by the North, 
determined to enfranchise the negro; aud in 1863 he assumed power, 
and from that date he is responsible for its use. 

The administration of Governor Scott went into power in 1868, 
with a large radical majority in the Legislature, and nearly all the 
offices in the State were filled by men of the same party. Some of 
the judges and others during the next two years, who professed re- 
publicanism to secure office, fell by the way-side and smote the hand 
that fed them. During his first administration the taxes were very 
low. No class legislation was enacted. Wholesome and beneficent 
jaws were passed for the benefit of the rich and poor alike ; the school 
system was organized, and from that time dates the revival of busi- 
ness and the renewed prosperity of the people. 

‘These democratic politicans, by secession and rebellion, by laws like 
the black code, failure to do justice to the colored man, and refusal 
to accept the logical results of the war, had oppressed and rnined and 
plundered the people and bankrupted the State, and when they turned 
over the Government to these radical successors in 1868, the condi- 
tion of things was worse than at any time during or since the war. 
They left but $45 in the treasury, the interest on the public debt 
unpaid for years,an immense floating debt of past-due obligations, 
and State credit gone, old bonds selling at twenty cents, the credit of 
the State having been blown away by the first gun fired at Fort 
Sumter. With the bitter hostility of the former ruling classes, and 
under such discouraging circumstances, the new administration went 
into office; and the wonder is not that they succeeded so well, but 
that they succeeded ai all. 





PROSPERIT¢ OF THR STATE RESTORED LY THE COLORED MAN. 


I say the colored man found the State impoverished and the people 
suffering for food and they have given them plenty and prosperity. 
‘The Legislature at once settled the labor question ; the laborer, con- 
fident that his rights would be protected and that he would now be 
paid for his labor, went to work, for there was no pay under the 
democratic rule. In 1868 the first good crop was made. The owners 
of the soil were at once benetited, and since then annually they have 
had good crops, labor has been rewarded, capital has been repaid, | 
and the general prosperity of the people has increased as rapidly as that 
of any other State east of the Blue Rilge range. In eight years the 
banking capital has increased threefold, almost every important town 
now has its bank, and all from the surplus of the country. People do 
not start banks unless there is business to do and they have the cap- 
ital upon which to establish them. 

The railroads then were dilapidated and embarrassed with debt ; 
now they are in good condition, well stocked, and doing a protitable 
business, all showing receipts double and treble what they were in 

368. Nothing more surely indicates the growth of a country than | 
constautly increasing trade and travel on railroads. The products of 
the State for sale and export in 1874-75 amounted to $35,000,000, con- 
sisting of cotton, rice, naval stores, lumber, &c. Virginia and North 
Carolina cannot make such an exhibit. The crops of cotton are 
greater than before the war and the price more remunerative. The 
State debt has been funded into a uew bond, and when it is all 


sut it ischarged the Legislature has been reckless and the expendi- 
ture largely increased from what it was under democratic rule. I 
admit there has been extravagance and the taxes have been too high. 
Is it not true of all the States and of the General Government that 
the expenditures since the war have greatly increased and the ery 
of economy and retrenchment is heard beyond the limits of South 
Carolina? But the case of that State is an exceptional one. Under 
democratic rule, the legislation and expenditures of the State were 
for the benetit alone of less than three hundred thousand white peo- 
ple, while the interests of over four hundred thousand (free but) col- 
ored people were entirely ignored. True, they were asked to per- 
form all the labor, thus paying the taxes for themselves and their 
employers, but not one dollar of the revenue was ever applied for 
their benetit. They were not a part of the body-politic, and were 
only counted as so many “beasts of burden” and that too without 
owners. 

Under the new order of things and enfranchisement of the negro, 
the population had suddenly swelled to over nine hundred thousand 
free citizens. The machinery of the old government was so rude, un- 
just, and unfair it had to be abandoned and a new system of govern- 
ment had to be established, “a government of the people, for the 
people, and by the people ;” one that would foster, protect, and cher- 
ish the rich and poor, white and colored, all alike. 

Now, Mr. President, | have briefly and frankly reviewed the history 





| of South Carolina under the rule of the democratic politicians and 


that of the republican party, and I submit to every candid man if un- 
der the former the people were not oppressed, robbed, plundered, and 
beggared, and the prosperity of the State utterly destroyed; and is 
it not true that under the radical rule the prosperity of the State has 
been restored? 
LABOR Q 
It is true that up to 1°68 the labor question gave great trouble, 
and prevented the making of crops, but whose fault was it? The 
negro, it was said, was lazy and would not work. No law but his own 
interest and necessity could compel him, and unless he was interested 
it was folly to expect him to work for the white man. When he was 
paid he worked faithfully, but refused to work unrewarded. Laws 
like the black code and compulsory contracts forbidding him from 
leaving the plantation without bis employer’s permission were well 
caleulated to disturb the kind reiation which should exist between 
employé and employer. He was forbidden to attend political meet- 
ings and to vote, when at last the franchise was given him by Con- 
gress. Why should the colored man work for nothing for the white 
man any more than the white man for him? This was one reason of 
the sad condition of the State until 1868, when the radicals got power 
and gave contidence to labor of full protection. From that time up 
to this date all the labor in South Carolina has been done by the col- 
ored people, and to them they are indebted for their rapidly increas- 
ing prosperity. They found the State poor, and its people, because 
of bad laws and wicked rulers, suffering for actual necessaries of 
life ; and to-day, after eight years of their rule, the people exhibit to 
the world evidence of their prosperity in many ways and count the 
increase of their wealth by millions, 


QUESTION. 


POSITION OF THE NEGRO—-HIS LOYALTY AND IMPROVEMENT. 

Labor in South Carolina is to this day considered dishonorable, and 
white men do not and will not work as colored people there do, and 
as millions of white men do at the North. Slavery crushed out the 
manhood of the slave and left him no hope this side of the grave. It 





funded the debt will be $6,000,000. The floating debt has been pro- 
vided for in other ways, and will certainly be paid off. [Expenses of 
the State government and the taxes have been largely reduced, and 
the people of the State have full confidence that a few more years 
of such prosperity will relieve the State from its financial troubles. 

The State census taken in 1875 shows the total population of the 
State to be 923,000, while in 1670 it was only 705,000. The cities and 
towns have increased in population, while the rate of improvement 
in the way of new buildings has been surprising. Charleston has 
a greater population than ever in her history and is rapidly regain- 
ing that commercial supremacy to which her fine harbor, central lo- 
cation, and superior facilities entitle her. And all this prosperity 
under radical rule. 

I invite attention to the following statement of the debt and wealth 
of the State at different times: 
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is gone, but still casts its dark shadow across his path. The love of 
| liberty is as strong with the negro as the white man, while his desire 
for learning and information is wonderful. He is patient, without 
resentment, peaceable and moderate in the nse of his newly acquired 
power. He is loyal to the Union, and carried your flag through the 
late war, although to him for generations it had not been a flag of 
stars, but of stripes only. Two hundred thousand negroes were 
borne on the rolls of your Army, and 40,000 sealed their devotion to 
the cause with their lives. Not one armed negro ever was found in 
the confederate ranks. He was ever the devoted friend, the trusty 
guide, and tender nurse of the Union soldier, who always knew that 
in the slave he had a friend. Napoleon, the great master of the mili- 
tary art, laid it down as acardinal maxim that “in war nothing must 
be regarded as done while anything remains to be done.” All history 
| demonstrates that in every emergency the adeqnate policy is the best. 
| For governments, as for individuals, the path of duty is the path of 
safety, and this nation must insist that every right guaranteed by 
| the Constitution to the colored man shall be enjoyed by him freely 
and peaceably. 


THE SOUTH CAROLINA LEGISLATURE. 

The other day a Senator on this floor [Mr. THURMAN]—I wish he 
was present—attempted to sneer at the South Carolina Legislature. 
Ay Sant he f the Tlons« lored, Imt in the Senate thr preys ra 
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of colored and white is about equal. On the democratic side in the 
house we have Mr. Trenholm. If our northern democratic Senators 
do not know him the southern democratic Senators do. He was the 
Confederate States secretary of the treasury, and is an able and in- 
telligent man. We have Chancellor Johnson in the bouse, an ex- 
chancellor of the State, and we have Mr. Crittenden, Mr. Barnwell, 
and several of the ablest lawyers and representatives of the demo- 
cratic party in the State. Upon the other side there is the speaker of 
the house of representatives, a colored man, Hon. R. B. Elliott. He 
— over that house with as much ability and dignity as any man 

ever saw in a speaker’s chair. He wasa member of the other House 
of Congress, and while there he met one of the most distinguished 
representatives of the South in debate on the civil-rights question. He 
made a speech in thatdebate in answer to Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, and 
I have never heard that Mr. Stephens or any one else ever attempted 
to answer it. He is to-day the peer of any man in that Legislature. 
There is no democrat upon that floor who will say that he considers 
Mr. Elliott in point of ability beneath him. But he is not the only 
one. There are a dozen able colored men upon that floor, Curtis, 
Simons, Banfield, Hamilton, Thomas, Humbert, Miller, Boston, T. A. 
Davis, Spencer, Freeman. Hayne, and others that 1 could name, who 
would do honor and credit to any legislative body ; but because they 
are colored they must be sneered at. Why cannot democratic Sena- 
tors be frank enough, and honest enough, and American enough to 
do justice to every American citizen, white or black. 

Take the senate. We have the representatives of the bar of South 
Carolina in the senate—men sent from counties where there are dem- 
ocratic majorities. Inthe State senate Lieutenant-Governor Gleaves, 
colored, presides with grace and ability. General Swails, also col- 
ored, is president pro tempore, and has no superior as a presiding offi 
cer. Nash, Jones, Warley, Johnson, Clinton, Maxwell, Cain, Carter 
White, Green, Myers, Jervey, and Gilliard, all of whom are senators, 
I will mention. I know that I am not making a statement that any 
man will contradict in South Carolina when say that there is not 
a white democratic senator upon that floor who claims that he is the 
superior in point of ability or fitness for the place of any of these 
colored senators whom I have named. The legislation of South Car- 
olina is as wise, as beneficent, and as creditable to the Legislature of 
that State and as useful to the people as the legislation of any State 
of this Union. I will compare the Legislature of South Carolina with 
the Legislature of any southern State. 

You need not go to the Legislature of South Carolina to find col- 
ored men who cannot spell. You can find white men in this Capitol 
who cannot spell who are holding high positions and representing 
the democratic party. O, no; democrats cannot all read and write. 
A great many of them cannot read and write. I see my good-look- 
ing friend from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] coming along the 
Chamber, and I want to tell him something. In 1872 I went down 
through the State of North Carolina on the cars the day before the 
election for governor, when he was a candidate. I was in the smok- 
ing-car, and entered into conversation with a gentleman. I asked 
him about the election. I did not know my friend from North Caro- 
lina then personally, but I knew him by reputation. Since I have 
known him I have learned to love him and to respect him. This man 
did not know me. Said I,“ Who is going to be elected?” “O,MER- 
RIMON ; MERRIMON wil! be elected.” “Is that so?” He said, “All 
the white people in North Carolina are going to vote for MERRIMON.” 
“Are not any white men going to vote for Tod Caldwell?” He said, 
“O,no; he isadamned radical.” Said I, “How about the colored 
vote?” “0,” said he, “the negroes are all going to vote for Tod 
Caldwell.” “Itisall wrong; no man should vote who cannot read or 
write.” “These damned negroes cannot read or write, any of them.” 

That fellow was strong for MERRIMON, and he was going home to 
vote, and he was opposed to negroes voting because they could not 
read or write. By and by we came to a station and I saw something 
that attracted my curiosity. I asked him what station it was. He 
said he did not know. I told him I had a list of stations along the 
North Carolina Railroad in my pocket, but I did not have my glasses 
with me, and I handed it to him telling him that Concord, or Salis- 
bury, naming some place, was the last place, and I said, ‘ You can 
see there what is the next place.” You ought to have seen him,— 
this fellow who was going home to vote for MERRIMON, who was op- 
posed to negroes voting because they could not read or write. He 
took that list, he looked at it, he twisted it around and then turned 
it the other way. I asked him, “Are you near-sighted?” “No,” he 
said, “that is very fine print.” ‘ Yes,” said I, “it is very fine print, 
but you are a young man and not near-sighted:; you ought to beable 
to read and write.” “ Well, stranger,” said he, “I never went to school 
much; I cannot read.” Said I,“ You cannot read!” He said, “No, I 
cannot read.” “ Well,” said I, “did you not tell me a few minutes 
ago that you are going to vote for MERRIMQN?” He replied, “ Yes, 
sir; Lam going to vote for Merrion.” “ But,” said i, “did you 
not tell me that the fellow who could not read or write should not 
vote?” He replied, “1 said a negro should not vote because he could 
not read or write, but a white man ought to vote.” That is the idea; 
white men should have the right to vote if they cannot read or write, 
out you should not give that right to the colored man. 

Because colored men hold seats in the South Carolina Legislature, 
low-minded and ignorant men, North as well as South, attempt to 
sneer and misrepresent them. With gentlemen of true refinement 
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and education the true standard of merit is not the color of the skin 
but the head and the heart. Fill the former with knowledge and the 
latter with pure patriotism and genuine humanity, and you describe a 
good citizen, and one worthy the respect and confidence of all the 
people. Because negroes have only recently been found in our legisla- 
tive bodies, ignorant people argue they are not fitted forsuch positions, 
Two colored men sat in the British Parliament from 1832 to 1539, while 
twenty negroes sat in the French Assemby of 1792, and history records 
that they acquitted themselves with credit. They prove that they 
are as well fitted for positions of honor and responsibility as white 
men, when the opportunities for education have been the same. 

The colored people in South Carolina are attending school and are 
learning rapidly. I will here mention the progress we are making in 
South Carolina in schools. When the reconstructed government took 
possession in 1568 there was not a school-house open. We have now 
nearly twenty-five hundred school-houses open in South Carolina. 
We have nearly three thousand school-teachers, and we have 110,000 
young men and young women in schools. In 1560 $75,000 was appro- 
priated for schools, We spend now a million dollars for common 
schools. If these people who are concerned in these riots like Ham- 
burgh are not too old, if we should just get them to go to schools and 
teach them, we would have no more Hamburgh riots. Should the 
negro not have credit for that? Iwish I could say as much of every 
other southern State. I wish that the cause of education in every 
other southern State was fostered as it isin South Carolina. This 
foul spirit that murders men for opinion’s sake and without any re- 
gret, but believes it is right, would soon die out; but there is no remedy 
for it except education. I challenge any democratic Senator upon 
the other side to get up in his place and tell us the condition of his 
State and compare it with South Carolina. Let him say whether the 
cause of education is prospering in his State like it is in my State 
under negro and radical rule. “The school-master is abroad” in South 
Carolina, and I pray God that he may travel into our sister States. 


PRESIDENTIAL ISSUE. 


One or two words more and [have done. South Carolina, like every 
other State, feels an interest in the presidential election. Inthe South 
we have no politics like you have in the North. There we hear noth- 
ing about soft money or hard money. It is not tariff or free trade 
with us. In South Carolina it is a question of existence. All that 
the republicans there ask is to be let alone and in time we will work 
out the redemption of the State. We ask that our lives may be pro- 
tected, and that we may live there in peace. The republicans of South 
Carolina, in common with the republicans of all the other southern 
States, feel that the election of Mr. Tilden bodes evil to them. Their 
papers convince us, the declarations of their speakers convince us. 
We know that many of the men who vote for Tilden are the men who 
commit these murders. If these men vote for Tilden they must hold 
the oflices if he is elected, and if these men are to hold the offices, 
they will shield and protect crime; they will shield and protect the 
murderers ; we will have no protection, and the former bondman must 
make up his mind to become virtually a slave to the old master and 
the white radical must leave the country. 

I ask Senators, I ask the people of the North, if that is net a kind 
of politics that they are not accustomed to; but, so help me Cod, I be- 
lieve I am telling the honest truth when I state that that is all the 
politics that we have got in South Carolina and all that the republi- 
cans in every State throughout the South fear. Why shonid the 
democratic party be returned to power? Let me ask the honest peo- 
ple of the North if the democratic party is any more honest than it 
was in 1860, when it was driven from power becanse of its co: ruption 
and its fraud, its villainies and its bankruptcy of the Treasu:y? Let 
the people of the North answer that question. Let every man who 
goes to vote ask himself the question if the democratic party to-cay 
is any more honest than it was in 1860? 

Mr. President, I ask another question, which I hope the people will 
ponder. Let every loyal man in the North when he comes to cast his 
vote for President ask himself whether the democratic party is any 
more loyal to-day to this Union than it was in 1860, when the demo- 
cratic party turned over the wreck of this Government to Mr. Lin- 
coln’s administration, with rebellion rampant throughout the whole 
country, a new and bastard government set up within the limits of 
this Government, which a democratic President helped to bring about. 
He had not the honesty, he had not the fidelity, he had not the loy- 
alty, because his party had no loyalty, to s op this secession and this 
attempted dissolution of the Union and he had not the courage to go 
against his party. Letthe northern voter ask himself that question. 
In the name of the poor, down-trodden colored man of the South I 
implore him to do that. If the people of the North vote blindly and 
think not seriously upon this question, upon us first, but upon them 
afterward, falls the result of their folly. 

I have nothing to say against Mr. Tilden’s character asa man. It 
is not necessary for my purpose that I should do that. The other day 
as I was going up the street I saw a beautiful flag. It was the flag of 
the Union, the Stars and Stripes, stretched across the street. [looked 
upon the beautiful blue of that flag and I counted thirty-seven stars. 
Tied to the foot of that flag was the name of Samuel J. Tilden for 
President. The thought rushed upon my mind, Samuel J. Tilden to 
be President of thirty-seven States when he declared solemnly in 
1864, in the democratic convention, that the war for the Union was a 
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failure, and consented to blot from that bright eseutcheon eleven of my distinguished friend here from Massachusetts [Mr. BoUTWELL] 


those bright and beautiful stars. Yet that man to-day is put up by 

the democratic party as a candidate for President of the United 

States which he did not save, which he was willing to let be dis- 

solved, and by whom? By the democratic party. The next name | 
was Hendricks—Tilden and Hendricks. There was one line which I 

wanted there, and if I had the power I would write it. It is this: 

“No more murders for opinion’s sake.” I say right here, with full 

knowledge of the responsibility of the assertion, that there are but 

two men in the United States who have the power to command the 
bad men, the murderers of the South, to halt. There are but two 
men living to-day who can say to the murderer of this class whose 
hand is raised to strike the innocent victim in the South, “ Halt ;” 
and those two men are Samuel J. Tilden and Thomas A. Hendricks, 
because every murderer whose hand is raised, and whose hand will 

be raised between now and the election, is a democrat, and he is 
their friend, and he will vote for them. The President of the United 
States has no power to prevent these murders. This Congress has 
no power; the General of the Army has no power; but the candi- 
dates of the democratic party, they, and they alone, have the power. 
They who are responsible to the people of this country owe it to 
their God to issue that edict. If it defeats them let it do so, but 
in God’s name, for the sake of humanity, for the sake of the credit of 
the country, they should use their influence with these bad men of 
the South to stop these outrages. 

Senators may not have studied this question as I have. They may 
think I am trying toshake the “ bloody shirt.” Senators will testify 
that I have been quiet since I have been in the Senate about the 
“bloody shirt.” Sir, I have hesitated to attempt to describe the condi- 
tion of affairs at the South because the truth is so frightful as to make 
men at the North believe it is fiction. No, sir; half the truth has 
never been told, and I had hoped that no necessity should arise to 
require me to address the Senate upon this subject, as I preferred to 
cover the errors of my people with the mantle of silence, but duty 
compelled me to no longer keep silence. Iam in favor of peace; I 
want reconciliation ; I want harmony between the sections. The 
northern people have forgiven the southern man for being a rebel. 
They take him by the hand and say he isa citizen. They invite him 
to this high place of power and they invite him to all the places of 
power and responsibility under this great Government. I ask the 


into the democratic column, South Carolina stood trae. South Caro- 
lina was then found on the side of the true American principle, and 
she will be found there again. 

Every colored man in South Carolina will pray that Mr. Hayes and 
Mr. Wheeler may be elected, not as politicians, but because they be- 
lieve that the election of Hayes and Wheeler will give them protec- 
tion. They want time to educate their children, they want time to 
work out their own salvation in their own way, and they do not be- 
lieve that they can do it under a democratic administration. They 
have a right as American citizens to be given that opportunity. 

RETURN TO POWER. 

Mr. President, a few short years ago an army of brave and desperate 
men, full half a million, well-tried soldiers, commanded by officers of 
genius and skill, experience and courage, were drawn up in battle 
array beyond the line that separated loyalty from disloyalty. That 
army was the “mailed hand” of a bastard government, whose corner- 
stone was “human slavery,” and whose flag was not the Stars and 
Stripes, the flag of Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, and Jack- 
son, the dead patriots of the Republic, but the stars and bars, the 
miserable rag of Davis, Toombs, Hunter, and Benjamin, the living 
traitors of a betrayed nation. That mailed hand was raised against 
the life of this Republic; ay, that army was knocking at the very 
gates of this capital. That army met its “Appomattox ;” that hand 


| was stricken down, and that flag was furled in defeat, it was then 
| hoped forever. 


The glorious sunlight of peace, clouded by the sad 
sorrow for their martyred President, cheered the hearts of all true 
Americans. 

Eleven years have passed away. Forgiveness, generosity, and mag- 
nanimity have been extended with “ gospel measure ” by the victor 
to the vanquished. Not one drop of blood has been demanded as an 
atonement for the crime of treason. The armed traitor of yesterday is 
the respected ruler or honored representative to-day. Yet it isa fact, 
as I have already stated, that more American citizens, many of whom 
passed safely through the “fire and hail” of the battle-field, have 
been murdered in the Southern States during the past eleven years 
for opinion’s sake than were killed on the federal side in any battle 
during the war. 

The same men who directed the movements of that army in war 





southern white man to conquer his prejudice and forgive the negro 
for being free, being a voter, and being his equal before the law. The 
South has been famous in the history of this country. She has been 
great in counsel and gallant upon the field, and she has reflected honor 
upon the whole country. Why cannot the white man of the South 
conquer his prejudice and extend the hand of true friendship and 
protection to the republican, no matter where he comes from and no 
matter what his color may be ? : 

No, Mr. President, I am not trying to shake the “ bloody shirt,” but 
I speak words of “truth and soberness.” The people of the North 
are not aware of the true condition of things inthe Sonth. If the his- 
tory of the crimes and the murders since the war for opinion’s sake up 
to this time could be written and published it would be a record that 
would appall this nation and shock civilization. More men have been 
murdered in cold blood in the South for opinion’s sake since the war 
than were killed in any one battle in the war on the Federal side, and 
that, too, in free America. I make that statement not hastily. The 
facts and the record will prove it, and I beg the people of the North 
to consider it. If such a carnival of murder had been visited upon 
the North they would realize it. We who live in the Sonth do realize 
it, but we have not the power to help ourselves. The power of this 
Government, the seat of empire, is at the North. You hold the key to 
the position. You have got the power and you are responsible for the 
rights and lives of these people. I pray my people of the North, from 
whom I have descended, who have the same blood that tlows in my 
veins, for my sake, for the sake of my family, for the sake of the poor 
colored man throughout the South, who is as loyal to the flag as the 
proudest, the greatest, and the best man in the North, to consider these 
facts. I beg them to consider them and reflect upon them when they 
come to vote, and if they do conclude to vote for the democratic can- 
didate for President, I say so be it. But I have the satisfaction that 
I have given them my warning. I have entered my protest against 
his election. 

South Carolina in this contest will do her duty, and in the face of 
these dangers, in the face of these outrages and these murders the loyal 
people of South Carolina will do their duty and their whole duty, not 
as politicians, not as partisans, but as American citizens. We believe 
in the principles of the republican party. We believe they will pro- 
mote the prosperity of this whole country. We believe they are right, 
and believing in them, the republican party of that State will sustain 
them. Every republican in South Carolina is prepared to go out and 
take his life in his hand, and we have to do that in every campaign. 
This Hamburgh matter is no new thing for us. We had murders, 
we had violence, we had our meetings broken up in 1874, in 1872, in 
1870. We are nsed to all that. When we go out there to make a 
speech we take our chances, and it is not any more pleasant than a 
person would imagine. Somebody has got to do it, and the republi- 
can leaders in South Carolina do not hesitate to do it; and while we 
do our duty we expect our friends at the North to do their duty. 


When the storm rolled over the North in 1874 and carried the State of 


have since by what they call peaceful means obtained political con- 
trol of nearly every southern State. Nearly one-third of the pres- 
ent Congress comes from what was but yesterday the confederate 
army, while scarcely one-tenth of this present Congress comes from 
what was but yesterday the Army of the Union. The Romans opened 
the doors of the temple of Janus in times of war. We in times of 
peace open the doors of our temple of liberty to our enemy of yes- 
terday, and invite him to preside at its high altar upon promises of 
peace and sealed by the solemnity of an oath. 

The traitors of yesterday were democrats, they are democrats to- 
day; they enter Congress as democrats, join hands with their demo- 
cratic allies from the North as naturally as the links of a chain are 
united, but to all appearances that chain never was broken, but has 
always been united by the mystic bonds of an ardent sympathy. 
This we are told is the return of democracy to power and means 
peace. 

Mr. President, it is recorded in the history of France that the allied 
armies of Europe assembled at her capital to witness the coronation 
of Louis XVIII after the fall of the great Napoleon. Inthe vast throng 
who gazed upon that scene, made resplendent by the jewels of the 
most powerful dynasties of the world, there stood a soldier of the em- 
pire who had grown gray in war while following the eagles of the 
mighty Corsican alike over the vine-clad hills of Italy, through the 
olive groves of Spain, and amid the deadly snows of Russia. As he 
contemplated the scene, with his heart beating in sorrow beneath the 
cross of the Legion of Honor which he had earned by his gallantry at 
Austerlitz, a Bourbon nobleman, not recognizing in him one of the 
grenadiers of the Old Guard, said to him: “Is not this magnificent ? 
Is it not grand? What could make it more perfect?” “ Nothing,” 
answered the battle-scarred veteran ; “nothing but the presence of 
my brave comrades who died to prevent it.” 

I say to the loyal people of this nation to beware in placing in the 
presidential chair a State-rights democrat. Already we have seen 
sixty wounded Union soldiers, employés of the House, dismissed, and 
forty ex-rebel soldiers appointed to theirplaces. The one-legged Union 
soldier made to give place to able-bodied ex-rebel soldiers. Union 
soldiers of the North, you know the reason; and think well over this 
picture before you cast your votes in November. Yonder flag, which 
floats so proudly from the Dome of this Capitol, the emblem of a na- 
tion’s honor and pride, the representative of its greatness and power, 
honored at home, respected abroad upon every land and sea, inay be 
lowered by the new ruler and in its stead may be unfurled the “ stars 
and bars,” a fit representative of a nation’s degradation and a free 
people’s shame. The last democratic President lowered the flag, de- 
stroyed public credit, and let the Union be broken up; and what as- 
surance lowe we that the same treason may not again be witnessed 
under another democrat if elected ? 

When that time comes, loyalty will furl the Stars and Stripes, de- 
posit them in the tomb at Mount Vernon, the only place on American 
soil sacred against the hand of the vandal, burn the battle-flags of 
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the Republic, plow up the cemeteries in which are deposited the 
ashes of a nation’s dead, and thus remove every remembrance of the 
late struggle which may be offensive to our new masters. 

By a democratic triumph, is treason to gain all i’ lost at Appomat- 
tox? Is this the feast to which you invite the American people in the 
coming election? Is this the price yon demand for the peace you 
promise? Is this the hidden purpose of a democratic triumph, not 
to be revealed until the power i» secured f 

In the campaign of 1560 the scheme of secession was concealed and 
denied by the democratic leaders north. The American people have 
before them that terrible lesson, and in 1876 let them meet this new 
issue with full knowledge of its great danger and settle it at once 
and forever. God grant that my fears may not be realized, that the 
people of the South may be spared a new sorrow and the nation a 
new shame. 

All Lhave to say in conclusion is that I hope the people of the North 
will wake up to the real issne involved in thiscontest. It is not a ques- 
tion of currency at the North any more than at the South; it is not a 
question of hard money or soft money at the North ; it is not a question 
of tariff or free trade. Every man in the Senate, every man in public 
life in the United States, every intelligent man thronghout the North 
knows that, after all, the secret spring in this contest is the question 
of loyalty. The question for the people of the North to decide is, Will 
you and are you prepared to trust this Government in the hands of the 
democratic party, controlled as it now is, with its present leaders North 
and South? That is the question in this national contest. That is 
the question that must be decided ; and I have so much confidence in 
the good sense, in the integrity, in the patriotism, and in the loyalty 
of the people of the North that I believe that their verdict will be 
in favor of the right, and that the right will prevail. 

For the democratic party, with such aims and such designs upon the 
integrity of the Union and the existence of the Republic, I can only 
express my horror by quoting the following verse: 

May all thy hopes be smitten, 

Thy brightest hour be gloom 
And infamy be written 

In lightning on thy tomb. 


Mr. HAMLIN and Mr. WALLACE rose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Docs the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia yield to the Senator from Maine ? 

Mr. WALLACE. For what purpose ? 
¥ Mr. HAMLIN. I think I rose on my feet before the Senator from 
' Pennsylvania did, Iam very sure I did. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have had the floor on this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine rise to 
this question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. That isnot an inquiry to be put to me by the Chair. 
If I rose first I am entitled to the.floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine claims the 
floor, having addressed the Chair first. 

Mr. HAMLIW. The rule provides that the Chair shall recognize 
which Senator is entitled to the floor when two shall rise at the same 
time. 

Mr. WALLACE. I was certainly recognized by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the rule 
rejuires that the Senator who first addresses the Chair shal! be rec- 
ognized. The Senator from Maine first addressed the Chair. The 
Chair did recognize the Senator from Pennsylvania, but strictly 
within the rule he will be obliged to recognize the Senator from 
Maine, if he insists. The Chair would say in justification, however, 
of the recognition that the Chair understood that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania desired to speak upon this subject. It was for that 
reason that the Chair addressed himself to the Senator from Maine 
and asked if he rose upon this question. That is the justification of 
the Chair. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 1 will state that the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia had the floor the other day and very kindly gave way to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that, and 
for that reason the Chair recognized the Senator from Pennsylvania; 
bat the Senator from Maine is correct, according to the rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was present in the Chamber the other afternoon 
when the Senator from Peunsylvania rose and addressed the Chair to 
speak upon the pending question, My recollection is that he was 
recognized, and that the Senator from South Carolina then asked the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to him, and that he did so with 
the consent of the Senate. It seems to me that under the rule which 
has uniformly prevailed, the rule of which the Senator from Maine 
is so strenuous an advocate, courtesy, if nothing more, and the uni- 
form precedent, would certainly require that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania should have the floor after the Senator from South Carolina 
has concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair-will state that the Sena- 
tor from Kansas is correct in his statement. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania had the floor yesterday, and yielded to the Senator from 
South Carolina; but having yielded, of course lost the right to the 
floor, but the Chair supposed the Senator rose to speak on this ques- 
tion and recognized him for that purpose. The Senator from Maine 
tirst addressed the Chair, and according to the rule, ruling strictly, 
the Senator from Maine has the floor. 









Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say a word upon this subject of courtesy, 
because I hope I am as incapable as any Senator in this body of act- 
ing discourteously toward any member of it. In the first place, a 
little bill with which I was charged here, and in which all Senators 
are interested, got under this great big load of hay precisely by the 
same movement which I have risen to inaugurate. Again, knowing 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania had gotten the floor yesterday 
and expected to follow the Senator from South Carolina, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania I know will do me the credit to say that I called 
upon him and stated to him that I was incapable of doing a discour- 
teous thing to him, but situated as I was in relation to the post-route 
bill I felt that it was my duty, at the importunity of Senators al] 
over the Chamber, to see if I could get the floor and get the Senate 
back to that bill, and back precisely in the same way it went from it, 
by moving to lay the pending order upon the table. If the Senator 
from Pennsylvania insists that under these circumstances he ought 
to have the floor, I will not make that motion, and I submit it to him, 
Mr. WALLACE. If the Senator from Maine moves to lay the pend- 
ing motion on the table, it necessarily cuts off debate, and I, in com- 
mon with all other Senators who wish to speak on the subject, will 
be foreclosed by the action of the Senate on account of other business 
pending before the Senate. I think that would be perhaps a breach 
of cgurtesy. The Senator from Maine did call upon me, and asked 
me the question as to whether I desired to speak, and said to me that 
he intended to move to proceed to the consideration of the post-route 
bill if he could get the floor for that purpose. 1 will state that he 
did say so to me, and hence I rose as rapidly as I could. I thought 
I had the recognition of the Chair; but it seems I was mistaken. If 
the Senator from Maine insists, I have nothing to do but to submit. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want, then, to say to Senators who have come to 
me and asked me to get the post-route bill again before this body, and 
to whom I said I would make the effort, that I decline to do so simply 
upon the ground that the Senator from Pennsylvania insists upon 
the floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow mea 
moment ? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SARGENT. Before Congress adjourns the Senate ought by all 
means to take action either favorably or unfavorably upon the legis- 
lation pending which has passed the House in reference to the Ha- 
waiian treaty. I doubt if there is a Senator upon the floor who will 
disagree with me upon this proposition. We certainly ought to act 
promptly upon it for the benefit of trade, cither that the treaty shall 
go into effect or release business from the embarrassment which the 
uncertain condition of this legislation has put uponit. Task the con- 
sent of the Senate that this subject be made the special order for 
Saturday next. I think that will be enough ahead to allow Sena- 
tors to make their speeches and to dispose of the matters pressing 
upon the Senate. 

Mr. MERRIMON. We want to adjourn on Saturday. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not think we can adjourn before next Mon- 
day. At any rate I will take my chances. I have waited from day 
to day for an opportunity to call this measure up and could not do it 
without incommoding Senators. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that as there is now a prospect of an ad- 
journment I will make a suggestion that will dispose of this political 
matter. I suggest that after a reasonable recess we meet to-night to 
allow Senators who desire to make speeches (and I am one of them, 
because I wish to speak briefly and do not wish to stand in the way 
of business) to come here this evening and finish this political ques- 
tion. Then I think the three days left of this week will be suflicient 
to dispose of the business that the Senate will desire to act upon. As 
a matter of course neitherthe Hawaiian treaty bill nor the post-route 
bill can be acted upon to-night, but we can afford an opportunity to 
speak to those who choose to attend and we shall probably have 
enough Senators to vote upon the resolution. I think everybody or 
nearly everybody will vote for it at the end, it being merely to print 
several thousand extra copies of a document. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Having yielded the floor to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania I now ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to me 
the floor for the purpose of affording me an opportunity of moving 
that the Senate take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Maire allow me to have 
some understanding with reference to the Hawaiian treaty first? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well. 

Mr. SARGENT. If there should be a session for debate to-night I 
should like to have Friday assigned for the consideration of the Ha- 
waiian treaty. I ask the Chair to submit the question to the Senate 
that the Hawaiian treaty be made the special order for Friday next 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. Subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course not to interfere with the appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that to-morrow morning I propose 
to call up the report of the conference committee on the river and 
harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
that the consideration of the Hawaiian treaty be made the special order 
for Friday next at one o'clock p. m., which requires a two-thirds vote. 
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Mr. DAVIS. I wish to make an inquiry as to the post-route bill. the bill (H. R. No. 2571) makir 
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appropriations for the legislative, 


I think that billought to pass and we ought not to make any order | executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year 


to interfere with that bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. This will interfere with no bill whatever. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no possible objection to making this spe- 
cial order; but, as my friend from California knows, a specialeorder 
does not amount to anything; it is superseded by the unfinished busi- 
and there is one bill that I think we ought to consider in prefer- 


ness 5 


ence to any other bill that is before this body, even the appropriation | 
bills, and that is the bill for counting the electoral votes for President | 


and Vice-President. 
without at least attempting to pass some bill of that kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from California to make the Hawaiian bill the special 
order for Friday next, at one o’clock. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 14. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will not press the matter at this time; but I 
give notice that I shall vex the ear of the Senate unless I get this 
thing attended to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
from California every time he does it. I think it would be a case of 
self-stultification if the Senate should adjourn without taking action. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will join the Senators and make a trio m that. 
Now I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion? 

Mr. HAMLIN. That the Senate take a recess from half past five 
to half past seven o'clock to day. 

Several SENATORS. Say five. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, from five to half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me. I 


think if we have a session to-night it may be possible to report the | 


legislative bill from the conference committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then we shall consider possibilities. This general 
discussion is regarded of more importance than your post-route bil, 
and I do not know but that it should be more than your other pub- 
lic business. I will express no opinion upon that just now. I ask 
that my motion be put. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is that the Senate take 
a recess from five o’clock to day until half past seven. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Withthe understanding that this evening will 
be for debate only ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; we must go right on. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Is it the understanding that the debate is to 
close on the pending resolution to-night? [‘ No!” “No!” ] 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. There is no understanding on that 
oirnt. 

Mr. KERNAN. I 
debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the Senator from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of five o’clock having 
arrived the Senate takes a recess until half past seven. 


understand that it is for business as well as 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate re-assembled at half past seven o’clock p. m. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. WALLACE] is entitled to the floor on the resolution of the Sen- | 


ator from Indiana, [Mr. Morton. ] 

Mr. SPENCER. 
tion of House joint resolution No. 100, which has been read twice at 
least. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope I may be allowed to make a report. 

Mr. SPENCER. Very well. 


THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, to report the same favorably with an amendment. I give no- 
tice that I shall move to take it up to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator have the amendment printed? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be printed under the rule, of course. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in answer to a res- 
olution of the Senate of the 24th ultimo, a statement showing the 
aggregate number of civil officers in or connected with the Navy De- 
partinent, not including laborers or mechanics employed by the day 
or contractors, for each of the years named; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House further insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate insisted on by the Senate to 


I think it would be criminal for us to adjourn House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 





I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 


ending June 30, 1577, and for other purposes, agreed to the further 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SamurL J. RANDALL of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. WILLIAM R. MorRRISON of Illinois, and Mr. JOHN A. 


Kasson of Iowa managers at the further conference on the part of 
the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 


| upon signed by the President pro tempore : 


Ialso give notice that I will join the Senator | 


| a particular committee. 





A bill (H. R. No. 1223) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 


| Ella to that of Myra; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2252) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
change the name of the steamboat Hiram Wood; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2602) to relinquish the title of the United States 
to certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton 
County, Kentucky ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain indebt- 
edness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house and 
post-office building ; and 

A bill (S. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of lands 
held by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes, 
and for other purposes. 


DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 100) providing a commission to 


frame a permanent form of government for the District of Columbia, 
and other purposes, 


The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lask the Senator from Alabama whether this comes 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia unanimously? Lsee 
no member of that committee on this side present. 

Mr. SPENCER. It comes from the Committee on 
Columbia, and the committee are unanimous. 
passed the House, and t} 


the District of 
The resolution has 


the committee propose to amend it s0 as to 


make it a joint committee. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the thing taken up? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. It has been read for in- 


formation. Will the Senate proceed to the consideration of this res- 
olution ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject for a call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, subject to a call for the regular order. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia proposed to amend the 


joint resolution by striking out inline 3the words “ two non-residents,” 


and inserting “three members;” by striking ont in line 4 the words 
“ Districtof Columbia and one resident thereof,” and inserting “ House 
of Representatives ;” by striking out in line 5 the word “ appointed,” 
and inserting “‘ designated ;” by striking out in line 6 “two residents 
of said District and one non-resident thereof,” and inserting “ three 
Senators ;” by striking out in line 7 the word “ selected,” and insert- 
ing “ designated ;” so as to make the joint resolution read : 


Resolved, @c., That a commission, consisting of three members of the Honse of 
Representatives, to be designated by the Speaker of the House, and three Senators, 
to be designated by the presiding oflicer of the Senate, is hereby appointed, whose 
duty it shall be, durjng the recess of Congress, to prepare a suitable form of govern- 
ment for the District of Columbia, and appropriate draughtsof statutes to be enacted 
by Congress for carrying the same into etfect, and report the same to the two 
Houses, respectively, on the first day of the next session thereof. It shall also be 
the duty of said commission to prepare and submit to the next session of this Con- 
gress a statement of the proper proportion of the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia, or any branch thereof, including interest on the funded 
debt, which should be borne by said District and the United States, a tively, 
together with the reasons upon which their conclusions are based. Said commis- 
sion are authorized to employ such assistance as may be needed to enable them to 
discharge the duties hereby imposed on said commission ; and the sum of $5,000 is 
hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to defray the neces- 
sary expettses of said commission. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the reso- 
lution whether it is usual to provide by law for a joint committee of 
the two Houses? This is a law making appropriations, and then to 
provide for a committee of three Senators and three members of the 
House of Representatives to be appointed. 

Mr. SPENCER. To be designated. The resolution as passed by 
the House provides that two non-residents of the District of Colum- 
bia should be appointed and two residents, two by the Speaker and 
two by the President of the Senate. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia thought after consultation with numerous citizens that 
it would be better to appoint members of the respective Houses, and 
they have amended the resolution accordingly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I dare say it is better. My only inquiry is as to 
providing by law for each House appointing members of its own on 
That belongs to their own constitutional 
privileges. 

Mr. SPENCER. As this resolution had passed the House we con- 
cluded this would be the shortest way to get at the matter. The 
Heuse provided that a commission should be appointed, not of mem- 
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bers of Congress, and we have amended it so as to provide for a com- 
mission of members of Congress. We thought this was the shortest 
way of getting at it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a joint resolution and is in the nature of 
a bill with an appropriation, and it requires each House of Congress 


to do athing which the Constitution gives them the power to do by a | 


mere resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont calls 
for the regular order. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will allow this to be finished. 
It has been up several times. 


HAMBURGH RIOTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Morron] to print ten thousand 
extra copies of the President’s message and accompanying documents 
in reference to the Hamburgh riots; on which the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WALLACE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Pennsylvania 
will yield for a few moments I should like to call up a House bill that 
I have tried to get up several times and I think it can be disposed of 
in a few minutes. It is House bill No. 3849. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I have called forthe regular order against my 
friend from Alabama I would not be courteous to yield to another 
Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
has the floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, I shall not attempt to defend the 
outrage at Hamburgh. Like many another outrage upon society, it 
can neither be palliated nor defended, if the facts charged in the docu- 
ments sent to us are true. But, sir, if this offense, heinous and out- 
rageous as it is, shall be judicially investigated by the courts consti- 
tuted to arrest, investigate, try, judge, ae ; and if these courts 
shall visit upon this outrage prompt, condign, and legal punishment, 
I shall rejoice. I shall rejoice, sir, because of the vindication of out- 
raged law. I shall rejoice that in that community, among a people 
who claim to have the power to govern themselves, they have suc- 
ceeded in vindicating that power and have vindicated the majesty of 
law. They will then have proved their capacity for self-goverment. 
But they are upon trial. It is for them to vindicate their capacity 
in the proof that comes from this very situation. If they shall thus 
vindicate themselves, it will add another proof to the theories of our 
friends on the other side, 

But let me ask those who find in something else the cause of these 
outrages, why it is that they always occupy their minds and always 
vex the public ear when important elections are pending? Why is 
it that we hear so little of them on other occasions and at other times ? 
Why is it that only when the people are upon the eve of an election 
in which the rulers of the country are to be changed that these out- 
rages come to the public mind and communities are stirred to their very 
depths by accusations, by tergiversations, by charges of riot and 
bloodshed and of wrong and injury? Why is it that peace and order 
and the administration of the law, the vindication of the majesty of 
the law, are found in all the reconstructed States controlled, governed, 
and directed by democrats, while from those alone in which some 
other power is in control do we find these reports of outrages, of 
broken law, of riot, and of bloodshed ? 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend from Pennsylvania yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. WALLACE. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. I have just received a dispatch which I desire to 
read in this connection. I had the pleasure yesterday to say here on 
the floor of the Senate that the election in Alabama had been carried 
on with absolute fairness. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. SPENCER] 
avowed that there had been intimidation. Doubtless he believed it ; 
I did not, and I so expressed myself. I have just received this tele- 
gram, which I desire to read: 


MONTGOMERY, August 9. 
Senator W. W. Eaton: 


Alabama thanks you for yar generous defense of her in the Senate youtantay. 
The election was conducted throughout the State with absolute fairness and with- 
out the slightest disturbance or complaint of intimidation that we have heard. The 
democrats have elected their State ticket by over forty thousand majority, and at 
least. four-fifths of both branches of the Legislature. Negroes in large numbers 


voted with us. 
W. D. GRAHAM, 
Chairman Democratic State Committee. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me a 
moment? I desire to state, in answer to the dispatch read by the 
Senator from Connecticut, that the majority in Alabama is very large 
and that on Monday last large republican counties, for instance the 
county of Greene, which has, ever since the republican party was 
formed, given over 2,000 majority, voted the democratic ticket ; that the 
county of Sumter, which hasa republican majority of 2,000 in it, voted 
the democratic ticket; that the county of Marengo, which has a re- 
publican majority of 2,000, voted the democratic ticket. Those coun- 
ties voted the democratic ticket simply because the colored people 
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were afraid to go to the polls and vote. The colored people did not 


vote, and it was intimidation and nothing else, the chairman of the 


democratic State committee to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, what better answer is there to 
the arguments of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] than that the State of Sonth, 
Carolina, the State of Louisiana, and the State of Mississippi are the 
only placers in which they can find these outrages. Why isit that in 
democratic States, in States that are reconstructed and controlled by 
democrats, prosperity is returning, peace and order prevail? Why is 
it that there the freedman is contented and industrious? Why is it 
that taxation is being reduced, that the communities are orderly, 
that material prosperity is increasing? Why is it that in all of these 
States under democratic rule order prevails, business is restored, ma- 
terial wealth grows, taxes lessen, interest on State bonds is being 
paid, the credit of the State is being restored? Why is this, I ask, 
while in States that are still under control of others than the demo- 
cratic party in the South the freedman is discontented and riotous, 
outrages, blood, and murder are heard of, the people are discontented 
and unhappy, taxation is redoubled, and the only right that a white 
man has there is the right to be taxed? Why is it that in all these 
States material prosperity is lessening, prosperity decreasing? Why 
is this? Can there be any other answer than that in the latter the 
power, the control, the interference of the Federal Government ex- 
ists, and men are not permitted to govern themselves as we do in the 
North, regulating and controlling our domestic affairs in our own 
way; our township affairs, our roads, our schools, everything that 
concerns us as a people from the bottom upward through the town- 
ship, the county, the State, to the Federal Government; while in 
these States you undertake to rule them from the top through the 
power of the Federal Government with the bayonet, through the 
State, through the governor, through the power that the Federal 
Government only controls and directs. This is the true answer to 
it, and it is an answer that goes to the very essence of Saxon liberty. 
It is an answer that will come to you wherever and whenever you un- 
dertake to reverse the traditions of the governments and people from 
whom you get your liberty and your laws. 

The old Saxon form of government, the government of the people 
themselves in their closest relations to their home life, the home goy- 
ernment, home rule, is the only rule for any free people. When you 
give to these people the entire and absolute control of their institu- 
tions themselves; when you take away the Federal bayonet and 
cease to vex and oppress them by interfering with them, then you 
will have peace and order; taxation will be reduced ; the credit of 
the Commonwealths will be restored, and you will have contentment 
and industry and peace and order and just administration of the 
law. 

But it is charged that the free schools are disturbed ; it is alleged 
that education does not prosper in the States that are reconstructed 
and under democratic control. Such is not the fact. Sir, but yester- 
day, this week certainly, we have the information from the trastees 
of the Peabody educational fund that in all the States south save and 
except alone the States of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Florida, 
their school systems are being properly managed and cared for, while 
in those States the report states that they are not being properly man- 
aged, that they are not being cared for. The report of Mr. Stearns, 
the general agent, is as follows: 

The report shows the general flourishing condition of public schools in the South- 
ern States, except in the three States of Florida, South Carolina, and Louisiana. 
Mr. George Peabody Russell, who has been spending the last winter in the South, 
gave it as his opinion that nothing could be expected from these States in the way 


of advancing their educational interests until there was a change in their State 
governments. 


Here is an answer to the educational argument of Senators, and 
you find this answer everywhere in the democratic South. The 
charge of the Senator who was last upon the floor in this regard may 
be placed side by side with the report of the general agent of a non- 
partisan independent educational fund, and let the people judge be- 
tween them. 

This is a political discussion. It has degenerated into such. We 
recognize it; it is declared to be such by our brethren on the other 
side. We have already had extracts from the letter of acceptance of 
Mr. Tilden; Jet me read another brief extract. 

Speaking of the South and the negroes, he says: 

But, in aid of a result so beneficent, the moral influence of every good citizen, as 
well as every governmental authority, ought to be exerted, not alone to maintain 
their just equality before the law, but likewise to establish a cordial fraternity and 


good-will among citizens, whatever their race or color, who are now united in the 
one destiny of a common self-government. 


Place this declaration side by side with the concluding paragraph 
of the report of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. BOUTWELL] on 
Mississippi, which reads thus: 

3. The constitutional guarantee of a republican form of government to every 
State will require the United States, if these disorders increase or even continue 
and all milder measures shall prove ineffectual, to remand tho State to a territorial 
condition and through a system of — education and kindred means of improve- 
ment change the ideas of the inhabitants and reconstruct the government upon a 
republican basis. 

Follow this with the argument of the cool, clear-headed Senator 
from Vermont made on this question, in which he looks to reconstruct- 
ing reconstruetion, and then I ask Senators on whose side will those 
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who love peace and order, who believe in the stability of government 
and in honest payment of the public debt, be found? Senators who 
oceupy the vantage ground of leadership, as do these Senators, do 
not deliberately conclude their State papers or make their studied 
addresses without a purpose to execute the conclusions at which they 
arrive. Sir, is it to be questioned whether the order and law loving 
people of the North, nay more, sir, the capital of the North, will not 
scan these declarations with the closest scrutiny? I mistake much 
their temper if this programme be not the tocsin of danger, the fire- 
bell in the night, to arouse that capital and those people to the just 
apprehension of what the entertainment is to which they are invited. 

But, sir, this is not all, One of your most pronounced partisan 
papers but yesterday denounced in unmeasured terms this programme 
in emphatic and decided language. The New York Times of yester- 
day, the mouth-piece of the capital of the city of New York on the 
republican side, emphatically denounces it. 

lt says: 

A more outrageous proposition cannot be easily imagined. That in this centen- 
nial year, before the echoes of our national self-gloritication have died away, grave 
Senators should propose to vest somewhere a power which on its face would be 
equivalent to a confession that the tepublic is a failure, is a cireumstanc © that 
would tax the credulity of any dispassionate observer. Here ia the proposition, 


however, and in a form that leaves no room to doubt the earnestness of its | 


awthors. It is a proposition so far in excess of the needs of the occasion, so 


obnoxious to all who would preserve the administration of the Government in the | 


spirit which has imparted all its vitality and earned for it all its glory, so directly 
in conflict with the feeling that dominates among the people and, therefore, in a 
party sense so inexpedient, that we would fain believe its acceptance by the Sen- 
ate impossible. The reconstructed States are parts of the Union jn the same sense 
that applies to New York or Massachuse ts; and it is monstrous to suppose that 
the Government or any department of it may be clothed with an authority whereby 
it may “ remand a State to a territorial condition,” if in the opinion of the partisan 
majority forthe time being the local administration be not * upon a republican 
basis.” 

Now, sir, if it shall be, as I said when I began, that in this matter 
South Carolina shall prove herself able te defend the majesty of the 
law, we shall all rejoice. If in this duty cast upon her, for it is a 
duty if she be a sovereign State, to protect life and property, to pun- 
ish crime, to vindicate the broken law—if in the performance of her 
duty in this she shall be successful, I and all who act with me will 
be proud of its accomplishment. But she is upon trial. She cannot 
as a government controlled by people whom you claim can govern 
themselves, demand of the Federal Government interference and aid. 
These people are upon trial. Can they govern themselves? Can 


they punish crime? If they cannot, let those who can, come to their | 


aid in public affairs through peaceful and home agencies. 

Now, Mr. President, with my hand upon my mouth, and my mouth 
in the dust, with humiliation of face I am compelled to refer to what 
was said upon the floor of the Senate the other day in regard to the 
great State which I in part represent. It was in reply to a declara- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN] that my colleague said 
that all the murders committed in Pennsylvania by the Molly Ma- 
guires were committed by democrats. My colleague is mistaken, Mr. 





President. These men are of both political parties; many of them 
are unnaturalized citizens, desperadoes who come to our Common- 
wealth from other countries, who cousort with the miners, band them 
together, and form organizations which are violent, arbitrary, and a 
terror tothe people. They have honey-combed several of our counties 
with crime, and I am humiliated that I am compelled here on the floor 
of the Senate to admit it as the foulest blot upon the escutcheon of 
that proud old State. Yet the fact is here, and it is my duty as one 
of the representatives of her people to say what is the truth. 

[At this point the honorable Senator yielded that the Senate might 
take a recess till half past seven o’clock p. m.]} 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned I was 
endeavoring to express a sense of the humiliation that as a Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania I felt in being required to express 
here on the floor of the Senate any reason, any cause why she should 
be unable in any portion of her broad domain to vindicate law and 
penish crime. But it is here; the question is in the Senate. It has 
been brought here by the Senator from Ohio and my colleague; and 
it is my duty to say that however much there may have been of 
breaches of law and of order, of violence, crime, and bloodshed in 
that Commonwealth, it is not all attributable to one political party, 
that both political parties have members among the organization 
that has committed these violations of law, and that many of its 
members are unnaturalized desperadoes froin other lands. But the 
communities in which they exist have become, through a species of 
terrorism they have exercised there, to a large extent demoralized ; 
crime has honey-combed two or three counties, and officials, whether 
republican or democratic, have become in a manner under the con- 
trol of this organization. That violence occurs, that murder has oc- 
curred, cannot be denied. That the power of the counties has been 
attempted to be exercised in vain also cannot be denied. I have no 
recollection that executive power has ever been called there ; but, if 
80, it too has been powerless or weak to stem the tide of lawlessness. | 
But, sir, recently an attempt has been made through the efforts, not, 
I am sorry to say, of executive power or the power that ought to con- 
trol it—the police, the grand juries, the sheritls of the counties—but 
through a great railroad organization, headed by a democratic presi- 
dent, which placed its police and its power among these desperate men, | 
traced them to their lairs, and is now dragging them to the light and to | 
justice. The courts before which they are being tried are presided 
over by democrats; the juries before whom they are being tried are | 
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selected under a non-partisan jury law; and I believe that six men 
have been convicted of murder in the first degree. These crimes are 
now being drawn to the light; the prosecutions are being pressed ; 
these men are being driven to the wall; terrorism is ceasing and law 
and order is about to prevail in that State in which law and order 
originated, for from Penn and his followers and their theories came 
the system of law and obedience to constituted authority that now 
governs this country. From that Commonwealth more than from 
any other in the country proceeded recognition of law, of orderly 
methods, and of peace; and it is my pride to say that the people of 
that great Commonwealth will immediately, if not through regular 
channels at least by some power, coerce order, vindicate law, punish 
crime, and permit no further outrages upon its peace. 

I also read in reply to what has been said on this subject what was 
said to the jury in the trial of one of these men in the county of 
Schuylkill by the gentleman to whom I have alluded, the counsel for 
the Commonwealth. I read from the argument of Hon. F. B. Gowen 
in the court of oyer and terminer of Schuylkill County in the trial 
of Thomas Munley for the murder of Thomas Sanger, a mining boss: 

Then we knew we were freemen. Then we cared no longer for the Molly Ma- 
guires. Then we could go to Patsy Collins, the commissioner of this county, and 
say to him, “ Build well the walls of the new addition of the prison; dig the 
foundations deep and make them strong ; put in good masonry and iron bars, for, 
as the Lord liveth, the time will come when side by side with William Love, the 
murderer of Squire Gwither, you will enter the walls that you are now building 
for others." Then we could say to Jack Kehoe, the high constable of a great 
borough in this county, ** We have no fear of you.” Then we could say to Ned 
Monaghan, chief of police, and murderer and assassin, *‘ Behind you the scaffold 
is prepared for your reception.” Then we could sayto Pat Conry, commissioner of 
this county, “ The time has ceased when a governor of this State dare to pardon a 
Molly Maguire; you have had your last pardon."" ‘Then we could say to John Slat- 
tery, who was almost elected judge of this court We know that of you, that it 
were better you had not been born than that it should be known.” Then all of us 
looked up. Then, at last, we were free, and I came to this county and walked 
through it as safely as iu the most crowded thoroughfares of Philadelphia. 

* # * * * * * 

Can you imagine the condition of the people of this country with murderers upon 
the bench and in the jury-box and in control of all the principal ottices of the coun- 
ty? L lived in the apprehension of all this for two years and a half alone, and God 
knows that when the time comes that all I know may be told to the world it will 
reveal a history such as will make every American citizen hang his head with 
shame. I have seen a socicty of murderers and assassins having ita members in 
the highest places of this county I have seen them elected to fill the positions of 
constables and police officers. I have seen a trusted member of that band of mur- 
derers a commissioner of the county. JI have seen this organization wield a politi- 
cal power in the State which has controlled the elections of a great Commonwealth. 
I have received the information of meetings between some of the highest officers of 
the State and the chief of the murderers, at which large sums of money were paid 
to secure the votes of this infernal association, to turn the tide of a State election 
God knows if ever in the world there wasa revelation as deep and damning as that 
now laid open to the people of this Commonwealth for the tirst time. 


Now, Mr. President, can it be, is it to be said that the order-loving 
people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, that great German 
population, than whom none respect order and obey law more, that 
all of the people of that great Commonwealth are to be stigmatized 
with the crime of a single locality; yet this isthe argument that 
comes to us in regard to the South. 

Sir, I have done with this humiliating subject in regard to my own 
State. I regret ‘hat it has come here. I could do no less than I 
have done. I have given to the Senate what is the truth, the record. 

Now I take up, and I am sorry that the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
MorTON] is not here, a speech of that Senator delivered in the Senate 
on the Isth of July, in which he produces a statement from the 
Treasury Department, which statement is lengthy and elaborate. 
That Senator said in introducing it: 

I have the statement from the Treasury Department; I am going to read it. 
Some four or five months ago, on the 9th of February, I believe, the Senate passed 
a resolution calling on the Secretary of the Treasury to make a statement from the 
books of the Treasury of all the defalcations and failures to make settlement, from 
whatever cause, that had occurred in our country since the Ist of January, 1834. 
That embraced the last administration of General Jackson. That document was 


sent here and with it an analysis printed officially. It comes over the signature of 
the Secretary of the Treasury ; it is true. 


I propose to examine this valuable document, to test its value by 
recorded facts, and to see whether its statements are true, or, if they 
be taken as true, whether they help the cause. tiiat it was produced 
to serve. It is true that the Secretary of the Treasury on the 19th of 
June sent to the Senate a mass of documents, a mass of names, an im- 
mense, voluminous document at least five inches in thickness and 
eighteen inches square. The columns of that document were not 


added. It appeared upon the face of it that credits were to be en- 
tered ; it appeared that charges were to be made to the men who were 
alleged to be defaulters thereon. It was incomplete and unfinished 
in every particular, and it showed this upon itsface. It lies now in 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate incomplete, unfinished, buried 
in the tomb of the Committee on Printing. It was not honored by 
the poor credit of being printed. This was objected to by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, and it was sent to fhe committee as valueless. That 
document, which was not worthy of being printed, served to produce 


| to the Senate and to the country a mass of figures, a tabular statement 
| and compendium which has been sent to the country and is now be- 


ing circulated broadcast as a veritable document. Sir, that state- 
ment is unreliable and untruthful to show the real defalcations due to 
the Government, and the Senator from Indiana in the concluding part 
of his remarks admits it. He says: 

The statement is not correct in this, Mr. President, that there are defalcations 


put down that do not exist, that were afterward settled ; but so far as the propor- 
ticn is concerned between the different administrations, so far as my purpose is 
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concerned in the comparison I propose to make, it is the same as if every defalca- 
tion here stated took place. The objection is that the statement is not too small, 
but too large. I stated wherein it does not present the facts, that some of these de- 
falcations in all administrations were afterward settled or turned out to be nomi- 
nal; but that pertained just as much to one as to another, and, so far as the object 
I have in view is concerned, it is a fair statement, because it shows the proportion 
in all administrations, and now I propose to give it just as it is furnished from the 
books of the Treasury Department. 


But this is not all. The Senator from Indiana says this statement 
comes here over the signature of the Secretary of the Treasury. This 
is a mistake. A statement somewhat like that published did accom- 
pany it, but it was neither signed nor certified; and the speech of 
the Senator demonstrates that. It was not signed nor certified in the 
paper. If the statement of the Senator from Ohio in reference to 
what was told him by a Treasury official be admitted to be true, if it 
were verity and intended to impart the truth, why is it not certified 
to? If true, it would be honored and not discredited as well by the 
Senator as by the Treasury officials whom he quotes. The published 
table nowhere shows his certificate, but says it was prepared under 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. This statement, so elabo- 
rate and complete, so unfinished and mysterious, s0 untruthful and 
unreliable, is printed as Senate Document No. 118, and has upon its 
face the indorsement that it comes from the Treasury; but it has no 
signature. The documents themselves upon which it is based are not 
printed because they are unreliable, but the statement printed gives 
the figures they contain. Why was it not printed? Why is it not 
certified? Is it authentic? Does it give the truth? The Senator 
from Indiana admits that it does not. Other Senators admit that it 
does not, and they quote the officials of the Treasury as discrediting 
it. When the motion to print was up the Senator from Ohio said of 
this document as follows: 


Mr. Suaxman. In regard to the printing of the document I should like to have 
that question referred to the Committee on Printing. I will say that my attention 
was called to the document itself by an officer of the Government in the Treasury 
Department. It covers several volumes, most of them matters of no possible mo- 
ment, which can be of no interest te any mortal man, woman, or child. I think it 
would do great injustice to thousands of worthy men to print this document. The 
Secretary of the Treasury in the letter read says he has commenced from the time the 
last report was made in 1830. ‘There may have been some general statements made 
in the mean time, but nothing like the detail here. These papers were shown to me. 
As amatter of course, the Secretary of the Treasury felt bound to go back and do 
this work. Here (exhibiting) are some of the tables sent here—great, long tables. 
There are general results from these tables that are shown also in the tabular 
statements that accompany the letter of the Seeretary of the Treasury. I have no 
objection to printing this document except on account of the great cost that will be 
involved snl the unfairness and injustice that will be done to innocent people now 
in their graves. 

Mr. President, these tables show that most of the persons named as defaniting 
oflicers were men in the military, naval, and civil service of the United States, who 
are now dead. The names of their sureties are given here, many of whom are 
dead; the amounts range from #1 up to $100,000. Scandals without number all 
over this broad country of ours will be published to the world without any good 
whatever if we print this document. It gives the accounts of every officer of the 
Government from 1830 to this time. T notice many cases of this class. During the 
Indian wars, and during our recent civil war, a soldier may have been killed in 
battle who was charged with a lot of muskets, and against his account they all 
stand in the balance charged to him, while it was stated that he was killed in bat- 
tle, &c. Consuls have died abroad and it has been impossible to settle their ac- 
counts, and yet balances are charged at the Treasury Department against the 
consul. Honorable men, men of the highest rank in the public service, men of the 
greatest distinction iu this country, have little balances charged against them, and 
they would now be published in the list of defaulters. ‘There may have been noth- 
ing due from them, but if there were some little discrepancy in their accounts they 
are still unbalanced. Such a list would injure greatly the reputation of honorable 
officers in the civil, military, and naval service, if published, although they are 
little matters, sometimes amounting to but a few dollars. 

The officer to whom I have referred called my attention to the fact that while 
the Department was obeying asimple, plain duty, no one pretended that this money 
was due by these people; and yet it ischarged on the books of the Treasury De- 
partment as a claim against them, but it never would be and never could be set- 
ted. 


On the objection of the Senator from Ohio this volaminous, this 
unreliable document was sent to the Committee on Printing. It 
came back to the Senate on the 27th of June with a report against 
printing the document, but for printing the tabular statement that 
contains its results. The aggregate of the document was reported in 
favor of, but the document itself was reported against. On that day 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] said: 


it contains a list of all persons, including those not now in the public service, 
against whom there appears to bea balance on the books of the Treasury. In very 
many instances the balance is nominal, not real, sometimes so designated ; in very 
many cases it arises out of misunderstanding between the disbursing officer and 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, which, when they come to be explained and 
adjusted, may be decided in favor of one party or the other. In very many in- 
stances it arises from balances due from officers of the Navy who have goue down 
with their ships with their papers upon them ; officers of the Army who have fallen 
in battle or dicd in hospital and whose vouchers have been lost; while it is appar- 
ent from the supplies which they had purchased and from the men whom they had 
paid that the money intrusted to them had been expended for the purposes for 
which it was appropriated. According to the law these all appear upon the books 
of the Treasury as indebted for the unsettled balances; for, while the Treasury 
charges an officer with everything paid to him, it does not credit him with what 
he has paid out until it is ascertained and adjusted according to regulations of the 
Department. Many of these are charges for overpayments; that is, where an officer 
has erroneously paid to some creditor of the Government more than he was legally 
authorized to receive; and of course the disbursing officer must suffer the conse- 
quence of his error, That is a blunder, but it is nota crime. LHe has not embez- 
zled the money; he has not defrauded the Government; he has made a mistake 
and paid a man a thousand dollars, for example, when it appears from all the infor- 
mation yet in the possession of the Treasury that he only ought to have paid him 
$990; and therefore he stands as a defaulter for 810 on the books of the Treasury. 
This may in many cases remain yet open for adjustment. Iam sure that nobody 
wants to publish the names of such men, living and dead, as embezzlers and de- 
faulters in any criminal sense, 
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The great defalcations, the criminal defalcations, are all known; they are al] 
made public; they cannot be concealed without criminal complicity of the account. 
ing officers. They are put in suit against the defaulters a against their bonds 
men; and other cases are put in suit, the results of which do not always show that 
the officer is a defaulter. There may be cases of honest differences of opinion Ie. 
tween the officer and the Department as to the law, which are to be settled by the 
courts. A great many cases grew up before the present improved system of ke p 
ing the accounts, when disbursing oflicers who were also receiving oiticers received 
the revenues of the Government, disbursed the expenses of their Departments, and 
turned over the balance to the Treasury. That system prevailed until it was 1 
formed in our day, and under that system the result of every difference of opinion 
between a disbursing officer and the Department would stand as a defal ation 
against him. Someof these cases are so trifling that 1 have collated a few of them 
Although I should not read the name of any person who would suffer by it, I sup 
pose the illustrious name of Washington Irving will not suffer if I say that he 
stands here as a defaulter to the amount of three cents! Here is another oflicer in 
the list whom I was instrumental, among others, in commending to the public 
service, in which he greatly distinguished himself. I shall hold myself responsible 
for his defalcation, principal and interest in gold. It amounts to one cent. I do not 
suppose anybody will think that Robert Walsh was an embezzler or defaulter to 
the Government, and yet he is put down fora small amount. Here I find an old 
colonel whom I knew well, who died in 1854, who is marked as a defaulter for 
$3.60. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to impair the credit of the great banking house of 
this city, but I am bound to say that Corcoran & Riggs stand down here as de. 
fendants under this call. 

Baring Brothers are down, and, worse than that, the English government itself 
is put down as adefaulter. As we have just settled nearly all our old difficulties 
with England and got into a new one, I do not wish to see the credit of that goy- 
ernment a pen and for its relicf I must say that a marginal note reads: “ he 
Secretary of State says he has no doubt this was settled long ago.” It occurred 
in 1813, but it stands on the books as over $1,200 of default by the British govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I might go over a great many illustrations of the same kind, but 
T have made quite sufficient to show that, while there are of course in the great 
operations of the Treasury many defaulters and many embezzlers, nothing could 
be more unjust than to mix them up with these persons who are marked in default 
in the Treasury, but who are not defaulters in any sense whatever, and probably 
do not owe the Government anything. Certainly it is not likely that Corcoran & 
Riggs, Baring Brothers, and the British government owe the Treasury anything. 

That is what Senators said in regard to this document, and yet the 
table is printed. They discredit the source, they deny its truth, they 
repudiate its statements; yet they order its results to be printed and 
preserved, and it is used as a campaign document. They make cam- 
paign speeches upon it. They quote it as true, and they calculate re- 
sults from it. What becomes of political fairness if such proceed- 
ings as these ara to be countenanced by the Senate? What becomes 
of the verity, the truthfulness of the record of the Senate if state- 
ments of this kind are to be printed and filed with our records to re- 
main there as official documents from the Treasury Department? 
The basis of this statement was bad, the structure unsound, and the 
results if produces are utterly and absolutely unreliable. The state- 
ment is incorrect in every particular; the losses are not truthfully 
stated, and necessarily the conclusions are not correct; and yet the 
Senator from Indiana prints the statement and relies upon it. A 
leader of the House—I dare not refer to what is said in the House ; 
but in the Reconrp of Sunday I find a speech that also relies upon 
this and quotes it in ertenso, to a figure, administration by administra- 
tion, the ratio of losses fixed by this most veracious document. It is 
quoted by the republican leader of the House, not by him alone, but 
another prominent republican gentleman of the House in his speech 
also quotes and relies on it. 

Itis for us to test this statement by known facts, ascertain whether 
it is true, discover for ourselves whether it can be relied upon, learn 
whether this isthe kind of budget tobe given to an intelligent people on 
the eve of a great political contest by the Senate of the United States 
from which the people are to make up a verdict which is to control 
their destinies for four years. Let us examine it by the tests of the 
record ; let us examine it by printed documents; let us test its truth 
by that which cannot be gainsaid, and if we find that not only have 
Senators here discredited it, but that on its face it bears falsehood, 
then the cause that it attempts to serve must be baseless and bad in- 
deed. 

At the outset it may be said that it is of course difficult for those 
who are in opposition to obtain the necessary access to records to get 
the data on which to contradict a statement of this character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr. WALLACE. I mean by that that we are compelled to grope 
our way through printed records. We go for data to the Treasury 
Department, and find it occupied with something else ; to other De- 
partments, and printed orders intervene; and when we go to the Treas- 
ury we cannot get a voluminous mass of documents in time to serve 
our purposes, and yet Senators get it. Ido not pretend to say that 
there is any willful disposition to refuse information, yet I say that 
printed orders are in the road, that time cannot be given to the ofli- 
cials to furnish the documents in time for use on such occasions as *his. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. If the Senator will allow me, because that is rather 
a serious implication, I wish to say for one, and I feel pretty sure that 
I am stating the truth, that no discrimination whatever is made in 
the Treasury, or any other Department, between Senators, with re- 
gard to their political faith, or their race, or color, or whatever, and 
the Senator can get all the information from the Treasury that my 
honorable friend from Massachusetts, an Ex-Secretary, can, at any 
time. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have no doubt that I can get it; it wil] not be 
denied, but it will not come in time to serve the purpose. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It wilb come in the same time that it will for 
anybody else. 
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Mr. WALLACE. 
eptitled to mine. We are obliged to grope through printed data; we 
are obliged to meet the accusations that we find on this printed state- 
ment in the best way we can. If we prove its falsehood in vital 









notrue and false in certain vital points, the maxiin fa/sus in uno, fal- 
sus in omnibus applies, and we can rely on the people to fail to be- 
‘jove its reliability as a whole. 

The Senator from Indiana states that during the last term of Presi- 
cent Jackson, from January 1, 1933, to December 31, 1837, or as it 







defalcations was $10.55 per $1,000, and he relies on this statement to 
demonstrate this and the figures given by it he says is the actual 
amount of defalcation. This statement shows, and he relies upon it, 
that there were losses by receiving oflicers of $1,323,525, and there were 







Here is a specific, distinct, and accurate statement apparently. Let 
us see how fallacious it is; how wild a statement these loose data 
furnish. It is fortunate that we have the data for these four years 
or we could not meet these charges; but it happens that on the ree- 
ords is found a report of Hon. Levi Woodbury, Secretary of the 
Treasury, made in 1839, to the House of Representatives, in which 
the real losses by defalcations from 1789 up to that date are stated. 
That report is found in House Document No. 10 of the Twenty-sixth 
Congress, first session. It shows the losses by receiving oflicers to be 
$214,642, not $1,383,000. It shows the losses by disbursing officers to 
be $230,336, not $1,163,000; total losses on both sides $144,954, not 


7,601; thus making the trifling difference of $2,102,000. On the 
















$1.87 per thousand of losses in place of $10.55. Can we rely upon data 
of this character, when we find upon the records of the Government a 
statement over the signature of the Secretary of the Treasury pal- 
pably, plainly, distinctly saying that instead of the losses being 
$2,517,000 for those four years they were $444,924? From one we learn 
all. Ihave extracted these figures, and have a table which I annex: 







































gress December 3, 1#39, discusses this subject so broadly and spe- 
cifically and so thoroughly refutes this naweless statement as to its 
figures, that I quote him: 

The particular losses in eac h presidential term being also desired by the resolu 











of the general causes of those losses, the porieds in which the largest and some of 
the smallest ones happened among each class of public agents might be usefully 
designated here. Among the banks the largest losses were from 1813 to 1817 then 







sisting then chiefly of deposits; while from 1=29 to 1833 and from 1833 to 1837 they 
were smaller than in any period since 1813. 


AP IRE PO mee 








tion to some errors at the Treasury Department. I desire to ask him 
if he has noticed some of the errors in the statements of Mr. Tilden, 
the nominee of the democratic party. 






deduct what has flowed in, making a difference from the true state- 
meut of $200,000,000 ? ; 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator has taken the floor and interjected 
a speech without asking my leave. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asked the Senator from 


Feonnayivenie if he yielded to the Senator from Vermont. Does he 
ylelc 





le ie a 
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The Senator may have that opinion, but I am | 


points we think we shall have disposed of it. If we prove that itis | 


should be, from March 4, 1833, to March 4, 1837, the ratio of loss by | 


losses by disbursing officers of $1,163,000, a total loss of $2,547,000. | 


tion they have been ascertained ; and as they furnish a striking solution of seme 


Among disbursing oflicers, looking to 


k the amount disbursed, the largest losses were from 1821 to 1825, next from 1817 to 
i It, and next from 1809 te 1813; and they were smaller from 1829 to 1853 aad from 
f 1x53 to 1837 than in any other term whatever, except from 1729 to 1793. 

5 Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Pennsylvania is calling atten- 
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tler here than the Senator from Pennsylvania 
as old in this Hall as the Senator from Vermont he will vield as often 
as the Senator. 


were from 1797 


that class in oflice 
to l 
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I do not desire to interrupt the Senator. 
I will only say that, following theexample of the 





Mr. MORRILL, 
Mr. WALLACE. 


other Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMuNDs, } I am making a politi- 
cal speech, and I trust I shall not be again interrupted, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But the other Senator from Vermont yielded to 


interruptions continually. 


Mr. WALLACE. 


rhe Senator from Vermont is a much older set- 


When he gets to be 


Mr. MORRILL. I only desired to call attention to two errors, the 


| one in regard to the outflow of gold and the other in regard to taxes 
amounting to from four hundred to five hundred millions. 


Mr. WALLACE. 


I decline to yield. I continue to read from the 


report of Mr. Secretary Woodbury. 


The loss on each $100 from 1829 to 12833 was only nineteen cents, and from 1833 


to 1737 only twenty-six cents, while in some previous terms it was as high as 8° 16 
In this class the most numet 
to le2l, next from Ls21 to Ie: 
tion in this respect, except daring the first two terms under the Constitution, was 
Jrom 1929 to 1333, and except those and the third term the next smallest was from 


ous losses compared with all in office were from 1517 
and next from 1#13 to 1817. The smallest propor 





183.3 to L837 

Among collecting officers, if looking to the amounts collected, the highest losses 
to 1201, next from L200 to 1813, next from 1817 to 1221, and next from 
The most numerous defaults, compared with the whole number of 
were from 1°09 to 1-13, next from 1805 to 1809, next from il 
15, next from 1#17 to Is21, and next from 1825 to 182s The ratio of them from 
1829 to 1°33 and 1x33 to 1°37 was not one-fourth as large as in some of the periods 
inst enumerated. Indeed it was less than in any previous terms from the founda 
tion of the Government except four, and the number of such defaulters was less 


12-05 to }e00. 


| than in any presidential term since 1504, 


rures of the Senator from Indiana this difference makes the ratio | 


Mr. President, IL might stop here and treat this veracious statement 
from the Treasury Department without signature as a discredited 
witness, but because the printed records give us no specific data with 
which to meet its falsity as to subsequent dates, I take it up as a 
whole and contrast if with such records as I ean tind on the subject 
and ask that reason and sense shall guide us to the truth. 

It seems that the aggregate loss by the statement published be- 
tween 1834 and 1s61 is $15,269,000, Thisis too large ; the Senator ad- 
nits it himself. It contains discrepancies with the figures that [have 
alredy read. If those four years ave a test, it is $7,000,000 too large. 
The whole sum of the losses for forty-eight years is less than $7,000, 
QU, as shown by this statement of Secretary Woodbury. The actual 
losses by death aud hopeless insolvency are shown by Mr. Solicitor 
Streeter on the 25th of Ocgober, 1556, to be $7,822,418. The defalca- 


| tion shown by the books of the Treasury may have been larger, but 


those actually chargeable to profit and loss are stated by Mr. Streeter, 
as Solicitor of the Treasury, up to that date. This included debts in 
judgment for many years. It excluded all of which any hope re- 
mained for collection. This statement plainly contradicts the Treas- 
ury figures. He reports the ascertained insolvents up to October 25, 
1256, and the statement of the Senator brought from the Treasury 
comes up to 1860. 


Report of ascertained insolvents up to October 25, 1856, as per report of F. 
B. Swreeter, Solicitor of the Treasury. 
ay 


bts originating in Navy Department ............. 2.222. eceee eee #1, 405, 631 55 


Debts origina’ing in War Department sera atlas 2, 942,153 71 
Debts originating in customs aad 570, 393 16 
Debts originating in foreign intercourse ............ 24, 360 84 
Debts originating in Indians......................-. 89, 490 40 
En a aus ace ww ane bi pede Sandee 290, 627 13 
Debts originating in miscellaneous accounts 890, 6X8 90 


6, 213, 345 69 


Balances due from banks, unavailable...... ..............-. 1, 609, 072 32 


i NN cio iceee ss hank san eben toads 7, ©22, 418 O1 


Treating these figures as the actual losses down to July, 1856, we 


| will follow the suits of the Government to 1859 through the reports 


; Extracts from statement of aggregate amount of defalcations and ratio of losses from 
3 17#9 to March 4, 1637, furnished December 30, 1839, to Congress and found in House 
4 Document No. 10, first sesxion Twenty-sizth Congress, including public debt. 
4 DISBURSEMENTS. 
: Period, March 4, 1833, to March 4, 1837. Expenses, including public debt: 
i SN. -. eas ar aadie ts Catvneccvenkaacieiegeoets $22, 049, 297 95 
‘ FADE occas dbnweswsededsteccedidscoe cecnee sétctvtosesseaes In, 420, 467 12 
§ OI ca Ri ac Gin cd ha atecde aaa etahad UR goa seks eo 17, 005, 418 55 
ey tcc cin Paar ena nas den nance ten ccdackaenns <sisetsennees 29, 655, 244 46 
; Dobe Ser Bee POMS wisn so cck ce scene sesecwcsiscesccsscsessce 87, 130, 428 OF 
| Total GaGGRIGO. .ccsecccecessccescnewscocees ptimingavbintaeweds 230, 336 32 
} Ratio of loss per $1,900. ...............26 peaesdcetesonses actvdsese 2 69 
Whole number of defaulters See- 6daduer. Reuccedas ee 4 
P ‘Yotal loss by disbursing officers from 1789 to 1837 .................- 4,956, 573 56 
RECEIPTS. 
: Period from Mareh 4, 1233, to March 4, 1873: 
i cok is eaneenew udtekewesie $136, 531, 971 64 
NEN, 0 ors 55 ss pevosesacen< 214, 648 03 
Ratio of loss per $1,000 150} 
: Whole number of deéfaulters....-.. ice birtintne ROMs OWN CN ene es 18 
: Total loss by receiving officers, 1789 to 1834. ...........-.-.--- $2, 038, 549 41 
: Total receipts and disbursements during Jackson's last term .-.... $223, 662, 399 72 
‘Total defalcations during Jackson's last term...................- 444, 984 35 
Ratio of loaa per $3,000. ................... ed ao : ee 1 0 
Katio of loss during same term as stated in Treasurer's report 10 55 
Error as shown by original official report ......--..-..-..--.----++ 8 65 
Whole amount of losses from 1789 to March 4, 1837, (48 years) 6, 995, 123 37 
Annual loss pidbneeanceess nibutnd 6G0 hasteewerepbereee 145, 731 
Whole amount of loss from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875, (14 years) 14, 253, 303 47 
5 MARTIN. 1. Soladspccisxtrss caves CAE SAaeL esate asia, Sasees 1, 018, 093 00 
% Mr. Secretary Woodbury in his report on the finances made to Con- 


consisting entirely of depreciation on notes taken, and next from 1821 to 1824, con- | 1834 to 1259 are not the real sums of the losses 


He states the amount of the | 
out flow of gold from this country for a series of years, but omits to 


of the Treasury iu order to learn the aggregate losses to that date and 
ascertain if we can if the data given us are true. By them we learn 
that suits for $4,100,000 were brought, that $2,030,000 thereof were 
collected, and $2,057,000 uneollected. If we add this latter sum tothe 
lost debts, we tind the whole loss to be $9,880,000 and not $15,260,000. 
These figures expressly contradict this statement, so that there is no 
possible escape. 

This brings us to the conclusion irresistibly that the figures from 
But, for the sake of 
the argument, let us assume that this statement of losses from the 
the Treasury is correct, its figures are true, its conclusions are justly 
drawn. Then let us glance at the results that follow. If this vera- 
cious paper be literally true, we find that the greatest total loss shown 
by the statement through receiving officers from 1861 to 1875 was 
$4,342,000 ; from disbursing officers, $9,905,000. In fourteen years the 
total loss was $14,253,000 ; annual loss,$1,018,000. Loss through receiv- 
ing officers from January, 1234, to June 30, 1861, $2,907,000; through 
disbursing officers from January 1, 1834, to June 30, 1861, $12,361,000. 
Total loss in twenty-seven and a half years, $15,260,000; an annual 


| loss of $555,255. 





Taking the figures of the Treasury statement itself, it shows a loss 
of a million annually, while during the twenty-seven and a half 
years preceding there there was a loss of something over half a mill- 
ion annually. A loss of but a million annually—a trifle, a mere 
bagatel'e; otlicials take but fourteen and a quarter millious in four- 
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teen years, hence our economy is plain. The people are suffering 
and our expenses are increasing, hence our economy is plain. This 
is the logic of the argument and of the document I am commenting 
on. 

Where have the losses occurred that this total gives as the aggre- 
gate thereof from 1561 to 1875? By report made to the House in 1°74 
we find that one hundred and fifty-seven paymasters in the Army are 
in arrears $763,706. From the report of the Naval Committee of the 
House we learn that oue hundred and twelve paymasters in the Navy 
are in arrears $1,154,000. From the unprinted document we find that 
one hundred and forty-eight collectors of internal revenue are in ar- 
rears about $3,600,000; and that out of four hundred and ninety-five 
defaulters in the Indian service these papers show two hundred and 
seventy-seven in the past fifteen years, and but two hundred and eight- 
een in the thirty years preceding. From the letter of Mr. Pratt, Com- 
missioner of the Internal Revenue, we learn that of cash deficiencies 
of collectors of internal revenue between March 1, 1869, and February 
28, 1876, there are $592,751. 

The statement that I have referred to is contradicted by the facts ; 
leading Senators challenge the data and refuse to permit that data 
to be printed. Common sense and the rule of practice in ordinary 
affairs certify it not to be true, and the conclusions are irresistible 
that the figures given as the losses from 1834 to 1559 are not the sum 
of the losses sustained by the Government during those years, but are 
overstated. The unprinted document being untruthful, the data based 
upon it is necessarily false and the results deduced therefrom are with- 
out support in fact; but this table and these figures have gone to 
the country. Three leading members of the republican party have 
accepted and indorsed the statement, and it and their speeches are 
being sent broadcast over the land under the franks of members of 
Congress. How untruthful it is let us see further. 

It states the receipts of the Government, after leaving out the war, 
since July 1, 1865, at $8,039,154,922, and the disbursements at $7,909,- 
434,948; making a total of receipts and disbursements since the Ist of 
July, 1865, of $16,048,520,870. The mind of the ordinary man is not 
more bewildered at the attempt to grasp the magnitude of the pro- 
portions of $16,148,520,870 than it is amazed at the cool andacity 
which will parade these figures as the aggregate receipts and dis- 
bursements of the Government during a period of ten years of peace, 
and attempt to build thereon a superstructure of argument for an in- 
telligent people. Excluding from the calculation everything but the 
actual expenditures of the Government, and ascertaining by the data 
given us by the Senator from Indiana the‘sum-total of the losses for 
ten years, from July 1, 1865, as well on account of receipts as of dis- 
bursements, we find that those actual expenses have been $2,077,- 
573,973; that the aggregate sum of the losses has been $7,145,786; the 
average annual expenditures, $207,757,397 ; the average annual loss, 
$714,578; and the loss per $1,000 of expenditure $3.43 in the ten years. 

I have the figures and the ratio of loss for the ten years ending 
June 30, 1875, tabulated, which I will not detain the Senate to read. 

For these ten years the Senator from Indiana says the ratio was in 
Johnson's administration forty-eight cents ; in Grant’s first adminis- 
tration forty cents, and in the last three years of Grant’s administra- 
tion twenty-six cents on the $1,000; while we find it to bo an aver- 
age of $3.43 on the $1,000. 

Let the people judge between us. 


Losses and ratio of loss per $1,000 for ten years ending June 30, 1875, upon 
the basis of the actual expenditures of the Government, excluding the pub- 
lic debt and interest : 


Period, July 1, 1865 to June 30, 1869: 
6327, 683, 199 
215, 695, 113 
236, 916, 239 
190, 526, 355 
ccercncces cocecsceecccosconecs coescesoeececes escerceesee- 1,030, 820, 906 
July 1, 1869,'to June 30, 1873: 


$180, 418, 062 

166, 600, 623 

153, 201, 856 

180, 488, 638 

OO pcuoeuevsssooesess 680, 709, 179 
July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1875: 


$195, 514, 058 
171, 529, 828 


367, 043, 886 


DARED n. 2.002 cnrsccnccccpece copesoscnececcesscouseetcsseeneocees OU Oe 
Total loss receiving and disbursing 
Loss per $1,000 

Now, Mr. President, Iam done with this statement. Let what I 
have said on the subject and the references that I have given go to 
the country side by side with the statements and the speeches that 
have been made based upon it, and let an intelligent people judge 
between them as to their truth. 

But if it all be true, how does it affect the question that is before 
usnow?f How do these figures help to give relief from business de- 
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pression or in the reduction of taxation? How do they aid to give 
cheap government, honest government? These are the issues of the 
present hour, and no tirades on the past, or its corruption, or its fig- 
ures of expenditures, or on sporadic grievances in isolated localities 
will divert the minds of the people from these, the real, the grave 
the vital issues of the pending campaign. They who administered 
the Government in those days were tried before the great tribunal of 
the people, and in obedience to the law of our being, both natural 
and political, the safety-valve of the Republic, the only protection 
in a government of law when it is maladministered, the remedy of 
change, they were driven from the seats of power. 

The issues of the present and of the recent past as they affect the 
— now and in the future are here. They confront you now and 
1ere. They are the issues that impend before the people and they 
are to be answered. It is not for you to arraign the past, but it is for 
you to answer for the present. Why do the people cry for bread? 
Why do they demand employment? Why are they found in thou- 
sands throughout all this broad land seeking employment, hunting 
bread for their children and their wives? Why are our manufac- 
tures destroyed, our business men bankrupted? Whence comes this 
universal distrust of those who rule? Why is it that the people in 
every part of this broad land distrust those who rule? Is your ad- 
ministration of the Government an honest one, is it a just one, is it a 
cheap one? Is your financial policy awise one? These and kindred 
questions press now upon the people, and the people will have them 
answered. Those who suffer and who see those whom they love suf- 
fer, think deeply, think seriously, think earnestly. The people suffer 
and they think. 

Why have the expenses of the Government increased since 1272? 
I speak now from official figures. The whole sum expended in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, was $270,559,695. The whole sum 
expended for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875, was $274,623,302 
The increase was $4,063,697. The decrease on account of interest on 
the public debt, included in both items, was $14,264,293, and the gross 
increase was $15,327,992. Deduct increase in pension and Indian ap- 
propriations from 1872 to 1875, $3,245,745, making an actual increase 
of expenses from 1872 to 1875, for civil service, War and Navy De- 
partments alone, of $15,082,247. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator allow me to correct him ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsy!- 
yvania decline to yield? 

Mr. WALLACE. I cannot yield. 
cline to be interrupted. 
through. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I have no speech to make, but I should like to 
have the Senator correct. 

Mr. WALLACE. In those years the civil service increased from 
$60,984,757 to $69,100,884, making an increase of the civil service from 
1872 to 1875 of $8,116,127. 

The civil service cost the people in the fiscal year ending June 30— 

$51, 110, 027 
56, 474, 061 
60, 984, 757 
69, 100, #4 

Showing a gradual increase since the war, until by the last report 
it reaches $17,990,859 more than in 1867. 


I have already stated that I de- 
The Senator can make his speech after I get 


Expenditures of the Government for ten years ending June 30, 1865. 


| 
Total ex- | War. | 
} 


pended. 


For interest} Civil serv- 
on debts. ice. 


Pensions 


and Indians. Navy. 


741/41, 056, 961) $18, 852, 416 $284, 449, 701 $43, 324 
O11} 51,110,027) 25, 579, 083 
045| 60, 011, 018 
242) 56, 471, 061 
495) 69, 234, 017) 


$520, 750, 940) 3133, 067, 
346, 729, 124) 131, 034, 
377, 340, 140, 424, 
321, 490, 5 130, 964, 
309, 653, 129, 235, 
292, 177, 125, 576, 565) 69, 498, 710 
270, 559, 695) 117, 357, 839) 6), 984, 757 
290, 345, 245) 100, 856, 607) 73, 323, 109 
302, 633, 873) 107, 119, 815) 69, 641, 593 
274, 623, 392) 103, 093, 544) 69, 100, 884) 

—__ 


lis 
95, 224, 415) 43, TSI, 5! 
27, 883, 069) 123, 246, 648) 25, 775, 50: 
45, 519, 544) 78, 501, 990 

31, 748, 140, 57, 655, 675 

34, 443, 894, 35, 799, 991 

35, 595, 130} 35, 372, 157) 2 

37, 311, 130) 46, 323, 158 

35, 730, 876, 42, 313, 927, 30, 93: 
38, 840, 875, 41, 120, 645) 


Mr. President, here is the plain proof that your expenses are in- 


creasing and your Government becoming more costly. You profess 
your desire to retrench. You cannot retrench if you would. Those 
who create abuses in governmental administration or suffer the 
necessities of their political being to press them forward and thus 
iucrease expenses can never reform them. It is as trne an axiom in 
»olitical theory as anything that exists therein, that those who create 
increased expenses or wrongs in administration can never reform 
them. The momentum of party organization, the hordes of needy 
retainers and the demands of officials who manipulate the primaries 
control and direct official action. You are in the groove of party and 
party necessity and you cannot get out if you would. The onlyrem- 
edy is the lever of change applied by the people. 

s your financial policy a wise one, or is it a fruitful cause of our 
present ills? Cana policy which has created and nourished a sys- 
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tem by which $48,000 in gold in February, 1865, has in eleven years 
produced $112,000 in dividends and now aggregates $108,000 in sur- 
plus and other outstanding profits in addition, and under which the 
owners thereof can now go into the market with their $100,000 of | 
bonds bought for $48,000 in gold in 1865 and sell them for $126,000, be 
anything else but a cause of distress and disaster ? 

Yet this is the record of a part of your system, and it is not an iso- 
lated case. I take eighteen cases of a similar character distributed 
through the State in which I live, not old organizations with their 
accretions, but new organizations dating from June, 1863, to March, 
1865, and here again I speak by official figures. I have the data from 
the Comptroller of the Treasury in regard to what I say under date 
not earlier than the Ist of July. These organizations date from June, 
1863, to March, 1565, when the greenback dollar was ranging from 
forty-two to seventy-six, averaging about sixty-five cents in gold. 
With a capital of $2,800,000 these eighteen institutions have deposited 
bonds to the amount of $2,819,000. Their dividends to July 1, 1576, are 
$3,851,455. Theirsurplus and other profits are $1,866,751, and the total 
dividends and surplus in twelve years on $2,800,000 is $5,718,204. 

If the bonds that they deposited are sixes of 1881, they can go into 
the market to-day with the $2,819,000 of bonds costing in gold in 
1863 and 1864 $1,832,350, and they can sell them for $3,551,940 in legal- 
tenders. Thus the investment of $1,832,350 in gold yields $7,437,794, 
or more than 400 per cent. in twelve years. In these figures are found 
the traces of the ruin of manufactures, of merchants, of business men 
of every class. The system that permits such results is bad and only 
bad continually; the legislation that fosters, that produces, or that 
permits such a condition of things needs correction and amendment. 
That legislation lies at your door; it is not ours. 

This is but one of the evils of this financial policy. It should be 
corrected by recognizing the existence of other powers and other in- 
terests than aggregated wealth. The time has come in this country 
when something else than aggregated wealth is to be recognized as 
the power of the country. There are men of brains and muscle, liv- 
ing, breathing men of this country in other vocations who have rights 
as well as those who represent aggregated wealth. The time has 
come for the pendulum to swing in the other direction, and those in 
power will mark well the query as to whether the hour bas not struck 
how, 

ls the country to tread remorselessly under the lead of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the path to specie payment without 
preparation? Since July 1, 1865, we have expended for administra- 
tion and paid debt amounting to $3,861,502,508. This is equal to the 
debt of Great Britain. No more exhaustive labor was ever imposed 
upon any people. Is it strange that we are distressed, exhausted, 
and poor? Is it the part of wisdom to continue this destructive proc- 
ess or shall we make haste slowly in our march to specie payments? 
Is there to be no time to breathe? Is it strange that the people grow 
restive? Are there to be no moments of rest for those who have 
saved as well the faith as the unity of the Republic? Is this gener- 
ation to be forced into bankruptcy in order that the next may be 
freed from debt? No wise government will do so for such an idea. 
It is the path of prudence to postpone resumption until the people are 
rested from the exhaustive processes of the past ten years, from the 
financial distress of the past three years, and until by natural and steady 
growth of confidence and business resumption will come with ease and 
with safety. This is no question of inflation. It is simply a ques- 
tion of the removal of a standing menace from the business men of 
the country, the removal of an appalling shadow which they believe, 
whether rightly or wrongly, is the cause of their present trouble. 
It isno question of hard money or soft money. The people I repre- 
sent on this floor believe in paying their debts in honest money, in 
coin. And, sir, my vote will never be found here recorded either for 
the inflation of the currency to the extent of one dollar or for any- 
thing else than the honest payment of the public debt in coin. But, 
sir, they ask with the earnestness of an honest people, where are the 
evidences of your ability to pay your notes? Where are the signs of 
preparation for resumption? Is it the news that comes to us from 
the East but recently in which the A. W. Sprague & Co. mills are 
shut down and eight or nine thousand employés turned loose upon 
the world? See the picture in my own State. The thriving me- 
chanie or laborer who but three years since bought his lot and built 
his house, paid upon them the half and gave his mortgage for the 

balance, finds that under this policy his house and his lot both go to 
pay the mortgage ; the hard carnings of all his years are swept away 
to increase the value of the Government’sobligations, which tlows from 
the shrinking of the value of real estate and the swelling of the 
value of those obligations under your system of legislation, aud his 
wife and children are to be turned homeless upon the world. 

The enterprising man of business too, the man who is between capi- 
tal and labor with his hand upon both, the scheming, active, ener- 
getic man, the middle class in this country, upon whom all of its 
future depends, the live, energetic, business man with an intelligent 
brain, a cunning hand, and an industrious body, this man having 
but a smali capital, hires money from the capitalists to conduct his 
business, and he, too, under the operations of this system secs himself 
unable to meet that which he has agreed to pay, and he, too, must go 
to the wall. Property decreases in value on every side. Money and 
moneyed securities appreciate as the threat continues; men grow sus- 
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picious; values are unsettled in every direction; sheriffs’ sales in- 
crease; bankrupt merchants are found in every calling; the shadow 
of self-murder falls upon the path of many. Your legislation in the 
interest of aggregated wealth and against the business man has given 
us this condition of things. Since the nse of a mixed enrrency there 
has never been an hour when all the paper obligations of the country 
could be redeemed in coin. Credit and confidence were as essential 
as the modicum of gold that was at its root. Can eredit and conti- 
dence ever come while values fall and business men quake and eapi- 
talists refuse tolend? To steady values and stay panics we must not 
only provide specie, but we must bring the public mind to the conclu- 
sion that they do not need it. Can such a condition of things ever 
come while the shadow of enforced resumption without preparation 
appalls them with its unknown terrors? Sir, Pennsylvania, pointing 
to her record—and I speak for the vast majority of her people; Iam as 
conscious of it as lam that I am here—Pennsylvania, pointing to her 
past record, her sacrifices, and her suffering, to her prostrated indus- 
tries, to her manufactories closed, to her mines abandoned, to her fact- 
ories untenanted, to her iron unsold, to her coal in heaps, to her lumber 
in piles, to her tens of thousands of unemployed men, artisans, labor- 
ers, and miners scattered all over that broad State; Pennsylvania, 
that great Commonwealth, here and now recognizing her obligation 
to pay her debt to the utmost farthing in coin—Pennsylvania and her 
people ask for time, for preparation, for an easier road to resumption. 
Why do the people distrust those who rule? Is your administra- 
tion of the Government an honest one in their view? It is for you 
to answer? Are the people justified in their belief that we have had 
an administration of the Government that has discarded statesman- 
ship and sought inexperience, that has ignored integrity in official 
trust and patronized the corrupted and the vile, that has permitted 
wealth to be gathered from meager salaries, that has tolerated the 
jobber and the specnlator on the threshold of the White House, that 
has reversed the philosophy of the Trojan who feared the Greeks and 
those bearing gifts, that has held complicity with gold-gambling and 
nurtured and petted a whisky ring, stolidly winked at corrapt prac 
tices in the custom-houses, disgraced the country in the San Domingo 
and the Secor business, lost an Attorney-Gencral who resigned pend 
ing charges of misuse of the public money, a Secretary of the Interior 
by unrefuted charges of corruption in h's Department, a Seeretary 






| of the Treasury forced from his place by public indignatien, a Post- 


master-Geveral whose method and record were unsatisfactory to a dis- 
criminating people, a Secretary of War whose trial for bribery has 
just been concluded, and a minister to Great Britain whose methods 
aunanimous committee declared to be improper and unjustifiable ? 
Are the people justified in this belief? Are they right or are they 
wrong when they ask with impressive earnestness, Has not the rule 
of official accountability been held for naught, and have not positions 
of honor and of trust been made the bauble and the gift of personal 
preference, and capacity and honesty been among the last qualifi 
cations required? Have we not had bribery in the War Office? Are 
there not charges of swindling of pensioners, and of plundering in 
mail-lettings and in surveys of the public lands, of bribery at elections, 
of black-mailing of merchants, of conspiracies to cheat justice and a 
quit burglars, of disgrace in diplomacy and personal misgovernment ? 
Are these charge not true? If the people be deceived in regard to 
these charges, if they be not true, give them the proofs and they will 
acquit you; give them the proofs, and they will not hold you responsi- 
ble; but these issues are those to which the people at the present hour 
seem toapply their attention. They are the vital points, the pith and 
marrow of the struggle. If they are true, have they been indorsed ? 
The seventeenth resolution at Cincinnati reads thus: 

The national administration merits commendation for its honorable work in the 
management of our domestic and foreign affairs, and President Grant deserves the 
continued and hearty gratitude of the American people for his patriotism and his 
immense services in war and peace 

I make no assertion that these charges are proved; I say they are 
in existence. They are for you to answer, and you have indorsed 
the Administration under which the people believe them to have been 
in existence. If these be not true, it is for you to show their un- 
truth. It is very plain that the issues sought to be made to-day in 
this Chamber are not those to which I have endeavored to call atten 
tion. The issue that you seek to manufacture relates to the South. 
Your issue is to be based upon the misdeeds of the southern people, It 
is not the questions of cheap government, of honest government, of a 
sound financial policy; but it is solely on the outrages you claim 
have been perpetrated by the southern people that you seek to have 
the issue fought. We have had this in the speeches of the Senator 
from South Carolina, the Senator from Vermont, and the Senator 
from Indiana. We ask you, is your administration cf the Govern 
ment acheap one? Let the increased expenses found in your an- 
pual Treasury reports answer that question. Is your financial policy 
a sound one? Letthe condition of the business people of the country 
answer that question. Is your administration of the Government an 


honestone? Let the records of the past seven years and the belief in 





the minds of the people themselves answer that question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, before I proceed with what I in- 
tended to say to-night, I wish to refer very brietly to one or two points 
made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE.] I express 
my profound regret that the Senator has deemed it his duty to make 
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the closing paragraphs of his speech. His quiet, kind, and I may say 
gentle way with us led me to form the impression that he would not 
do injustice to any one, and especially would not arraign the President 
of the United States and men high in authority on nameless charges 
and innuendoes. And now he says he makes nocharge. He makes in- 
nuendoes, he repeats the common garbage of the street, the same kind 
of garbage that was published to defame the memory of Washington, 
Jetterson, Madison, and would have driven any man but Jackson to 
his grave, that haunted the life of every man who has had the inis- 
fortune to be President of the United States. He makes no charge. 
He repeats these baseless innuendoes and then says, “come forward 
with your proofs and disprove them.” Is that the way in which a 
man and an administration and a cause are to be tried here? I believe 
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania will regret the closing para- 
a of his speech. The rest of the speech is political. He says so 
1imself, and it was political if to be political.is to be harsh and un- 
just; but he will find that it is not politic, because in politics a man 
must never exaggerate ; he must lay down the line and plummet and 
pursue the mark of unbending truth. 

Now, Mr. President, there were two statements made by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that shocked me at once. He says that the 
republican party and my friend from Indiana, who is not here, put 
upon your record a statement that was not signed, that had no mark 
of official authority, that was published to the world, and is false. 
If I understood him correctly, that was the charge. Now upon the 
files of the Secretary, when he spoke and when the Senator from 
Indiana [ Mr. Morton } offered a printed statement showing the per- 
centage of losses by defalcations during all the Administrations since 
1834, there is and was an official document which accompanied the 
statements called for, and among which was the table read by the 
Senator from Indiana, and this document is signed “ B. H. Bristow, 
Secretary of the Treasury.” I will read the closing paragraph. Af- 
ter calling attention to the long list furnished, he says: 

In reply I have to transmit herewith the statement of balances called for, also a 
recapitulation showing the amount of such losses, also the amount of the receipts 
and disbursements of the Government for the same period and the ratio of losses 

or $1,000 to the aggregate received and disbursed, arranged as nearly as practica- 
tie in periods of four years each ; also @ statement showing, as far as known to 


this Department, the stocks held by the United States in trust or to secure moneys 
paid; as called for by the terms of the resolution. 


There is his sign-manual, known I suppose to every Senator on 
this floor. This paper now belongs to the files of the Senate, and I 
produce it here. That recapitulation, as it is called, is a true state- 
ment taken from the records of the Treasury Department, and it is 
fortified by names to the last cent; and because we did not desire to 
print these names, which no doubt would do injury to many living 


and to the dead, therefore the statement which accompanied that 
list is to be denounced as having no official signature, no official sanc- 
tion, and being false. I show you the official signature of Benjamin 
H. Bristow, a gentleman who at least has never been dishonored by 
falsehood, and this is the official document, the correctness of which 
is disputed in a political speech. 

Then, in order to show that there had been large defalcations in 
the internal-revenue service, the Senator produced the old, stale 
story that I have myself three times during this session met by the 
official denial; and that is that a certain statement often made on the 
stump that official defalcations in the collection of internal revenue 
amounted to over $20,000,000, when the paper itself upon its face 
over the signature of R. W. Tayler, Comptroller, shows that it is not a 
statement of defalcations, but it is astatement of uncollected balances 
due from the people of the United States to collectors of internal reve- 
nue whose accounts are in process of settlement; and here is the doc- 
ument. It has been several times referred to. We also have the 
official statements since that time that the actual loss or defalcation 
on collections by collectors of internal revenue was something less 
than $2,000,000; the precise amount I have not now before me. All 
I can say as to these most striking statements made by the Senator 
is that if the rest of his figures are as wild as these the people of 
Pennsylvania will tind it out before the election, and, instead of its 
being political, it will be a very bad document for my honorable 
friend. Iwill allude after awhile to the statement in which he 
gives us credit for paying $3,891,000,000 interest and principal of the 
public debt. I pass that, however, for the present because that was 
the. wildest statement of all. 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator will observe that I said the pay- 
ments on account of the expenses of the Government and the debt 
since L865. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not so understand the Senator, but I give 
him the benefit of his correction. Before I get through I will give 
the exact amount collected during the time referred to. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator from Ohio refer to the last- 
named document by its number, so that it may go in his speech? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Executive Document No. 140, third session Forty- 
first Congress. It has been referred to before. 

Now, Mr. President, this resolution has given rise to an extensive 
political debate, and in the course of that debate more than one Sen- 
ator has referred to the democratic platform and to the commentary 
upon that platform by Governor Tilden, the candidate for President 
on the democratic ticket. Now, sir, I propose to subject this demo- 
cratic platform and the commentary of Governor Tilden to some crit- 
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icism; and in order that I may not do injustice, in order that I may 
not exaggerate ahd go beyond the bounds of reason, beyond the 
bounds of strict fact, I will have in the course of my remarks every 
paragraph of this platform and all that is material in the letter of 
Governor Tilden which bears on our currency and our public debt 
read to the Senate, and then I will test the promises and pretenses in 
this platform and in this letter by the actual facts and conduct of 
the democratic party. 

Sir, neither an individuai nor a party is to be tested by what it 
promises. The greatest scoundrel that ever lived could outpromise 
the most honest man that ever lived. It is the conduct and acts of 
a party, as well as the conduct and acts of an individual, that give 
it character, and it is the acts and tendencies of the party that will 
lead the people of the United States to decide whether or not this 
party can be restored now safely to power, and not the mere empty 
promises of a platform. My friend from Pennsylvania used one 
phrase that I thought was very well. He said the republican party 
was in the grooves, in the ruts; it was impelled by party necessity, 
I want to show what have been the grooves and the ruts and the 
party necessities of the democratic party by sober facts and figures; 
and, in order that I may not seek to go back and blacken the demo- 
cratic party by what occurred during the war, I intend to contine 
myself mainly to that which relates to our currency and to our debt, 
and to show you here upon the record what has been the course of 
the democratic party upon the very topics embraced in the financial 
promises of this platform. 

Mr. President, what is this platform? The first paragraph which 
relates to the subject now before us is a very brief one. It is in 
pursuance of the purpose which dictated this party platform of sound- 
ing often and long the word “reform.” After acquiescing in all the 
great things we have done in the memorable disputes between the 
republican and democratic parties, they demand reform, and they go 
on to say: 

Reform is necessary to establish a sound currency, restore the public credit, and 
maintain the national honor. 

“ To establish asound currency.” Who established the present cur- 
rency composed of United States notes and national-bank notes? 
The republican party, against the vote of nearly every democrat in 
both Houses of Congress. The United States notes were established 
by the act of February 25, 1862, and but two democratic Senators 
voted for it and they were wreathed with immortal honor from that 
moment. The national-bank act was passed here by a pretty close 
vote, not a single democrat voting for it. All our national-currency 
laws were republican measures, passed against the vote of nearly 
every democrat, and it is conceded now, not only by the people of this 
country of both political parties, but by the people of all nations 
who study the laws of currency, that we have established the best 
paper currency that has ever been devised by mortal man, lacking only 
one quality to make it perfect, and that is the capacity of being con- 
verted on the demand of the holder into gold and silver coin. Our 
national currency, the mode by which it is guarded, printed, sur- 
rounded, its absolute security against loss, all of these have excited 
the admiration of all, and earned the highest compliment from Goy- 
ernor Tilden for its strength and safety. How are you going to re- 
form this system? What measure of reform do you propose about 
our United States notes and national currency? Do you propose in 
the name of reform to restore to the old State banks, with their many 
colored forms and various and changing value? Lay not you hands 
on this system except in the way of advancing the notes to par in 
gold and silver, which I will come to presently. 

But they talk about “restoring the public credit.” Restoring the 
public credit!) When was the publie credit higher than it is this 
day? How was it when the democratic party went out of power, 
when our bonds were sold at 11 per cent. discount 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Fifteen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir, 15 per cent. discount; and they actually 
paid 10 per cent. interest to get money enongh to carry on the or- 
dinary operations of the Government. 

Mr. CONKLING. Twelve per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Twelve per cent. was it? I always want to keep 
within the line, and I will not exaggerate knowingly. But, sir, they 
talk about restoring the public credit. All our bonds to-day are 
worth more than par in gold in the money markets of the world. 
We are now offered money, gold, upon our bonds at 44 per cent.; and 
the House of Representatives refuse to give the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power to sell a 44 percent. bond of a particular descrip- 
tion in order to accomplish the great reduction of 14 per cent. inter- 
est on nine hundred and eighty-five millions of bonds now bearing 6 
per cent. interest. We early in this session, without a party division, 
by the unanimous vote of the Senate, my democratic associates join- 
ing with us, passed a bill to make some change in the funding Jaw 
so that we might negotiate 4} per cent. bonds at parin gold. We 
could have done it in April last, but the House refused to do it, or 
have neglected thus far to do it. Restore our credit! Our credit is 
second only to that of Great Britain among aul the nations of the 
world, and Great Britain is a nation of unexampled wealth, drawing 
to her stores and supplies from every country in the world. But, sir, 
to-day the bonds of the United States are worth more than those of 
Germany or France, or any other country only save Great Britain. 
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And now, forsooth, we are to bring the democratic party back to re- | 
store our public credit! 

What is the next thing they are going to do in the way of reform ? 
To maintain the national honor! When before was the national 
honor more highly advanced than it is at this moment? Who has 
upheld the national honor in the field of battle and in foreign courts, 
at home and abroad, in war and in peace? In 1869 when a danger- 
ous controversy as to the construction of our bonds sprang up, who 
was it that upheld the national honor? The republican party against 
the vote of every member of the democratic party in the Senate, as 
I will show you in another connection. We, forsooth, are to restore 
the democratic party in order to preserve the national honor! 

What is the next paragraph in this platform ? 

We denounce the failure for all these eleven years to make good the promise of 
the legal-tender notes, which are a changing standard of value in the bands of the 
people, and the non-payment of which is a disregard of the plighted faith of the 
nation. 

We are charged with the failure of advancing our notes toward | 
par in gold, or advancing them at all. Now let us see what is the 
history of these notes. During the war, when the republican party 
was conducting the administration and was struggling against ad- 
versaries Which almost endangered and overthrew our Government, 
our credit did fall down and our notes fell with it, until it was true 
at one time, in the darkest hours, that $43,000 of gold would, to use 
the case put by my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE, ] have 
bought $110,000 of paper money. Was that our fault? Are we res 
sponsible for that? No, sir; and at the close of the war our note- 
were still so far depreciated that they sold in 1865 for from 48 cents 
to 68 cents in gold. What, then, did the republican party do to ad- 
vance these notes to gold? By an almost unanimous vote of both 
Houses we passed a resolution declaring that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, should proceed to fund the tloating debt 
and contract the greenbacks, and thus march toward specie payments. 
That process was arrested by a strong popular feeling that grew up 
after it had been in operation about eighteen months—so strong that 
in this Senate every democrat voted to stop that contraction. In 
the House I believe every democrat voted for it, and every republi- 
can in the Senate also voted to stop that contraction except four, 
two from New England and two from the State of New York. I was 





one of those who voted to arrest, for the time, the contraction of the | 
currency. If we caused a check of our progress toward specie pay- | 


ments, I share with others and all the democrats in both Houses 
must share in that responsibility. But still we did pursue the steady 


policy of funding all the floating indebtedness and carried it out, so | 


that in 1869 our notes had been advanced to 76 cents in gold. What 


was done then? Then the question came up how to strengthen the | 


public credit, how we should advance our notes still further toward 
the coin standard; and the republican party, after a long debate, 
in March, 1869, introduced pe passed the bill called the “ bill to 
strengthen the public credit.” Who did that? Where were my 
democratic friends then? Where was this party that now denounces 
us with political crime because for eleven years we have not ad- 
vanced to a specie standard? There and then was the opportunity 
which removed the last doubt upon the United States notes and the 
bonds. The questions that then clouded our credit were, first, 
whether or not the bonds might not be paid in greenbacks; and sec- 
ond, whether we intended to pay the greenbacks in coin, or intended 
to let them drift along, supported alone on the uneasy wave of pub- 
lic credit. We settled those questions by the “act to strengthen the 
public credit,” by declaring that both bonds and notes should be pay- 
able in coin. This act plainly tended to advance our public credit 
and the value of the legal-tender notes. Where were our democratic 
friends then? I have here the vote. The vote in the Senate was 42 
in the affirmative and 13 in the negative, as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Abbott, Anthony, Boreman, Brownlow, Cameron, Cattell, 
Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Drake, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry, Fessenden, 
Gilbert, Grimes, ie Howard, Kellogg, McDonald, Morrill, Nye, Patterson- 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Sum. 
ner, Thayer, Tipton, Trumbull, Warner, Willey, Williams, Wilson, and Yates—42, 

Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Davis, Morton, Osborn, Rice, 
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in advancing our notes to the par of gold, | call your attention to the 


vote. Ido not wish to arraign gentlemen by name, but only give 


the vote as it stood. The yeas were 33, and the nays 10: as follows: 
¥.eas—Mesars. Anthony, Chandler, Cole, Conkling. Edmunds 
Fowler, Gilbert, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Howell, Kellogg. Morri! 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, I Revels, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz 
man, Stewart, Sumner, Thayer, Tipton, Warner, Williams. and Wilson—33. 
NaYs—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Buckingham, Casserly, Corbett, MeCreery, 
McDonald, Sprague, Stockton, and Thurman—10 F 





Not a single democrat voted in the affirmative. Thus that bill 
passed this Senate March 11, 1870. It has in it the provisions now 
recommended by Governor Tilden himself; and yet these gentlemen, 
now as then the leaders of the democratic party, voted in 1870 against 
the very proposition that he and they now in their platform denounce 
us for opposing and hindering. While we voted for what he proposes 
now, they voted against it. Here is the bill as it passed the Senate. 
The first two sections were very much like the present refunding act. 
By the third section authority was granted to the Secretary of the 
Treasnry to issue 4 per cent. gold bonds,“ payable in coin at forty 
years from date ;” and it contains this provision: 

And such bonds may be disposed of, either in the United States or elsewhere 
at not less than their par value, for coin, or, at the discretion of the Secretary, for 
United States notes ; or may be exchanged at not less than par for any of the obliga 
tions of the United States outstanding at the date of the issue of such bonds. 


Here is precisely what Governor Tilden himself now recommends, 
and that bill went to the House, and there a united democratic vote, 
with the aid of a portion of the republican vote, who had then al- 
ready caught the idea that more paper money would be a good thing, 
defeated the funding bill of the Senate, and sent us back portions of 
it now the law called the refunding act. And yet we are denounced 


| by the democratic party, sanctioned by Governor Tilden, for prevent- 
| ing the advance of these notes to gold; for not doing what with their 


utmost and united strength and votes they tried to prevent us from 
doing. 

Now let me read from another section of this funding act that was 
stricken out by the House. The eighthsection of the bill provided— 

That the amount of circulating notes which any bank may receive from the 
Comptroller of the Currency under the provisions of section 21 of said act may 
equal, but not exceed, #0 per cent. of the par value of the bonds deposited, but 
shall not exceed in the aggregate the amount to which such bank may be entitled 
under said section. 


That is, in order further to advance the notes to par, we required in- 
stead of 90 per cent. to be issued only 80 per cent., and thus provided 
for a retirement of bank-notes as well. We further provided in the 
last section— 

That as circulating notes are issued under this section an equal amount of United 
States notes shall be canceled and destroyed 

Mr. BOGY. That bill did not pass the House where your party had 
a large majority. The democrats had hardly enough members to call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended to answer that. You say why did it 
not pass the House when the republican party had the majority? I 
answer that the democrats did all they could to defeat it and had 
aid from the republican party; but I ask yon, does it lie in your 
mouths to arraign us because we could not do what we attempted 
and what you helped to prevent us from doing? 

Mr. BOGY. Ata proper time I can explain that the bill was inju- 
dicious, in my estimation; but the democrats had no power to pre- 
vent its passage even if it had been a good bill. Yet that bill itself 
I think can be shown to be injudicious. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Governor Tilden now recommends the very 
things contained in that bill, and, becanse we could not carry both 
Houses in favor of the proposifion and you aided to defeat it, we 
are to be arraigned by you! Well, sir, if that is what you call logic 
in polities, God save me from such logic. I know that the minority 
is not responsible for what is done, but it is responsible for what it 
helps to prevent and what it aids in doing. A minority should not 
| lie back like a stubborn mule in the traces and prevent the wagon 





Ross, Spencer, Stockton, Thurman, and Vickers—13. 


There is not a single democrat among the yeas, and I recognize 
among the nays many of the honored leaders of that party that now 
arraigns us for delaying for eleven long years the march toward 
specie payments. That act which everybody sees now was the crucial 
point which advanced us rapidly toward the specie standard was op- 
posed by the whole mass of the democratic party. By the operation 
of that act in a single year our notes rose from seventy-six cents to 
eighty-eight cents in coin, so that in March, 1870, our United States 
notes were worth eighty-eight cents in coin. There was but one step 
necessary then to be sda in order to bring those notes up to par in 
coin, and that was some suitable measure to gradually redeem a por- 
tion of them and to maintain them at par. 

Now I wish to recall to the mind of Senators what occurred in 1870. 
The Committee on Finance matured a bill which was brought into 
the Senate and debated for many days; it was called the funding bill 
ot 1870. I have here a copy of that bill as it passed the Senate. It 
passed the Senate with every republican in the Senate in favor of it 
and every democrat in the Senate opposed to it. Before I read the 
provisions of that bill and show you what effect it would have had 


from going on. It may not lead the team, but it must do its duty. 
And, sir, I never heard yet in a legislative body or in any community 
or in any party,in a family or in a household, that, because one mem 

ber has not the direction and command and control, he will therefore 
do nothing. A soldier, a captain, a colonel may not give an order; 
the general must command as the majority must in a legislative body; 
but must therefore the soldier and the captain and the colone) lie 
back and donothing? And, worse, shall he oppose and resist and then 
shall he arraign the general becanse he could not do what these sol- 
diers prevented? That is the position of the democratic party. And 
now Governor Tilden and the Saint Louis convention scold at us that 
for eleven years we have not advanced these notes to par in gold 
when they have resisted our efforts and every honest effort made in 
that direction. 

Now I will go alittle further. During all these controverted eleven 
years no democrat, high or low, in either House of Congress ever pro- 
posed a bill or measure that looked to resumption. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not know that the Senator exactly has a right 
to say that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BAYARD. 


Have I not? 
I think not. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Give me a case. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iean. If you will go to your committee-room you 
will find there a measure of the most stringent resumption that you 
ever had in your hands, sir, and have not brought it into this Senate 


for the last three months, and which has the votes of the three demo- 
cratic members of that committee. 


Mr. SHERMAN, What is that bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. It isabout the resumption of specie payments. You 
are aware that since I came into this body and had a seat upon the 
committee of which you are chairman there never has been an act, 
there never has been even a measure that had a face toward speedy 
resumption that I have not stood firmly by from the beginning to the 
end. We had no control to bring measures in the Senate, and the 

Senator ought not to stand here and say that the democratic party 
have not stood, as he knows they have stood in this Senate upon his 
committee, in favor of the sternest measure of specie resumption, 

' Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, 1 do say that the Senator from 

; Delaware has been from the beginning an earnest, able, and consci- 


entious advocate of every measure toward resumption, but his party 
has not heen. 


Mr. BAYARD rose. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my friend will not interpose. 






















































I now say 
) again, and I will allow any gentleman to interrupt me so as to tell 

me the measure, show me a single measure tending to produce re- 
| sumption or in that direction introduced by a democrat or by the 

democratic party and voted for by the democrats during these eleven 
years to promote and provide for specie resumption. Individual 

members have been faithful to their duty. My friend perhaps went 
: a little beyond the rale in referring to what occurred in committee. 
' The bill that he alluded to I suppose is the bill of the Senator from 
' Vermont, (Mr. MorrtiLt,] is it not? 

Mr. BAYARD. I referred toa fact within the Senator’s own know]l- 
edge, as I think. My party was but a mere handful; when I came 
here we had but eight members of this body, and I was the sole dem- 
ocrat upon this Committee on Finance. The Senator knew what my 
action had been ; he knew that I had represented my party ; and yet 
in my presence he arraigns us for the failure to restore specie pay- 

; ments. I theught he had no right to do so, ana I brought the fact 
back to his own knowledge, which justified me in saying what I 
’ did, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot yet exactly understand the fact the Sen- 
ator alludes to, If it is the fact that we have before us a bill that 
tends toward specie payment, introduced by the Senator from Ver- 
: mont, [Mr. Morriiy,] undoubtedly that is true; but what occurred 
upon that bill, [do not think I am at liberty to state or even to refer 
; to. Leave out that fact, and the Senator will find, and I again call 
his attention to the point, that the bills introduced for specie resump- 
tion were by republicans. Whatever might have been his action and 
’ his individual efforts, the party with which he is associated have 
; steadily opposed these measures. I throw out of view as entirely im- 
material all the long debates we had in the session of 1873~74 when 
































' there was a development of a great variety of opinionin both polit- 
' ical parties. I lay that out of view and hold no man responsible for 


t it. But the republican party did at the next session of 1574-75 resolve 
that they would take some distinct and definite step toward specie re- 
sumption, and we introduced a bill for that purpose; and that bill, 
called the resumption bill, was voted against by every democrat in this 
body and in the House also. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is in error if so small a fraction as I 
was in that party may be considered. I did not vote against his bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did you vote for it? 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not, and I gave my reasons to the Senate. I 
thought it was a bill no honest man could vote for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had forgotten that he did not vote. I think 
the Senator will bear me witness that I would not do him injustice 
fora moment. Now since he mentions it I recollectit. But every 
democrat who did vote, voted against it; and, if he chose to withhold 
the power of the State which he represents here so ably from the 
consideration of that question, we must still look to the balance of the 
leaders of the democratic party to see where their flag is. 

Now I want to come to the next proposition. The tifth proposition 
contained in this platform is this : 

We denounce the improvidence which in eleven years of peace has taken from 


the poople in Federal taxes thirteen times the whole amount of the legal-tender 


notes and squandered four times this sum in uscless expense, without accuinulating 
any reserve for their redemption. 













Here we have got the democrats on a fair simple question of arith- 
metic, Now let us test that question. Can I be mistaken that a 
great party now seeking to be restored to power in this country could 
make a statement like this if it is not true? 

I tind by the tables before me that the greenbacks outstanding are 
' $359,619,228, and I find that thirteen times that is $4,705,050,964. I 
have here a statement of the aggregate receipts from all sources— 
not from taxes alone, but from all sources—from customs, from in- 
ternal revenue, from direct taxes, from premium on loans and sales 
; of gold coin and miscellaneous items, from the first of July, 1865, 
| until the first of July, 1876, being a period of eleven years, was 

$4,192,633,801, This sum includes preminm on loans and sales of 
gold, which ought not to be considerered because it is not part of the 
revenue, for it is largely used and balanced by premium on bonds 
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purchased, thus redacing the aggregate revenue to near four thousand 
millions; but I take the entire aggregate of all the receipts of every 
kind that came into the Treasury of the United States. If then we 
take the difference of these two sums we find that these democrat ix 
platform-makers have made a mistake in a simple question of arit})- 
metic of $512,417,163. That is not much. My friend from Pennsy|- 
vania can beat them on figures. But still when a great party under- 
take to state facts and multiply and divide, they ought to give true 
results. 

Now let us goa little further. They say we have squandered four 
times the amount of the greenbacks; four times the amount of the 
greenbacks is $1,478,476,912, or say, in round numbers, $1,500,000,000 
that we have wasted and squandered. If the republican party has 
squandered $1,500,000,000 it deserves impeachment almost as bad as the 
democratic party, but not quite, forditferent reasons that [ will not stop 
now to enumerate. But let ussee what became of this $4,192,000,000 ; 
and here again I turn to the official documents, and these are drawy 
from the same official statements. I find that we have paid on the 
principal of the public debt between the dates named $500,252.02; 
interest on the public debt $1,335,344,545; we have paid on pensions 
$296,239, 865 ; in all $2,131,000,000 for these three items; and that is 
more than one-half of the whole amount I have got to account for. 
And what were these items? Is the republican party responsible for 
these items? Are we responsible for the public debt? Are we re- 
sponsible for the interest paid on that debt? Are we responsible for 
the pensions paid to the poor disabled solders without arms or legs, 
blind and wandering over our country, or their widows and their 
orphans? 

ir. EDMUNDS. If I may interrupt my friend, for one I am obliged 
to say that 1 think we are, for if we had not been they would not 
have got them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not taken that view of it; but I think 
the common public mind of this country holds the rebels of the South 
responsible. Although they suffered like us, yet it was their attempt 
to break up this Government of ours which we were bound in honor 
and manhood to defend to the last gasp at whatever cost of life or 
treasure. I think the commonest sentiment even of our own friends 
at the South, late our enemies, is that they are responsible for this. 
They thought they were fighting in a good cause. We knew we were 
fighting in a good cause; and if at the expense of the loss of hun- 
dreds of thousands of our bravest men, at the Joss according to the 
estimate of Mr. Wells of some $7,000,000,000 of treasure, at a loss of 
all the interest that may accumulate and all the pensions that may 
be paid, yet we consider the result as of priceless value beyond meas- 
ure either of men or money. Thank God that by these sacrifices we 
have a country extending from ocean to ocean, from Maine to Louis- 
iana, with no hostile lines crossing our plains, our rivers, our mount- 
ains—one country, one and indivisible; and I trust so will be until 
time shall end. For this inheritance which we have won for those 
who come after us we count this treasure as not lost but won. 

Now, sir, I have accounted for more than half already of this large 
sum that we are charged with. Whatelse? We have paid in bounty 
and other war claims and other expenditure of the war, which are 
conceded by everybody to be the direct result of the war, the amount 
of $453,424,048.91. 

Mr. DAVIS. Between what dates? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave the dates, July 1, 1865, and June 30, 1876. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is that the same date published here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely the same; and I here call the attention 
of my friend from Connecticut, [ Mr. Eaton, ] who I believe is not pres- 
ent, who complained a little about a statement sent here by Mr. Conant. 
I have no doubt that that statemeut is true upon the logical basis 
upon which it rests; but I prefer not to go so far, and not to charge 
as war losses many of the items mentioned by Mr. Conant; but I take 
as the basis of my statement the statement prepared mainly I think 
by General GARFIELD, at any rate introduced in his speech of Feb- 
ruary 24, 1875, showing the nature and character of the claims paid 
in two years that make up this sum of $453,424,000 paid on war ex- 
penses during the eleven years referred to, and I will read some of 
them. 

The great body of them is the bounty claims; unpaid money due 
soldiers at the close of the war, and paid after June 30, 1865; prize- 
money due captors; collecting and drilling volunteers; pay of two 
and three year volunteers; defending suits for seizures of abandoned 
and captured property; various relief acts; payment to captors of 
rebel ram Albemarle; bounty for destruction of enemy’s vessels ; 
claims of loyal citizens for supplies furnished during the rebellion, 
and s0 on. Here is a formidable list that I will not repeat, because it 
is contained in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which shows you the 
elements upon which this computation is made. 

I have also the statement of Mr. Wells, of the State of Connecticut, 
who became specially expert in examining questions of revenue, and 
he states in one of his official reports—I thiuk it was in 1869~70—the 
cost of the war, and he says that the payments made out of the cur- 
rent Treasury even at that time were more than one-half the expense 
of the National Government. Ihave taken none but what are deemed 
to be proper items to make up this sum of $492,424,048, and I have 
the details here by years, giving the amount each year, which I will 


embody in my remarks, showing the amounts of such undisputed war 
claims as were paid out of the current receipts of the Treasury : 
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War expenditures . : 
Principal of public debt paid during elevex 


2, 585, 251, 562 57 

What is the aggregate of these items ?—$2,585,251,562.57. Besides 
those that I have deducted, I have left as still to be paid out of the 
ordinary run of the Treasury many claims that ought manifestly to 
be charged to war claims. Almost every branch of expenditure was 
largely swollen as the unavoidable result of the war: the vastly in- 
creased expense of collecting this large revenue, the enormous in- 
crease of our judiciary fund growing out of disturbances the direct 
result of the war, and various other items about which there may 
be some dispute. I have only taken those that are undisputed; and 
what is left? When we deduct these $2,585,251,562 from the $4,192,- 
000,000 of gross receipts there is a balance of $1,607,000,000 to pay all 
the expenses of the Government for eleven years, Army and Navy, 
Congress and the civil list, judiciary and foreign intercourse, all the 
multiplied operations of the Government, including the purchase of 
Alaska, including the innumerable items that have tended to swell 
the expenditures since the close of the war; and yet they tell us we 
have squandered $1,478,000,000 out of the $1,607,000,000. That isa 
simple sum inarithmetic. That isthe basis of gross error upon which 
this Saint Louis platform rests; and I say that, while a great deal is 
excused in political warfare, the man who framed that plank in your 
platform ought to be called to an account by you for a vast fabric of 
demonstrated falsehood. 

But, sir, that is the plank that will be rung upon on all the stumps 
of this country. We are charged with squandering nearly all the 
money that is left after paying the undoubted war claims out of 
$1,607,000,000 out of which the expenses of the Government were paid, 
and I have no doubt very large sums, perhaps three hundred millions 
or more of this sum of sixteen hundred and seven millions, were ex- 
penditures directly traceable to the war. But let us pass from that. 

There was one rather strange spectacle presented by that Saint 
Louis convention, considering its composition, considering the men 
who controlled it and ruled its counsels. They arraign the republi- 
can party because we have honestly paid our debt, principal and in- 
terest, and paid enormous claims in the South, amounting to over 
$100,000,000, and several hundred millions in bounties and back-pay 
to our soldiers; and when we have done that, to find the men who 
composed the Saint Louis convention, largely composed of the lead- 
ers of the rebellion, criticising us for squandering the public money 
it seems to me is rather a strange and novel spectacle; but we are ac- 
customed to such novelties now. 

But let us take the next plank in this platform: 

We denounce the financial imbecility and immorality of that party which during 
eleven years of peace has made no advance toward resumption and no preparation 
for resumption, but instead has obstructed resumption by wasting our resources 
and exhausting all our surplus income, and while annually professing to intend a 
speedy return to specie payments has annually enacted fresh hinderances thereto. 


As such a hinderance, we denounce the resumption clause of the act of 1875, and we 
here demand its repeal. 


Mr. President, I think the philosophy of political management in 
making a platform has exhausted itself in that plank. Itis founded 
upon the false pretense that the democratic party ever favored re- 
sumption. I think I havesufficiently shown that. Then it goes onand 
denounces us for hindering resumption, for annually enacting fresh 
hinderances, or as devising such a hinderance as the fixing of a day 
forresumption. This is the logic of this plank: “We, who were always 
in favor of resumption, charge you with always hindering resump- 
tion and passing annual acts to prevent it.” Governor Tilden, in his 
commentary, says we did it repeatedly to hinder resumption, “ and we 
completed the hinderance by passing the resumption act fixing a day 
for resumption.” That resumption act I now say in the face of the 
American people has resulted much more favorably than I had hoped. 
I introduced it with fear and doubt, believing that it was not power- 
ful enough to accomplish the good that it has done. Let us look at 
it. Under the operations of the resumption act we have retired $29,- 
200,000 of bank-notes by the voluntary action of the banks, merely 
in their effort, each for itself, to strengthen itself in view of resump- 
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tion. We have also retired $12,380,772 of United States notes which 
are paid and canceled, not hereafter to be redeemed in coin. We 
have also provided for the actual redemption and cancellation of the 
whole amount of the fractional currency which is now being super- 
ceded by silver coin of the old standard and weight. Thus much has 
already been accomplished. It is only a year and a half since the act 
was passed, and we have already retired over $41,000,000 of currency; 
we have provided for the retirement of $45,000,000 of fractional cur- 
rency; and we are now this moment at resumption in silver coin, the 
ancient coins of the United States. 

I will now read the jeremiad of Governor Tilden over this resump- 
tion act: 

The act of Congress of the 14th of January, 1875, enacted that on and after the 
Ist of January, 1479, the Seeretary of the Treasury shall redeem in coin the legal 
tender notes of the United States on presentation at the office of the Assistant 
Treasurer in the city of New York. It authorizes the Secretary to prepare and 
provide for such resumption of specie payments by the use of any surplus revenue 
not otherwise appropriated, and by issuing, in his discretion, certain classes of 
bonds. More than one and a half of the four years have passed. Congress and the 
President have continued ever since to unite in acts which have legislated out of exist 
ence every possible surplus applicable to this purpose, 


Here is a severe arraignment of somebody for not passing acts in 
aid of resumption since the 14th day of January, 1875. That is the 
complaint made by Governor Tilden against Congress and the Presi- 
dent. The republican party confess that they made the law provid- 
ing for resumption of fractional currency, providing for the gradual 
retirement.of greenbacks and bank-notes, but we have not provided 
the means of resumption! It is sufficient to say that, if Governor 
Tilden had read that resumption act through, he would have found 
there the most ample means furnished by the act itself to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to bring about and maintain resumption at the 
time named. He has the whole power of the Treasury of the United 
States and all the credit of the Government, the power to issue any 
of three classes of bonds. But, waiving that, suppose there were de- 
fects in that resumption act, and its only defect that I know of was 
that it did not contain specific measures and directions to the Secre- 
tary as to the mode and manner of resumption and as to the means 
to resume; that defect I pointed out when the bill was introduced, 
and I also stated that if the resumption act was defective in this re- 
spect Congress would be in session every year and it was to be pre- 
sumed that Congress would provide any additional legislation neces- 
sary to accomplish the endin view. That was known to everybody, 
and now Governor Tilden denounces Congress and the President in 
these unmeasured terns : 

More than one and a half of the four years have passed. Congress and the Pres- 
ident have continued ever since to unite in acts which have legislated out of exist- 
ence every possible surplus applicable to this purpose. 

What has the President done? It is the President that is arraigned. 
That act was passed on the 15th of January, 1875. Congress ad- 
journed on the 4th of March, 1875. On the 4th of March, the repub- 
lican party lost its power over Congress, much to the regret I believe 
of the people of the United States. From that time on there is other 
responsibility than ours for the acts of Congress. If it was necessary 
to pass ancillary legislation in aid of resumption, Congress must pass 
it. What hasthe President done? The President in his annual mes- 
sage to Congress expressly called attention to the fact that the proper 
means were not pointed out by this act and called upon Congress to 
give him the means. Here is the annual message of President Grant 
last December, now nine months ago. The President in his annual 
message recommends— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to redeem, say, not to exceed 
$2,000,000 monthly of legal-tender notes, by issuing in their stead a long bond, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent. per annum, of denominations ranging from 
$50 to $1,000 each. This oueal in time reduce the legal-tender notes to a volume 
that could be kept afloat without demanding redemption in Jarge sums suddenly. 

Third. That additional power be given to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
accumulate gold for final redemption, either by increasing revenue, curtailing ex 
penses, or both—it is preferable to do both; and I recommend that reduction of 


expenditures be made wherever it can be done without impairing Government ob- 
ligations or crippling the due execution thereof, 


General Grant recommended this Congress to do precisely what 
Governor Tilden says they have notdone. They assail General Grant 
every day of their lives with the vilest calumny—a man who carried 
our banner through its danger in battle, whose life is distinguished 
by heroism, and whose name will be remembered with honor and 
veneration long after all of us have disappeared from the memory of 
time. He is arraigned as Washington was arraigned, like a common 
criminal; but this thing that he asked this Congress todo, this House to 
do, is what Governor Tilden says now ought to be done. Governor 
Tilden yet has the heart to arraign General Grant, and General Grant 
recommended as President precisely what Tilden says he would 
recommend. I will show you that Tilden in his letter has only quoted 
the identical recommendations of Grant almost word for word ; that 
is, a funding bill and an accumulation of gold. And yet Governor 
Tilden, governor of New York and President that would be, arraigns 
the President for doing exactly what he advises should be done. The 
Secretary of the Treasury also fortifies the recommendation of the 
President by asking that— 

Authority be given for funding legal-tender notes into bonds bearing a low rate 
of interest. 

There is what the President and his chief executive officer have 
done ; and yet Governor Tilden arraigns them for doing it and saya 
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Congress and the President have continued eversince to unite in acts 
to prevent resumption. If Congress has done it, who is responsible ? 
Is the Senate responsible? We sent to the House a bill that would 
have lowered your rate of interest on the large mass of the public 
debt 1} per cent. per annuum. What attention did they pay to it? 
None whatever. 
recommendation of General Grant or Governor Tilden ? 
act introduced in the House of Representatives to accumulate gold 
or to provide for funding? None; and now I will tell you why it 
was not done in the Senate. It was because we knew it would tend 
to prevent the introduction of such a bill in the House. 
such a bill fanding United States notes into a4 per cent. coin bond was 
not reported, such a one as we reported in the Senate in 1870, becanse 
we believed the passage of it in the Senate might tend to defeat it in 
the House. We could fairly infer this, because our passage of a fund- 
ing bill to redeem 6 per cent. bonds with 44 bonds by a unanimous 
vote was ignored by the House. I can tell my friend from Delaware 
that I could convince him that we were justified in that belief. 

Mr. BAYARD. Every man must act on his own responsibility. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Governor Tilden arraigns Congress for not in- 
troducing a bill to provide for funding. He arraigns his own party. 
One would suppose, in reading this letter of his, that he was arraign- 
ing the republicans. Sir, the power has passed from us to the other 
liouse. We had power in Congress for only six weeks after the 
resumption act passed, and the democratic Honse has had the power 
for nine months to pass such an act, and yet Governor Tilden arraigns 


the President for doing what he advises, and in so doing he arraigns | 


his own party, the democratic House, for not introducing such a 
proposition as he promises, as he favors, or says he favors. Thus we 
have the actual fact of a democratic House, representing the demo- 
cratic masses, showing what they intend to do when they have the 
full power of this Government, and the mere empty, bald, scolding 
words of the presidential candidate, chosen by that party, as to what 
he will try to do if Congress will allow him to do it. Why, Mr. 
President, it does seem to me that it presents the candidate for the 


Presidency on the democratic ticket in a very awkward position, | 


arraigning his own democratic associates. 

L wish now, Mr. President, to call your attention specially to the last 
a of this plank in the democratic platform, which I charge 
rere and which I will now prove was an afterthonght inserted in 
this plank against the wishes of Governor Tilden ; against his desire— 
as # political trick intended to carry an election; that he was op- 
posed to it, and vet he devotes nearly one-half of his written letter 
in trying te convince somebody that fixing a day for resumption was 
a hinderance to resumption. I have read in the Star this evening a 
little paragraph which paraphrases the letter of Governor Tilden 
very well. It is the logic of a bummer applying to his promises the 
logic of Governor Tilden as to the promises of the United States in 
the resumption act: 


“T have it,” remarked an impecunious bummer on the Avenue Saturday, paus- 
ing in his perusal of Tilen's letter. “I know how to make ‘ thoughtfal men * be- 
lieve I'm going to pay my debts. I'll take back my specific promises to pay ‘em. 
That'll fix it. Why the d—1 didn’t I think 0’ that? These promises o’ mine de- 
stroy all confidence among thoughtful men, whose judgment will at last sway pub- 
licopnieon. An attempt to act on such promises would be afresh calamity, prolific 
of confusion, distrust, and distress, Yes, sir; that’s been my great financial fail- 
ure—a makin’ promises.” 


Mr. Tilden believes that the best way to keep a promise is to with- 
draw it. These notes are outstanding now with a law upon our stat- 
ute-book that you will redeem them at a certain time. The best way 
is to withdraw that promise! That is his logic; and this, in order to 
secure confidence, not for the note but for the maker of the note, 
the man who withdraws the promise! 

I proceed to show you, Mr. President, by a reference to the pro- 
ceedings of the convention in Saint Louis, that when the friends of 
Governor Tilden went there they went determined to carry the plank 
that was read to you without the last clause which demands the re- 
peal of the day fixed for resumption ; but in the committee on reso- 
Intions this particular paragraph was added by the vote of those who 
were called inflationists. That clause was added against the remon- 
strance of those who supported and favored the nomination of Gov- 
ernor Tilden. Afterward when this resolution as I have read it to you 
was reported to the convention General Ewing, of Ohio, dissatistied 
with the disingenuousness of this plank in the platform, seeing how 
totally ridiculous it left the Ohio democrats who the year before de- 
manded more paper money and opposed all plans for resumption, 
insisted upon striking out this plank that has been read to you and 
inserting another provision, and 1 will now read from the New York 
Wold what occurred : 

General Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, at the request of several members of the com- 
mittee, preseuted a minority report as to one phrase of the platform, as follows ; 


‘That the following clause in the resolutions be stricken out: ‘As such hin- 
derance re. denounce the resumption clause of the act of 1875, and we here demand 
its repeal.’” 

Mr. Ewrnc. I desire to briefly state the objections to the clause which we pro- 

»se to have stricken ont: It denounces one clause only of the specie-resumption 
aw, the clause fixing the time for the resumption of specie payments, leaving the 
rest of the act to stand unohjected to, and, by implication, approving it. But why 
does it object to the clause! Because it is destroying the business of the country 


in connection with the balance of the law! Not at all; but merely becanse it is a | 


hinderance to specie payments, the fair inference being—at any rate, if not a fairone, 
an inference that will surely be drawna—that the objections of the national demo- 
cratic party to the specie-resumption law are confined only to the date for resump- 


What bill have they introduced to carry out the | 
Where is the | 


I say that | 
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tion, and the objection to that date is a hinderanes to resnmption, and the const: 
tion will be given, and with some degree of plausibility at least, that the demo 
cratic party want resumption earlier than the day fixed. [Applause.] 

Such was the statement made by General Ewing at the time. 
the answer of Mr. Dorsheimer: 

Mr. DorsHRIvEer. 


Hear 


I do not propose to speak upon this matter at length. I , 
« here to m a straight issue between soft and hard money. t 
ring.) By that we stand or fall. [Cheers.] If y 
| your votes to the resolution offered by the most distinguished soft-money adyo 
cate in the United States. [Cheers and hisses.) But if you want to leay 
the hard-money men some chance to carry their State, then stand by the 1» 
ny of the committee, [cheers,] which was a compromise so great that a protest 
1a8 been signed by every one of the eastern democratic States, and to which I} 

- my signature, [Cheers.] Here is a middle ground which does leave som 
ope; but if you declare, in the language of the gentleman from Ohio, [General 
Ewing,) for a repeal forthwith, then abandon all your hopes. (Cheers.)} 

No one can read this debate that occurred in the Saint Louis con- 
vention without perceiving at once that this last clause was a trick, 
a device, with a double meaning, intended to be used in different 
sections with that double meaning. In Ohio and in the Western 
States it would be held that the repeal of the resumption clanse was 
a repeal of the resumption act, and it is already being so done, while 
in New York it would be held that the repeal of the resumption clause 
was simply to wipe ont of the way a hinderance to resumption, so that 
resumption could come sooner; and this double-dealing is plainly 
shown by the phraseology of the plank itself and by the debate that 
occurred there. Mr. Dorsheimer said: “ We have given you all we 
ean or dare do, and we have adopted this phraseology as a compro- 
mise and there we will stand.” General Ewing might put his own 
construction on it and Mr. Dorsheimer might put his, and this is the 
thimble-rigging manipulation in the presence of the people of the 
United States on a question that so deeply affects them; we know 
that will be the result. Governor Tilden’s letter, the whole tenor of 
it, shows a careful balancing of words. He conned and parsed over for 
more than a month words that when you read them one way mean 
so, and when you read them another way mean otherwise. It was 
carefully studied. Trained as he is in the school of Mr. Van Buren, 
or in the school of that greater statesman, Talleyrand, who believed 
that words were invented to conceal thoughts, the language is care- 
fully weighed and framed so that it will read well in Indiana and 
well in New York, bearing a different interpretation wherever it is 
read, according to the humor and whim of the man who reads it. But 
Governor Hendricks states distinetly in a letter which was pub- 
lished why he wants the resumption clause repealed by the House of 
Representatives. He wrote to a Representative in Washington that 
“a repeal of the resumption clause in almost any form will elect the 
State ticket and carry the Indianapolis district.” It was the election in 
Indiana and in the Indianapolis district which carsed the House after 
eight months of weary studying and doubt to finally tremblingly send 
to nus a provision to repeal a single clause of the act, and now when you 
read the act without that clause it is very hard to tell what effect 
that action of the House if adopted would have upon the meaning 
of the act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask a qnestion before we adjourn. 
Did I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that between June 
30, 1865, and Jone 30, 1876, the reduction of the debt was $500,000,000 ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Over$500,000,000. Ihave given the exact figures. 

And then, on motion of Mr. EpMunpDs, (at ten o’clock and tifteen 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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If the Senator will yield I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 9, 1876. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. I ask unanimons consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real 
estate in the District of Columbia, with an amendment by the Sen- 
ate, for the purpose of moving that the House non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment and ask a committee of conference. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I move that the House non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment and ask a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


| Mr. WADDELL. I desire to renew the motion I made yesterday. 
| Task unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table and put on 
| its passage the bill (8S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company to carry the mails in their new iron steamships. I propose 
| to offer an amendment to correet the date by striking out “7th Feb- 


| ruary, 1885,” and inserting “17th February, 1865.” 
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There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s Mr. WADDELL. Ido not 1 


table, and read a first and second time. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will re port the | ill. 

rhe bill was read. It authorizes the Postmaster-General to accept | 
from the Pacitic Mail Steamship Company, for service in transporting | 
the mailsof the United States between San Francisco and China, the 
steamships City of Sidney, City of New York, and City of San Fran- 
cisco, the same being new iron American-built ships of more than 
three thousand tons register; said iron steamships to be substituted 
for any wooden side-wheel steamers now lawfully doing service un- 
der the act of Congress of February 7, 1865; provided that nothing 
contained in the bill shall be construed as creating, reviving, or rec- | 
oguizing any claim now pending, or as a basis of any claim which 
may hereafter be preferred, against the United States by said steam- 
ship company growing out of any existing law or contract whatever, 
except such as may lawfully exist under the law of February 7, 1865. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iaskthe gentleman from North Carolina whether 
this bill in any way extends the subsidy heretofore granted. 

Mr. WADDELL. Not at all. The committees of both Houses were 
partic niarly careful in framing the language of the bill. As the | 
name Pacific Mail Steamship Company was not of a very odorons ove, | 
we were on our guard and tried to protect the Government from any 
responsibility whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. The subsidy, if I understand it rightly, expires 
in two years. 

Mr. WADDELL. The contract expires next January. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Next December. 

Mr. WADDELL. The sum and substance of the matter is this: 
Under the contract of February 17, 1°65, for carrying the mails the 
steamships were described in the contract and were to be of a par- 
ticnlar character. Since that time this company has built new iron 
steamships, and when it went to the Departinent to obtain the priv- 
ilege of carrying the mails in them the Department decided that un- 
der the law the mails could not be carried in any other character of 
steamships than those described in the contract. On behalf of the 
committee, in order to correct au error of date, I move to amend the 
hill by striking out “7” and inserting “ 17,” after the word “ Febru- 
ary,” wherever it occurs in the bill, so that it will read “ February | 
17, 1865.” And in order to obviate an objection which was suggested 
to me yesterday by some gentlemen on this floor [ will move, with 
thecousentof the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, tostrike | 
out the last clause of the proviso, which is as follows: “ Except such 
as may lawfnlly exist under the law of February 7, 1865, above re- 
ferred to.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the Clerk again read the proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as creating, reviving, 
or recogmzing any claim now pending, or as the basis of any claim which may 
hereafter be preferred, against the United States by said steamship company, grow- 
ing oat of any law or contract whatever, 

Mr. RANDALL. That might by inference imply that we recog- 
nized tne fact that there is a claim, which we ought not to do. 

Mr. WADDELL. Those who had charge of the bill thought they 
had excluded any claim. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] can suggest any other language that will better protect 
the Government the committee will agree to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can readily see that, not having 
the contract before me, it is impossible for me to suggest the proper 
language to protect the United States. Iam perfectly willing, so 
far as 1 am concerned, to say that the transportation of these mails 
shall be transferred from the side-wheel steamers to the iron steam- 
ers of this company. 

Mr. WADDELL. That is all this bill is intended to accomplish. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think the Clerk read all of that proviso. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have moved to strike out the last portion of 
the proviso, to obviate an objection which has been suggested. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that portion be read. 

The Cletk read as follows : 

ae such as may lawfully exist under tho law of February 7, [17,] 1865, above 
referred to, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think it would be safer for the Government | 
not to strike out these words. It seems to me they ought to be in 
rather than out. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not the last clause. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Yes; that clause adds nothing, and I think it 
ought to stand. 
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| the subsidy which it has been receiving all the time. 


| ever intended to give them or by implieat 





Mr. RANDALL. That very exception might recognize the exist- 
ence of a claim. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the House will not strike out those words. 
If you strike them out, you will by exception recognize the claim. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am very timid about legislation in reference to | 
these steamship companies, and particularly this one. 

Mr. WADDELL. That is what made us try to guard this bill in | 
the way we have done. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I would suggest that the fol- 
lowing be inserted in place of the part proposed to be stricken out: 


Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be construed to deprive said | 
company of its compensation for ocean-mail service under the contract made by | 
authority of an act of February 17, 1805. 


That will make everything clear. 
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cnow that I have any objection to that. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let it be ad to what is in the bill, without 
striking out that last clause. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, strike that out. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Penns It ouly gives the company the 
amount it gets to-day by the act of 1865. By striking out the last 
clause, withont inserting anything, the company may be deprived of 
Therefore I 


yivania. 


surest this amendment. Is it satisfactory ? 
Mr. LUTTRELL. There seems to be some misunderstanding in 
relation to this. 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it is necessary to put that in. 


| There is no danger that the company will not get all that the law 


| ion can give them. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I want tosay to my colleague 
(Mr. RANDALL] that, if this exception is stricken ont and my amend 
ment not allowed to goin, the steamship company cannot get the 
subsidy it now gets every mouth. Striking out that clause strikes 
out all contracts whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. QO, no. 

Mr. WADDELL. LI thinkthe gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. RANDALL. There has been an appropriation heretofore made, 
if I uncerstand rightly, to comply with all the contracts we are 
bound by. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman is right, striking ont this por 
tion of the proviso will nullify all the appropriations heretofore made, 


Mr. LUTTRELL. If this portion of the proviso is stricken out and 


| the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. TOWNSEND Jis not permitted 
| to offer the amendment he has just read, the Pacilic Mail Steamship 
| Company will not be allowed to receive the compensation now given 


them every month for carrying the mails. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I shall object to any amendment being made, ex- 


| cept such as the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads recom 


mend, unless it can be printed so that we can examiue and fully un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Then I ask that the bill gothrough, as the com- 
mittee of the House and the Senate have passed if without amend- 
ment. We have examined it carefully and guarded it well. We were 
very cautious in this matter. I am willing, however, that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] should place any amend- 
ment on it that he desires; all we ask is that the company shall be 
allowed to substitute iron steamers instead of the old wooden steam- 
ers which are now almost useless. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the committee are right in moving to 
strike out the last clause of the proviso, and I trust that the gentle- 
man will now call the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. WADDELL. I call for the previons question. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I do not wish to imperil the passage of the bill 
by placing any amendment upon it. The iron steamers are now lying 
at San Francisco, and we desire to have them substituted for the 
wooden steamers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to understand the 
situation. Did the gentleman from North Carolina demand the pre- 
vious question to the exclusion of the amendment of the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania, | Mr. TOWNSEND ?]} 


Mr. WADDELL. I demanded the previous qnestion to the exclusion 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Which member from Pennsylvania? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that there is 
an amendment coming from the committee. He desires to know if 
the gentleman from North Carolina admits the amendment of the 
gentleman from Fennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND. } 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the amendments offered by Mr. Wap- 
DELL were agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the third reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask leave to offer a substitute to the proviso. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That cannot be done under the opera- 
tion of the previous question. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Lask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is notin order except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. LAPHAM. If the gentleman from North Carolina will hear it 
I think he will assent to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reading of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
LAPHAM ?} 

Mr. WADDELL. Yes, sir; I object. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LUTTRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I call for the regular order. 


EMPLOYMENT OF INDIAN SCOUTS. 


Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill of the Senate concerning the employment of Indian 
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scouts, which ought to be passed at this time. [Loud cries of “ Regu- 
lar order.” } 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I rise to a privileged question. I desire 
to present to the House the report of the majority of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in relation to their investigation 
of the affairs of that Department. I will state that the committee is 
anthorized, as I understand, to report at any time, and that the mi- 
nority report is ready. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Was the committee authorized to re- 
port at any time? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will receive the re- 
port. 

Mr. CONGER. Is this a matter of higher privilege than the mat- 
ter before the House under the call for the regular order? We are 
acting now on a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that this matter is 
of higher privilege. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will state that this matter will only 
occupy a moment. I move that the report be printed and laid upon 
the table, and yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
to present the views of the minority of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON, of illinois. I present the views of the minority 
with the same request that has been made by the chairman of the 
committee. 

The report of the majority of the committee and the views of the 
minority were ordered to be printed and laid upon the table. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to have it understood that these 
reports are not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No motion to reconsider has been 
entered. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. No, but I ask that the order be made by 
unanimous consent that the matter shall not be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there any matter for the action of the House 
connected with the report? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. There is none at all. 

There was no objection, and the order was made. 


ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 


Mr. BAGBY. I report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was authorized to report upon this subject at any time, the 
bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a pension to Annie Gibson Yates. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

rhat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion-laws, the name of Annie Gibson Yates, widow of George W. Yates, late a cap- 
tain in the United States Army, who was killed at the battle of the Little Big Horn 


on the 25th day of June, 1876, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 


The report was read. Itstates that George W. Yates was a captain 
in the service of the United States in the Seventh Regiment of 
Cavalry and was killed in the battle with the Indians June 25, 1876, 
leaving his widow, Annie Gibson Yates, and three infant children 
surviving him; that he was killed in the service of the United States 
and in the line of duty. The committee therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. My recollection is that this bill was recommitted 
with instructions to the committee to report the names of widows of 
other soldiers who were killed in the same engagement. 

Mr. BAGBY. This bill for the relief of Mrs. Yates has no connec- 
tion with the bill to which the gentleman alludes. 

Mr. CONGER. I am informed that the instructions in regard to 
other persons interested in a measure of this kind related to another 
bill. I therefore make no objection to this. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAGBY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PASSAGE OF PACIFIC MAIL SUBSIDY, 


Mr. LYNDE. I rfse to make a privileged report under the instruc- 
tions of the Committee on the Judiciary, which I ask may be printed 
and recommitted, and also printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MILLS, Let it be understood that the report shall not be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

A Memper. What is the subject of the report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the introductory 
paragraph of the report, whigh will show its subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, te whom were referred the papers and testi- 
mony taken by the Committee of Ways and Means of the Forty-third Congress, 
with instructions to inquire what action should be taken by the House in reference 
to the persons now members of the House charged with complicity in the alleged 
cor 7 use of money to procure the passage of an act providing for an additional 
subsidy in theChina mail service during the Forty-second Congress, and with giving 
false testimony in relation thereto before the Committee of Ways and Mcans of 
tho Porty-ihird Congress, have considered the same and repoft — 
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Mr. LORD. I am instructed by certain members of the Judiciary 
Committee to presenta minority report upon the same matter, which 
I desire to have printed and recommitted, and also printed in the 
RecorD along with the majority report. 

Mr. HALE. Not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. What is the object of having these re- 
vorts printed in the Recorp? If printed as a document we shall get 
it from the document room. 
Mr. LORD. We ask to have the reports printed in the Recorp 
because the Judiciary Committee think it ought to be done for the 
purpose of getting the matter before Congress. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa ob- 
ject to the printing of the reports in the Recorp? 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand that under the order of the 
House they will be printed in document form and can be obtained 
by us from the document room. 
Mr. HOAR. My friend from Iowa will remember that any member 
by calling for the reading of these reports can have them printed in 
the Recorp; and the making of this order without the reading 
saves time. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My object was to ascertain the reason for 
asking the printing in the Recorp. 
Mr. BANKS. I will tell the gentleman. If the report be printed 
in the RecorD, it will appear at once and can be read by us to-mor- 
row. If printed merely in document form, it may be two weeks be- 
fore we get it, and pot one man in fifty will see it in that form. 
Mr. FRYE. And it is a subject which when it comes before the 
House will undoubtedly provoke very extensive discussion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no objection be made these reports 
will be ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider, and also to be printed in the Recorp, 
There was no objection. 
The reports are as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, te whom were referred the papers and testi- 
mony taken by the Committee of Waysand Means of the Forty-third Congress, with 
instructions to inquire what action should be taken by the House in reference to 
the persons now members of this House charged with complicity in the alleged cor- 
rupt use of money to procure the passage of an act providing for an additional sub- 
sidy in the China mail-service during the Forty-second Congress and with giving 
false testimony in relation thereto before the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
Forty-third Congress, have considered the same, and report: 

That the Committee of Ways and Means of the Forty-third Congress, after a 
thorough investigation of the charge that a large sum of money was used to secure 
the passage through Congress of an increased annual appropriation to the Pacitic 
Mail Steamship Company, in the nature of a subsidy, report, among other things: 
“ The results of the evidence are that about $900,000 was disbursed upon the alle 
gation that it was used in aid of the passage of the act now under investigation; 
that about $565,000 appears to have been paid to the exclusive use of persons hav 
ing no official connection with such legislation ; and that the disposition of the re- 
maining $335,000 remains in doubt upon the evidence presented, but without any 
testimony showing that it was a reward paid to any person at that time a member 
of either House of Congress; and that the uncertainty atiending the disposition of 
this latter sum is owing to the refusal of WILLIAM S. KING to testify the truth, and 
to the failure or refusal of Joun G. SciiuMAKER to present all the facts which the 
committee believe it was in his power to give.” 


The committee report the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That a copy of the testimony taken before the Committee of Ways and 
Means upon the question of a corrupt use of money to procure the passage of an 
act pares for an additional subsidy for the China mail-service be delivered to 
the Clerk of the Hlouse of Representatives, to be by him laid before the House at 
the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, to the end that they may make 
further inquiry and take duce action upon the questions affecting WILLIAM 8S. Kina 
and Joun G. ScuumMaker, and further proceed therein as they shall deem just. 

Resvlved, That the Clerk of this House transmit to the United States district 
attorney a copy of the evidence taken before the Committee of Ways and Means 
upon the question of a corrupt use of money to procure the passage of an act pro- 
viding for an additions] subsidy for the China mail-service, with direction to lay so 
much of the same as relates to the truth of the testimony given by WILLIAM S. Kina 
and Joun G. ScuuMAKER, before the grand jury of said District, for such action as 
the law seems to require. 

The above resolutions were adopted by the House, and a copy of the evidence 
taken before the Committee of Ways and Means upon the question of a corrupt 
use of money to procure the passage of an act providing for an additional subsidy 
for the China mail-service has been transmitted to the United States district at- 
torney for the District of Columbia by the Clerk of the House in accordance with 
sail resolution. 

The whole subject is properly before the court ; the offenses charged are crimes 
bystatate, and the Constitution provides— 

“No person shall be held to answer for an infamous crime unless on a present 
ment or indictment of a grand jury.” 

Your committee are of opinion that the House of Representatives has no author- 
ity to take jurisdiction of violations of law or offenses committed against a pre- 
vious Congress. ‘This is purely a legislative body, and entirely unsuited for the 
trial of crimes. The fifth section of the first article of the Constitution authorizes 
“each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for dis 
orderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member.” This 
power is evidently given to enable each House to exercise its constitutional func 
tion of legislation unobstructed. 1t cannot vest in Congress a jurisdiction to try a 
member for an offense committed before his election; for such offense a mem 
ber, like any other citizen, is amenable to the courts alone. Within four years 
after the adoption of the first ten amendments to the Constitution, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, a Senater of the United States from Kentueky, was charged by the Legisla- 
ture of his State with the crime of perjury, and the memorial was transinitted by 
the governor to the Senate for its action. The committee to whom it was referred 
reported against the ju:isdiction of the Senate, and say: 

* That in a case of this kind no person can be held to answer for an infamous 
crime rnless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, and that in all such 
prosecutions the accused ought to bo tried by an impartial jury of the State or dis- 
trict wherein the crime shall have been committed. Until he is legally convicted, 
the principles of the Constitation and of the common law concar in presaming that 
he isinnocent. And they are alsoof opinion that as the Constitution does not give 
jurisdiction to the Senate, the consent of the party cannot give it, and that there- 


fore the said memorial ought to be dismi: 
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Phis report was adopted by a vote of 16 to 7. This is the construction given to | 

esi section in the first case presented to either House after its adoption by the | 
s yen who framed the Constitution, and we think itan anthority which should | 
ntrol the case before the committee. We know of no public interest which will | 


1 romoted by further investi: ation. Your coumittee therefore recommend that 
t! - Tlouse leave these charges where they now are, in court, to be finally adjudi- 
cated and disposed of without any interposition or further action of the House. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The undersigned members of the Judiciary Committee, to whom was referred the 
resolution of the 24th of January last, set forth in the report of the majority, re- | 
spectfully report : . . y ~ ee 

Phat the only question now Ss sented to the House is the question of jurisdic. 
tion, which question arises under the last clause of section 5 of article lof the Con 
titution: | 

‘ ae h House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and, with the coneurrence of two-thirds, expel a member 

It will be seen that there are no words of limitation on the power to expel, which 

seems to have been left to the good sense and discretion of each House; in other | 
words, does not the Constitution refer rather to the fitness of the member to hold 
the office, resting on considerations of public justice and policy, than to the time of 
hisclection? Yet the undersigued do not deny but that there are limitationson the 
ower of this House arising from the circumstances of particular cases, and thi 
relations of this House to the constituency of an accused member; therefore, as 
will be seen, the undersigned need not go further in this case than to assert juris 
diction, because the offenses complained of were not known to the constituents of 
the members in question until after their election. 

Without asserting the guilt of the accused it is sufficient to say that the grava- 
men of the charges made against them is that one of them (Mr. SCHUMAKER) re- 
ecived the sum of $275,000 and the other, (Mr. Kinc,) while an oflicer of the House, 
$75,000 for the purpose of purchasing the votes of members of the Congress for a 
subsidy tothe Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and it is conceded that the alleged 
reception of such money by them was not known to their constituents until after 
their clection, 

It is also alleged that one of the members (Mr. Kino) testified falsely concerning 
the moneys received by him before his election to the present House and that the 
other (Mr. SCHUMAKER) so testified after his election to the present House before a 
committee of the Forty-third Congress. 

rhe fact that the questions involved as to the guilt of the accused members have 





read to the minority of the committee, and their explanations accom- 
pany it. 

Mr. HALE. Why, Mr. Speaker, it is not forty-eight hours since the 
resolution to which the gentleman refers was passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is exactly forty-eight hours now. 

Mr. HALE. Why, the resolution was adopted at five o’clock on last 
Monday evening. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest if nomember of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs objects, certainly it must be right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. It does not byany means follow. The resolution agreed 
to the other night was adopted after full deliberation, and 1 do not 
propose it shall be broken here in any case whatever. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the question was 
asked at the time whether reports which were unanimous could not 
come in at any time, and the gentleman from Maine expressly stated 
there would be no objection to them. 

Mr. HALE. I said that in any case where both sides of the com 
mittee wanted to report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that is the case here. 

Mr. HALE. I said in such cases consent would be granted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a unanimous report. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know anything of that kind. There is no 
member of the minority of this committee that comes in and asks to 
have this report considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The minority of the committee can speak for 
itself. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MonrogE] who sits near the 
gentleman is a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman from Ohio, as a member of the mi- 
nority of that committee, states that he wants this matter to come up 
now, I have nothing further to say. Otherwise it is not clearly here 
under that rule we adopted on Monday. The gentleman from New 





been referred to the courts of the District of Columbia does not and cannot affect 
the question of jurisdiction, nor in any manner release the House from its duty in 
the premises, as has been held in the cases of Kilbourn and Belknap. 

The ease of Humphrey Marshall referred to in the report of the majority is not 
a case in point. Ie was accused of the crime of perjury committed before a State 
court in Kentucky; a majority of the Senate concluded that he was entitled to a 
trial before a jury; if the members in the cases before this Congress were accused 
of the crime of perjury committed in a State court,in dealing with the question 
entirely different considerations might be presented. The commitiee of the Senate 
in the case of Marshall say, “ That in a case of this kind no person can be held to 
answer for an infamous crime unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand 
jury. 

This decision, however, only relates to trials in court in the administration of 
criminal justice, and not to protective justice by proceedings on impeachment or 
expulsion from either House of Congress. Without now discussing or deciding 
the question to what depths of infamy a member must have sunk, if condoned by 
his constituents, before the House should exercise the power to expel him, or with- 
out deciding that there is any depth of infamy which if so condoned would au- 
thorize such expulsion, it is suflicient to say that in the cases before the House the 
offenses as alleged related directly to the attempted cor —- of members of the 
Conyress of the United States, which crime or crimes, wherever originated, were 
consummated, as alleged, in the District of Columbia or within the balls of the 
Capitol 

In the State of New York, in the case of George G. Barnard, one of the justices 
of its supreme court, he was held liable to impeachment for offenses committed by 
him before he was elected to the term of oflice which he then held. The senate of 
that State has asserted the same principle. 

rhe Senate of the United States has recently held jurisdiction in a case in which 
the alleged limitation, if any, forbidding it, is found in the words of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Che undersigned therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the House of Representative has jurisdiction in the cases of 
WiruuiaM 5. Kine and Jouwn G. SCHUMAKER, and that it be referred to the Com- 
wittee on Civil Service Reform to ascertain and report the facts. 

SCOTT LORD. 
WM. LAWRENCE, 
GEO. F. HOAR. 
B. G. CAULFIELD. 


Tam of the opinion that the House onght not to assume jurisdiction of a case 
where a member is charged with having sworn falsely at a time prior to his elec- 
tion, especially if such member bas been indicted therefor before the proper judi- 
cial tribunal, and pending his trial. But where the charge is thata member of the 
liouse has received money to be used by him to corrupt legislation in Congress, for 
which offense no indictment has been found, I think the House may properly take 
jurisdiction, though the offenses charged were committed prior to his aes. I 
am desirous that an inquiry be made to ascertain whether this latter offense has 
been committed by either or both of the accused members, and for that purpose, 
and to that extent, I concur in the report of the minority of the committee. 

GEO. W. McCRARY. 
VENEZUELAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was 
referred the message of the President of the United States, with ac- 
companying correspondence relative to the Venezuelan mixed com- 
mission, and also sundry memorials on that subject, have had the 
same under consideration, and have directed me to submit a report. 


Mr. GARFIELD. 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is. 

Mr. HALE. How is this a privileged report? 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


Is this a unanimous report ? 


tions to the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on this subject at any time? 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir, under the resolution of the House. 
Mr. HALE. How has it that right? 


Mr. SPRINGER. More than forty-eight hours ago the report was 


I will state that this is the unanimous report of 
the committee so far as the recommendations are concerned, although 
certain members of the committee have appended their own explana- 


Has the committee the right to report 


York will bear me out in that. 

Mr. BEEBE. I will say this: I did not understand the arrange- 
ment, so far as Iam concerned, as does the gentleman from Maine. 
However, I learn that such was his understanding and so have held 
back my report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection then by any 
member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Chair understands 
the report may be made. If there is objection the Chair must enforce 
the rule. 

Mr. HALE. 
committee. 

Mr. MILLS. It is privileged, as the minority has consented to the 
making of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BANKS. What is this report in reference to? 
ezuelan investigation ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANKS. As a member of that committee I object to its being 
published now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On what ground ? 

Mr. HALE. This shows the wisdom of my calling attention to the 
matter. 

Mr. BANKS. Theresolution accompanying the report is suspensory 
of jadgment on the part of the Government. The report goes over 
the whole matter, and expresses conclusions from which the minority 
of the committee dissent, myself positively, in regard to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman’s dissent is part of the report. 

Mr. BANKS. We have not considered the question, nor is the tes- 
timony in. It does not belong to the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman’s dissent is on record as part of 
the report. 

Mr. BANKS. No, my assent is to the resolution reported ; but my 
dissent is to the conclusion of the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand the gentleman from Massachnu- 
setts to object to the consideration of the report now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must sustain the point of 
order made under the rule adopted on Monday, and the report cannot 
be received at this time, objection being made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, a member of that committee. 


I leave the objection entirely to the minority of the 


Is it the Ven- 


MISSISSIPPI INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I rise to a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. Iam instructed by that committee to report back 
a concurrent resolution from the Senate that four thousand copies of 
the report of the Special Committee to Investigate the Late Election 
in Mississippi, with the views of the minority, be printed for the use 
of the Senate, with the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Senate,” in the last line, add the following: “And House of 
Representatives ; 1,500 « opies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the use 
of the Houseof Representatives ;" so it will read: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 4,000 copies 
of the report of the Special Committee to Investigate the late Election in Miasis 
sippi, with the views of the minority, be printed for the use of the Senate and House 
of Representatives ; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the 
use of the House. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman reporting this what is the 
customary course in such cases? I see here the Senate has passed a 
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resolution, as I understand, providing for the printing of 4,000 copies 
of this valuable report, with the expectation that the House com- 
mittee would report an additional number for the use of the House. 
As I listened to the reading, it seemed to me the committee had taken 


CONGRESSIONAL 


the number the Senate fixed for that body, and distributed it to both | 


the bodies. Is it not customary to give the Senate the number of 
copies of any particular report that its Committee on Printing recom- 
mends and is acceded to by the Senate, and then for the House, in- 
dependent of that, to order an additional number? I do not see why 
we should cut down the number called for by the Senate, which is 
four thousand copies, to fifteen hundred copies. The report is on an 
important subject-matter. It has already given rise to debate in the 
Senate, which will undoubtedly be prolonged; and whenever the 
matter comes up here it will be treated as a matter of very grave and 
almost vital interest. The number of copies called for by the Senate 
does not seem to me to be tco large for that hody; and if we have 


twice as many here, I do not think that would be too large for this | 


Tlouse. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I presume the gentleman from Maine is cor- 
rect in his statement of the course which has been pursued in the past. 
Some of the members of the Senate were anxious that action should 
be taken upon this matter. The resolution was sent here for con- 
currence on the part of the House, because the printing of four thou- 
sand copies would cost a greater sum than $500. And as we had here- 


tofore during this session in other matters made a division of copies, 
we made a division in this case, This is not discriminating against | 


one body or in favor of the other. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he 
allow me to move an amendment. As I have said, this is a very im- 
portant matter. If we make the number for the Senate, say three 
thousand copies, and for the House six thousand copies, that will be 


only nine thousand copies of the report for both bodies. And I am | 


very sure that that number will speedily be exhausted, because the 
public interest—and it is not confined to one party—in the question 
is very great. I would like to move the amendment I have indi- 
cated, 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. As the gentleman from Maine is perhaps 
aware, the reports of the majority and minority of the committee are 
being published broadcast throughout the land; and if it had not 
been the wish of the Senate to have this number of copies printed I 
should not have given my assent. 

Mr. HALE. What does the gentleman mean? Does he mean that 
they are being published in the newspapers? 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. Yes; when published in the prominent news- 
papers they are within reach of and read by the people of the country. 

Mr. HALE, Still I think the publication in the newspapers is not 
sufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a campaign document, I suppose, and the 
Senate desired to have it published. 

Mr. HALE. If it be a campaign document it is a campaign docn- 
ment on both sides. One of the ablest of the democratic Senators has 
made a minority report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let each side print what they think proper. 

Mr. HALE, Ithink that would scarcely be a good rule. We 
publish as congressional documents important reports that have a 
political bearing and publish them generally very freely, although 
the newspapers and party associations publish them aside from that. 
It does not follow because a report from a committee on a grave sub- 
ject-matter which has been discussed as this has been on both sides 
and reported on both sides has political bearings that it should on 
that account be given the go-by here. 

Mr. RANDALL. We do not give it the go-by any more than you 
give the go-by to the reports of other investigations which you print 
only up to the amount fixed by law, $500. We do not desire to incur 
an unlimited expense in printing such documents. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very small saving that can be effected here. 
This is a subject-matter which I do not think the gentleman can afford 
any penny-Wise wisdom upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam also reminded that this investigation of af- 
fairs in the State of Mississippi was conducted just as other investi- 
gations have been conducted in this House, and to which the gentle- 
man from Maine has objected ; that is, in a secret manner. 

Mr. HALE. I fail to see in the discussions in the Senate any com- 
plaint on that score. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then the gentleman from Maine has not examined 
the minority report. The investigation was conducted in secret, 
against the votes of both of the democratic members of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. I was speaking of the discussions in the Senate. I do 
not think that information upon this important matter should be 
suppressed or should be kept from the people. I think both of the 
reports shonld be freely published. : 

Mr. RANDALL. This is but an entering-wedge for the printing by 
Congress of political documents. The investigation was gotten up 
in my judgment for political purposes only. You made the same 
charge against us that we have been conducting these investigations 
for political purposes. And yet, perhaps for that reason, we asked 
for the printing of no additional copies of the reports. 


Mr. HALE. Have we on our side ever objected to the printing of 
additional copies ? 
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Mr. RANDALL. The printing of additional copies involves a large 
expense which I am unwilling to incur. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the gentleman from Ohio to allow me to offer 
the amendment I have indicated, that I may take the sense of the 
House upon it. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the number pro- 
vided for is amply sufficient, with the publication of these documents 
through the newspapers of the country. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman decline to allow me to offer my 
amendment simply to try the sense of the House on increasing the 
number of copies of these reports? The gentleman can shut me out 
if he chooses. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I should not shut the gentleman out if my 
mind were not clear upon the point. I must decline to admit his 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. All I want is a vote upon it. I put it in that way 
simply to aid in the diffusion of intelligence npon this subject-mat- 


ter. Now the gentleman can shut me out if he chooses. All I ask is 


| a vote. 

| Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. If this resolution would shut out a dissemi- 

| nation of these reports from the people of the country I should not 
hesitate a moment to permit the amendment to go in, but the gentle- 
man knows the principal part of both the reports has been or will be 

| published in every prominent paper in the country. 

Mr. HALE. That is just my point; we want an authentic official 

report and not one culled and picked by newspaper editors to go out 

| to the people. We want the official report to be sent to each citizen. 

| Ido not want that the New York newspapers or the Boston newspa- 

| pers shall tell what is in the report. 

| Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. As I understand it, the newspapers do not 

| cull or pick from the reports; they simply publish them in full. One 

of the reports was published in a Washington paper. 

Mr. HALE. Not in full. 
| Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. The principal points were published. 

Mr. HALE. But the report was not published in full. I ask the 
gentlem:.n if he will allow me to submit my amendment to a vote ? 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. For the reasons I have already stated, I must 
decline to allow a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Lhope my colleague [Mr. VANCE] will allow mea 
moment. Iwanttosay that the report involves the integrity of a whole 
State and the validity of its Legislature and its elections under that 
Legislature, and there ean hardly be a graver question than that which 
raises the question whether a State Legislature was legally organized 
or not. This is a complete report of both parties, and they ask that 
it be printed. It seems to me only fair that an official document shall 
not be garbled, but that the full statement of the case shall go to the 
country. Iam sure that gentlemen on the other side will not put 
themselves in the attitude of suppressing the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would suppress any report that proposes to re- 
duce a State of this Union to a territorial condition simply because 
the people of that State happen to vote for a certain political party. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If that were true, and I were in the gentleman's 
place, I would ask that the report be printed and sent into every 
hamlet in the country. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I call the previous question. 

The question was put on seconding the previous question; and on 
a division there were—ayes 81, noes 63. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question recurred upon ordering the main question. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays on ordering the main 
question, so as to give us an opportunity of putting in my amend- 
ment if the main question be voted down. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. The gentleman will understand that the 
Senate asked for only four thousand copies, and the only difference 
between our report is that we ask the distribution of a part of these 
copies to the House. 

Mr. HALE. But my amendment cuts the Senate out of one thou- 
sand copies and gives us six thonsand. ; 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 63, not 
voting 118; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, John H. Bagley, 
jr., Banning, Beebe, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bright, Cabell, William 
p. Caldwell, Cate, Caulfield, John B, Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, fr. of 
Missouri, Clymer, Cox, Cutler, Davis, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, Eden, Faulkner, 
Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, 
Hardenbergh, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hartzell, Haymond. Hereford, Abram 8. 
Hewitt, Hopkins, House, [unton, Hurd, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Knott, Frauklin 
Landers, Levy, Lewis, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, McFarland, McManon, 
Metcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Mutchler, New, Odell, Payne, Piper, Powell, Randall, Rea, 
Reagan, John Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, Wiliam M. Robbins, Roberts, 
Savage, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Slemons, Spencer, Springer, Stenger, Steven- 
son, Stone. Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, Turney, John L. 


Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Erastus Wells, Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Will 
iams, James Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Benjamin Wil- 


son, and Yeates—104. 
A. Bagley, John H. Baker, Ballou, Blair, William R. 





NAYS —Messrs. G 
Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Burleigh, Cannon, Caswell, Conger, Crounse, Dan- 
ford, Davy, Eames, Evans, Fort, Foster, Frye. Garfield, Hale, Benjamin W. Harris, 
Hoar, Hurlbut, Hyman, Joyce, Kimball, Lapham, Lawrence, Lynch, MacDougall, 
McCrary, McDill, Miller, Nash, Norton, O'Neill, Packer, Page, William A. Phillips 
Pierce, Plaisted, Poppleton, Potter, Pratt, Rainey, Rusk, Sampson, Sinnicksen, 
Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Tarbox. Thornburgh, Washington Townsend, 
Tufts, Van Vorhes, Wait, G. Wiley Wells, Whiting, Willard, William B. Will- 
iams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—63. 
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NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, William H. Baker, Banks, Bass, Bell 
Riss. Blount, Bradley, John Young Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Jolin 
Li. Caldwetl, Cample ll, Candler, Cason, Chapin, Chittenden, Cochrane, Collins, | 
Cor Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, Darrall, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, 
Dunnell, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Freeman, Fuller, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin, | 
Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, 
Hendee, Henderson, Henkle, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Holman, Hooker, 
Hloskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, King, Lamar, 
George M. Landers, Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Magoon, Meade, Mil- 
like u. Money, Mouroe, Morrison, Neal, O'Brien, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, 
Platt, Purman, James B. Reilly, Robinson, Miles Ross, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, 
Schleieber, Schumaker, Seelye, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Stowell, 
Swann, Teese, Martin I. Townsend, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C 
Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren 
Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Wigginton, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G 
Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and 
Young—!18. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. HOUSE said: My colleague, Mr. YOUNG, is detained from the 
House on account of sickness. 

Mr. SCALES. I desire to state that my colleague on the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs from Arkansas, Mr. WILSHIRE, is absent from 
the House upon committee work. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Lam paired with Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. MILLIKEN. If he were present I would vote “no.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. LEAVENWORTH. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
WALLING, is absent by leave of the House. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question was upon the amendment reported from the Commit- 
tee on Printing, to add after the word “ Senate,” in the last line of the 


copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The question then was upon concurring in the resolution 
amended. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the House votes on that question, I desire 
to say one word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not now in order. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 75, 
noes 7. 

Mr. POPPLETON. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, the Chair 
under the rule will order tellers; and appoints Mr. VANCE, of Ohio, 
and Mr. PAGE to act as tellers. 

The tellers took their places; but before the House proceeded to 


as 


count? 

There being no cali for a further count, the resolution, as amended, 
was declared to be concurred in. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING THE AGRICULTURAL REPORTS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
No. 1036 be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 1036) to provide for the 
printing and distribution of the reports of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for the years 1874 and 1875 was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CROUNSE. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man to make a privileged report. 

UNITED STATES SURVEYS AND SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITIONS. 

Mr. CROUNSE. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution of the House No. 161, author- 
izing the Secretary of State to publish a history of the several sur- 
veys and scientific expeditions by the United States during the pres- 
ent century, to report the same back, with a recommendation that it 
do pass. This joint resolution was referred to the committee a few 
days since with leave to report it at any time. 

The joint resolution directs the Secretary of State to cause to be 
prepared and published a brief history of the several surveys and 
scientific expeditions ordered and proseented by the United States | 


vote, 

Mr. POPPLETON said: I will withdraw the point of order that no 
quorum voted, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any demand for a further 


during the century just closed, including in said history the various | 
foreign and oceanic expeditions, the surveys of the coast and of the 
lakes, and the several topographical, scientific, and military surveys | 
of the interior, the same to be reported to Congress as soou as practi- 
cable, said history not to exceed eight hundred pages octavo ; and to 
enable the Secretary to carry inte effect the resolution the sum of 
$7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated. 


| a1 7 , 
resolution, the following : plication by him for leave of absence for ten days. I ask unanimous 
: ont ‘ as . F aleer » ha o > for ne f 
And House of Representatives; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,500 | CONSEHI that leave of absence be granted him for that length of 


| and eloquent tribute to the memory of our beloved Senator. 
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I would like a 


Mr. RANDALI ke to ask the gentleman whether, in his 
opinion, that amount of money will complete the work ? 

Mr. CROUNSE. 
authorities. 

Mr. GARFIELD. When I first drew up this joint resolution, I put 
in the sum of $10,000. The Librarian of Congress, who is an expert 
in all such matters, told me that he thought that $7,500 would be 
suflicient, and on that hint and suggestion I cut the amount down to 
$7,500. 


1 am so advised upon consultation with the proper 


I think this will be one of the most interesting centennial 
records of the progress of this country that can be made. 

Mr. CROUNSE. =I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CROUNSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EMPLOYES IN PRINTING BUREAU. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted a concurrent resolution concerning certain employés in the Bureau 
of Engraving and Priuting; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. COX. 


I desire to make a request on behalf of my friend from 
West Virginia, Mr. WILson, who has been ill nearly all the session 


and who desires to go home. There is on the Speaker's table an ap- 


time. 
No objection was made, and leave was granted accordingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAGE. IT now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, 
the House will now resume the consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness at the time of adjournment yesterday, upon which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the floor 

Mr. BLAND. Do I un- 
derstand that the untinished business of yesterday takes precedence 
of the morning hour to-day ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will refer to the rule 
concerning the morning hour, he will tind that the morning hour be- 


I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


gins after the reading of the Journal and the completion of the unfin- 
ished business at the time of the adjournment the day previous. 

Mr. BLAND. May I inquire what is the unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The untinished business is the consid- 
eration of the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] to 
reconsider the vote by which the message of the President in regard 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not the floor for 
that purpose. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] ob- 
tained the floor yesterday and yielded to a motion to adjourn. He is 
now entitled to the floor, and while he holds it the motion to lay on 
the table cannot be made. When the floor is yielded that motion can 
be made by any gentleman. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that will not be done, and that we will have 
something more important to take up our time than to prove that 
the South is against the North or the North against the South. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the floor and wil! proceed. 

POLITICAL CONDITION OF THE SOUTH. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I was desirous the other day, when the 
gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. LaMar | concluded his interesting re- 
marks, to make some observations which were suggested by his speech. 
I have in vain sought an opportunity until the presenttime. I listened 
to the speech of the gentleman with mingled feelings of pleasure and 
regret. I always hear him with gratilication whenever he chooses to 
address the House on important public questions. His speech the 
other day was a masterpiece of intellectual power and skill. I can- 
not conceive that the opinions he advanced could have been defended 
with more power of argument or commended with more adroit and 
persuasive appeal to those of his countrymen who differ from him. I 
certainly am not one of those, if any there are, who would impute to 
the gentleman from Mississippi any want of sincerity in the opinions 
he has advanced in this debate, or in the positions he has heretofore 
taken which have attracted the attention of the country. I shared 
with the people of my own State in the pleasure created by his manly 
Ido not 
arrogate to myself the right to go behind the public utterances of 
gentlemen in debate here and impute to them motives which they 
themselves disclaim. If I did, I freely say that I deem it incredible 
that a man should know how to tonch the noblest chords of manly 
sympathy in the hearts of his countrymen unless such sympathies 
were congenial to his own breast. I was therefore especially sorry 
that in sounding for his party the key-note of the coming presidential 
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campaign the gentleman seems to have wholly abandoned the senti- 
ments toward the majority of his countrymen and the Government 
of his country which actuated him on the occasion to which I have 
referred. 

His last speech, however philosophic its guise or however appar- 
ently calm or impartial, was in full accord with the uniform tone of 
the democratic press, northern and sonthern. It was in full accord 
with the uniform current of speech which has prevailed among his 
associates in this Hall whenever questions relating to the condition 
of the South have arisen, beginning with the suppressed utterances of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. H1Li] in the early part of the ses- 
sion, who threatened us with a new war in which he and his friends 
were to defend the Constitution against republican invasion, contin- 
uing with the speech of the gentleman’s own colleague from Missis- 
sippi, who told us we had broken every oath we ever took, down to 
the time when the gentleman from New York made his grim and 
ghastly jests over the Hamburgh massacre, and when the eloquent 
gentleman from Virginia, “out of theabundauce of the heart the mouth 
speaking?’ denounced “the tyrannical Government” of his country. 
Was it in mockery or in self-delusion that after the arraignment of a 
majority of his countrymen made by the eloquent gentleman from 
Mississippi, he ended by commending to us the sentiment of the poet— 

Thy gentleness hath made thee great. 


The gentleman’s speech was a bitter invective against the Govern- 
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ment, of whose magnanimity in restoring him to his political rights’ 


after an attempt to destroy it he confessed himself the other day 
a conspicuous instance. The murders and outrages committed upon 
weak, unoffending, defenseless American citizens are to him but the 
attempt of a down-trodden people to turn itself in its agony under 
the heel of an oppressor. The attempt of the Government of the 
United States to exercise its constitutional authority to preserve to 
the majority in any southern State the right of free and fair elec- 
tions are to him but the exertion of a hostile and alien power to keep 
down in the dust what he terms “ his people,” by which term I sup- 
pose he means the white democrats of the South. The amendments 
of the Constitution by which four millions of the laboring classes of 
the South, whose fathers had dwelt for generations upon its soil, to 
whose unpaid toil its greatness, its wealth, its prosperity are largely 
owing, to whose Christian forbearance the safety of the homes of the 
wives, of the children, of the South was due while the whites were 
away during four years of war waged for their oppression—a body 
of people speaking the same language, of the same religion, bound 
to them by ties so close that he says “every black man and black 
woman and black child in the South was bound by the most tender 
affection to some white man or white woman or white child”—the 
amendments, I say, by which these persons were enfranchised he 
speaks of as “crushed in” upon the institutions of the South. He 
compares this enfranchisement to the sudden pouring in upon the 
wople of New England and New York of 4,000,000 of Chinese coolies. 
The policy by which 4,000,000 negroes received their place as equals 
among 15,000,000 suggests to him Gibbon’s famous sentence that the 
most hateful despotism in the world is the rule of a people by its 
own slaves. Truly— 
Thy gentleness hath made thee great. 


I trust the people of the North will read the speech of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. They will judge of the expediency of com- 
mitting the destinies of the colored people to a party of whose senti- 
ment those to which I am replying are by the common judgment of 
its members the mildest type. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON. While the gentleman is upon this subject and 
declaiming so eloquently in behalf of the colored people of Missis- 
sippi, depicting their condition—— 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman, I suppose, does not interrupt me for 
an argument, 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope the gentleman will allow me a moment, 
I have always been courteous to my associates on this floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wantto have read a telegram which I received 
this morning from some colored citizens of the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HOAR. Lobject. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that any cour- 
tesy of debate requires a gentleman to yield to another to make an 
argument or to put in what he regards as facts on the other side. If 
I have misrepresented the gentleman personally, or misrepresented 
any fact in regard to his State, lam perfectly willing to yield for a 
correction, 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman allow me to state the pur- 
port of this telegram ? 

Mr. HOAR. If it pertains to what I was stating. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to set the facts in a proper light before 
the country. This telegram I have received this morning. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not have any doubts about the question of 
courtesy ; I yield for the reading of the telegram. 

Several MemMBeERs. Send it up to the desk to be read. 

Mr. HOAR. No; read it yourself. 

Mr. CONGER. They will not extend your time, and why do you 
let it be read ? 

Mr. HOAR. O, they will not refuse that, I am sure. 
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Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to state before the dispatch is read this 
one fact: The parties who have sent that telegram, one of them was 
a republican clerk of the county court of Yazoo County last year, 
but is now acting with the democratic party. The other one was a 
slave belonging to my wife’s father’s estate, to whom, in conjunction 
with five others, I sold a plantation for $13,500, every dollar of which 
has been paid, and he is now living on the place with others. The 
dispatch will explain itself. I want, while you are making such a 
clamor over the troubles of the colored people in Mississippi, that you 
hear what they say for themselves. F 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Yazoo City, Mississipr1, August 8, 1876. 
Hon. O. R. SINGLETON: 


Big barbecue on hand for 15th August. Your presence is indispensable and we 
urge you to come. Answer. 

W. H. FOOTE, 
LEWIS Hoy, 
Committee. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I want to say in addition that these gentlemen 
are both colored and supporters of the democratic party. They were 
once republican. Now you see where they stand. It is an invita- 
tion to a barbecue, gotien up in part or in whole by colored people. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the gentleman would come up sometime in the 
course of the summer to a clam-bake on Cape Cod, and I will extend 
him an invitation now for that purpose. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LYNCH. I wish to state that I know Mr. Foote personally, 
having served in the Legislature with him for several years. I know 
him to be a good republican when he is at liberty to be that. He 
lives in the county of Yazoo, (in Yazoo City,) a county that was car- 
ried last year for my honorable colleague by a system of organized 
terrorism and violence. Otherwise, that gentleman, instead of in- 
viting my colleague to speak, would invite whoever may be nomi- 
nated against him to speak. 

Mr. SINGLETON. One word in response. phamunaee.} 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentlemen on the other side extend my time ? 
[Cries of “Yes.”] 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ido not think there will be any objection to 
the extension of the gentleman’s time. I regret the gentleman from 
Maine was not equally as courteous as the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts when I asked him to yield to me yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. I knew my time was running ont and declined to 
yield to other gentlemen besides the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SINGLETON. But we will not discuss that In the county 
of Yazoo the registered vote was about 3,500, perhaps 3,600, and I 
received of that number about 3,347 votes. You may intimidate men 
and keep them from the polls, but you cannot drive them to the polls 
and foree them to vote the ticket you wish. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know about that. 

Mr. SINGLETON. There was no intimidation at said election on 
election-day. I have in my possession now a circular printed and 
published by Mr. Foote, and a number of others, declining to be can- 
didates at all, because they did not wish or intend to run on the 
republican ticket, having abandoned the party, as they said. I have 
said circular in my possession, and will produce it before the House 
if necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no question of the individual character or 

kindness of heart of the gentleman from Mississippi. On the con- 
trary, Lam happy to state publicly that some soldiers in my district 
heard with pleasure that he had taken a seat in the Congress of the 
United States because of his chivalrous kindness to them when they 
were prisoners and under his charge. But in the State of Mississippi 
at the last election, the democratic chairman of the State committee 
telegraphed to one of his associates to take care that the chairman of 
the republican State committee was not murdered, saying that they 
had nearly got through their election and all was going well and they 
did not want to give any handle to anybody; and his correspondent 
replies by telegraphing—I have forgotten the name of the man now— 
but the democratic correspondent telegraphed back that the republi- 
can was all safe and that he owed the safety of his life to that dis- 
pateh. 
: Mr SINGLETON. That happened in my own county. I chance 
to know the gentleman, General Warner. He came to the county of 
Madison, at one of the little out-of-the-way voting-precincts, on the 
day of election, and I do not suppose there was any man there who 
was not in as much danger of being injured as General Warner. His 
presence was not considered of so much importance as to put his life 
in jeopardy. 

Mr. HOAR. The person to whom the chairman of the democratic 
central committee telegraphed did not so consider it. He said he 
owed the saféty of his life to the safe-conduct sent by telegraph. 
“Your dispatch saved Warter,” was his reply. 

I intended to deal with the subject a little later on. The argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] was in sub- 
stance this: He said there existed throughout the civil service of tle 
country great corruption, and on the part of the majority of the 
American people great dissatisfaction ; that there stood between the 
remedy for that maladministration and the —— an organization 
called party, the republican party. He quoted certain authorities to 
show that such an organézation having in its control some hundred 
thousand of office-holders could permanently deprive forty millions of 
the American people of the right of self-government and prevent thew 
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from executing any reform. He said that the objection to overthrow 
that party and remove them from power consisted in the fear that 
it was not safe to trust the liberties of the newly enfranchised col- 
ored men at the South, and the gains crystallized into the amend- 
ments of the Constitution, to the democratic party of the former 
slave States. He half conceded and half denied that there had been 
any outrages or murders on the — of the democratic party of the 
Southern States. But if there had been, he said, everything that 
had happened was justified by the misgovernment under which those 


States labored and by the unwarrantable Federal interference with | 


their right of local self-government. That is the substance of his 
argument, and it is that argument to which I propose to reply. 

The gentleman, however, not very consistently with his claim that 
this strong, vigorous, wealthy, defiant American people could not de- 
fend itself against a hundred thousand postmasters and custom-house 
officers, went on to scout the idea that the armed democratic organi- 
gations of the Southern States, drilled and compacted, numbering 
millions, wielding the State power of those States, could ever be a 
menace or danger to the liberties of the same American people. On 
the other hand, his argument was that the hundred thousand un- 
armed people, the insignificant postmasters and custom-house officers 
and revenue officers of this country, constituted a danger to our liber- 
ties which, when they reached the number of a hundred thousand, it 
was impossible for the American people to overcome; while at the 
same time the armed, desperate, unscrupulous millions taking posses- 
sion of and wielding laalentte the powers of from eleven to fifteen 
States, and allied with their political associates at the North, consti- 
tute no danger which any wise statesman could for a moment regard. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to address myself to these propositions 
in their order; in the first place, to the claim that there is a preva- 
lent corruption or maladministration of political affairs in this coun- 


try which should alarm or excite the fears of the American people for | 


the purity of their Government or the perpetuation of their liberties. 
I do not think any man will accuse me of refraining anywhere from 
fully asserting, emphasizing, and condemning any act of misgovern- 
ment or corruption because that act proceeded from a republican 
quarter. I agree that the republican party has in some important 
cases misplaced its confidence and that there has been in some high 
quarters error of judgment in selecting and failure of vigor in detect- 
ing and removing unworthy officers; but having investigated this 
question with some care,I declare my belief that the sixteen years in 
which the republican party have held the power in this Government 
have been purer and freer from corruption or maladministration of 
any sort than the sixteen years which followed the inauguration of 
General Washington. I believe that is true not only proportionately, 
but absolutely. We have forty millions of population, and they had 
but five or six. We have nearly a hundred thousand office-holders 
and raise a revenue of three hundred millions a year, and they had 
but a few thousand office-holders and raised a revenue of but a few 
millions. But I believe there is absolutely less of corruption and less 
of maladministration and less of vice and evil in public life than there 
was in the sixteen years which covered the administration of Wash- 
ington, the administration of John Adams, and the first term of Jef- 
ferson. I agree with the gentleman from Mississippi himself when 
he says: 


We must believe that the moral character of our people is sound, that they enter 
upon the second century of their nationality with increased moral earnestness, with 
higher standards of public virtue and official rectitude. 


I believe, with that accomplished orator and scholar Dr. Storrs, 
that— 


There never has been a time, not here alone but in any country, when the fierce 
light of incessant inquiry blazing on men in public life would not have revealed 
forces of evil like those we have seen, or when the condemnation which followed 
the discovery would have been sharper. 

The republican party, as I have said, has controlled the Govern- 
ment for sixteen years, a term equal to that which covers the whole 
administration of Washington, the whole administration of Jobn 
Adams, and the first term of Jefferson. It has been one of those 
periods in which all experience teaches us to expect an unusual mani- 
festation of public corruption, of public disorder, and of evils and 
errors of administration. A great war; the time which follows a great 
war, great public debts, currency and values inflated; the exertion 
of new and extraordinary powers for the safety of the state; the sud- 
den call of millions of slaves to a share in the Government—any one 
of these things would be expected to create great disturbance, and 
give rise to great temptations and great corruptions. Our term of 
oflice has seen them all combined. And yet I do not scruple to affirm 
that not only has there been less dishonesty and less maladministra- 
tion in the sixteen years of republican rule proportionally to the num- 
bers and wealth of the people than in the first sixteen years after 
the inauguration of Washington, but there has been less absolutely 
of those things. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, one of the most famous generals of the revo- 
lutionary war, whose life extended down to the period to which I 
have alluded, while he was Quartermaster-General, was in partner- 
ship with a firm for the purpose of selling quartermaster’s stores to 
the Government and making a profit, corresponding with his partner 
secretly and in cipher. The Attorney-General and Secretary of 
State, Washington’s friend, while he was Secretary of State was de- 
tected in receiving money from France as a bribe to thwart the for- 


! 
formed, of which the Postmaster-General of the United States 
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eign policy of the administration of which he was a member. An- 
other Cabinet officer of Washington, Hamilton, being charged with 
a corrupt official relation with a citizen, defended himself by ac- 
knowledging to his countrymen, over hés own signature, a protligate 
relation to the wife of the person named. Still another Cabinet offi- 
cer of Washington wrote a letter, which is in existence in my own 
State, in which he admitted to his correspondent, and begged his 
correspondent to help him to conceal from the public view, an act 
of personal dishonor compared to which the crime charged upon Bel- 
knap is as the act of an archangel. Why, sir, at the beginning of 
the last four years of the period of which I speak who were the can- 
didates whom the great American people brought forward for their 
first office? Who received an equal number of democratic votes with 
Jefferson in the electoral college? Who was supported by the feder- 
alists in the House against Jefferson through thirty-seven ballotings? 
Aaron Burr, the man who, by an act half duel and half murder, de- 
prived his countrymen of the precious and costly life of Hamilton; 
Aaron Burr, who a few years after, the great office of Vice-Presi- 
dent scarcely laid down, organized a treasonable and corrupt intrigue 
against the Government of his country and against neighboring ter- 
ritory, the punishment of which he escaped by an acquittal by a jury 
on technical grounds, Chief Justice Marshall presiding in court. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these things were not known. Washington con- 
cealed the act of his Secretary of State from his countrymen and ac- 
cepted his resignation. The difference between the two generations 
is the Drummond light which the press turns upon all these transac- 
tions and under which the moral sense of the country indignantly 
demands their exposure and punishment. I wonder if the gentleman 
from Mississippi or any of his associates on the other side of the House 
have heard of the Yazoo claim. In the year 1795 the State of Georgia 
owned the lands now constituting the greater portion of the State of 
Mississippi on the eastern bank of the Mississippi, then called the 
Mississippi country. An association was got up to buy those lands 
at an inadequate and fraudulent price from the Legislature of the 
State of Georgia. They bad been offered some $300,000 or a million 
dollars; but they passed an act selling them to this association for 
$500,000. There was a great public excitement on the subject, and 
the next year the Legislature of Georgia ordered an investigation. 
They found that of the majority of the house of representatives of 
the State of Georgia every man had received a bribe in money or 
lands, and that the same was true of a large number in the senate, 
who had passed the bill by a majority of one. The next year they 
passed a stetute, which I have before me, in which they recited the 
facts I have stated and proceeded to enact that the public records of 
the State of Georgia concerning this transaction should be taken into 
the court and burned in the presence of the Legislatare. They pro- 
vided also that wherever a deed was recorded under that statute in 
any county of the State the record should be taken to the county 
court and there burned; “to the end,” as the law goes on to say, 
“that no trace of so unconstitutional, vile, and fraudulent transaction 
should appear except the infamy attached to it by the repealing stat- 
ute.” 

Now the State of Georgia subsequently ceded this tract of land back 
to the United States, and claimants under the fraudulent sales camo 
to Congress under the administration of Mr. Jefferson and a lobby 








under Mr. Jefferson was at the head, and they attempted to get a con- 
firmation of the fraudulent grant through Congress. It is said— 
whether it be true or not Ido not know—that seventy; members of 
the two branches of Congress had been corruptly induced to promise 
their consent to the passage of that bill. That fact, however, does 
not rest on any proof. You will remember also, Mr. Speaker, that in 
the time of John Adams he sent to the Senate a nomination fora high 
military office of an unworthy son-in-law of his own who had been 
detected in some breach of trust; the nomination of a man so un- 
worthy that his own Secretary of War lobbied at the doors of the 
Senate Chamber to prevent his confirmation. 

Now we hear from that class of persons called “independents” 
expressions of discontent. We hear it from the universities and from 
the scholars of the country. I rejoice that they are alert in regard 
to the evils of political administration ; but, sir, the condemnation 
which came in former times from the same class could hardly be ut- 
tered upon this floor by any gentleman who desires to preserve his 
character for candor or moderation. Ihave in my possession (I wish 

i I had it here) a copy of a poem delivered in 1803 by Mr. Brackett be- 
| fore the Phi Beta Kappa Society at Dartmouth and published by a 
committee of which Ezekiel Webster, afterward one of the most cel- 
| ebrated men in the State of New Hampshire, was chairman. Mr. 
| Brackett in that poem, amid the applause of the scholars gathered 
at the festival of that famous and learned university, draws a picture 
| of the degradation of his country in the fifteenth year of its con- 
| stitutional existence in vigorous strains worthy of Pope. He sup- 
poses the mighty shade of Washington to rise on the banks of the 
Potomac— 
His warm cheek glowed, and flashed his angry eyes; 
Then from his brow the laurel-wreath unbound, 
And threw the withering honors on the ground. 
This is his portraiture of Jefferson, then President : 


Cimmerian goblins brooded o'er the hour 
When bere a wild projector rose to power ; 
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Delusive schemes distend whose plodding brain, 
W hose philosophic robe debaucheries stain. 
Ile, weak in rule, unskilled in moral lore, 

In practice infidel, in spirit poor ; 

Despised in person, con cebased in mind, 

At once the curse and pity of mankind, 

Pleased with his simple garb and sable whore, 
Reviles the God his countrymen adore. 

Refined in insult! There we saw bim shed 
Theatric sorrow o'er the mighty dead! 

Oh, then, then Heaven's indignant thunders slept ; 
The shade was wounded, and the virtues wept! 


Here is the picture of Albert Gallatin, that accomplished scholar 
and statesman, like Agassiz, one of the two great and costly gifts our 
sister-republic of Switzerland has given to America, as he seemed to 
contemporary eyes. Gallatin was then at the head of the Treasury. 

Columbians! see, diszraced and drooping, stand 
Your eagle, half unfledged by party's baud! 
Columbiens ! see a foreign child of vice, 

Vile leech of state, whose virtue 's avarice, 
Sedition nursed and taught in faction’s school, 
With front of triple brass, your treasure rule ! 
Columbiaus! see the foes of virtue rise, 

Ly slander mounted, and upheld by lies! 
Columbians ! sce your veterans basely spurned, 
Your heroes slighted, and your chiefs unmourned ! 
See! nor while merit from your board is driven, 
Expect the favor of offended heaven. 

The society of the Phi Beta Kappa return to the author their cordial thanks 
for hisingenious and sentimental poem and request a copy for publication. 

This was the sentiment of Dartmouth in the fifteenth year of the 
Republic. It was not much different at Harvard. 

I desire to read to the House some extracts from the writings of 
Fisher Ames, who retired from Congress during the administration of 
General Washington, and who represented the city of Boston, to show 
what he thought of the condition of the country at that time. He 
was chosen president of Harvard about the time these letters were 
written. I sball read only a few passages taken almost at random 
from his letters: 

Our country is too big for anion, too sordid for patriotism, too democratic for 
liberty. What is to become of it, He who made it best knows, Its vice will govern 
it by practicing upon its folly. This is ordained for democracies. 


Then he goes on to say— 


Property at public disposal is sure to corrupt. Tlere, to make the result equally 
inevitable and inveterate, power is also to be for some ages within the arbitrium 
of a house of representatives. Before that period Botany Bay will be a bettering- 
house for our public men. Our morals, forever suuning and fly-blown like fresh 
meat hung up in the election market, will taint the air like pestilence. Liberty, if 
she isnota goddess that delights in carnage, will choke in ouch an atmosphere, fouler 
than the vapor of death in a mine. 

Again he says: 


Suppose an attack on property, T calculate on the “ sensibilities " of our nation. 
There is our sensorium. Like a negro’s shins, there our patriotism would feel the 
kicks and twinge with agonies that we should not be able 80 much as to conceive 
of, if we only have our faces spit in. In this case we could wipe off the ignominy, 
aud think no more of the matter. He that robs me of my good name takes trash. 
What is it but a little foul breath tainted from every sot’s Inngs? But he who 


takes my purse robs me of that which enriches him, instead of me, and therefore 
I will have vengeance. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be misunderstood; I do not 
wish to be misrepresented in this matter. Let no man assert that I 
refer to the evils of those days as either excuse or palliation for the 
evil of ours. That generation was a frngal and honest generation 
in the main, and they would have visited with the swiftest condem- 
nation and punishment, as this generation will visit with the swift- 
est condemnation and punishment, every breach of public trust, 
whether through dishonesty or usurpation. But they did not send 
to England for Benedict Arnold. They did not restore the tories to 
power. They did not go down on their knees to George III and ask 
him to take them back into favor. They believed that if the Consti- 
tution could not be administered honestly by a majority of the friends 
of the Constitution, it could not be administered honestly by a ma- 
jority of its enemies; that if liberty was not safe and pure in the 
sands of those who loved her, then liberty was a failure upon the 
earth, and they did not think of intrusting her to the hands of those 
who hated her. So in this generation had they lived to-day they 
would have done simply what a distinguished president of the con- 
vention in my own State, whom the gentleman quotes, recommended; 
they would have taken the Government from the hands of the lovers 
of liberty who are dishonest and put it into the hands of men who 
entertain the same sentiments but who are honest. It would never 
have occurred to them that because among one hundred thousand 
men there are found some few who will not keep the eighth com- 
mandment, “Thou shait not steal,” which is a mandate for all the 
public service, they should put in power men who have no regard for 
the sixth, “Thou shalt not kill. 

The gentleman has very frankly stated what I admit is the one 
most vital issue in the coming campaign. It is an issue which tran- 


ascends all questions of finance, of economy, of vigor of administra- | 


tion, by as much as questions of freedom and human rights transcend 
all questions of mere property. It is an issue which the former slave- 
holding and rebel classes at the South deem so vital, that upon it they 
have impacted themselves together, as firmly united as they ever were 
in the interests of slavery, as thoroughly drilled and disciplined as were 
their best troops in the war. It is the question whether the policy 
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which has been hitherto pursned toward the colored people of the 
South by the republican party shall be continued, whether the power 
of the nation shall be pledged to them for the protection of their 
rights, or whether they shall be left wholly to the mercy of the white 
democrats at the South when they have gained, as they hope to gain 
by such methods as they have pursued and are pursuing, the entire 
control of their State powers. This issue the democrats of the Sout); 
deem so vital that they seem willing to risk all differences amone 
themselves on other questions and to adopt any platform and su)- 
port any candidate by whose aid they can hope to carry one or two 
northern States with votes enough to give them a President. 

The American people had to choose between three policies {n deal- 
ing with the four millions who had been emancipated by the war: 

First. To restore without condition the rebel States to their old 
powers, leaving the negro to be dealt with by the former masters 
without interference from national authority. 

Second. To keep the old States out of the Union, governing them 
as Territories until new generations, with new opinions and habits, 
had grown up to be intrusted with self-government. 

Third. The policy in part adopted to coufer by amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States citizenship and the right of 
suffrage on the enfranchised race, and impose upon Congress the 
power and duty of passing all needful laws for their protection, 

The second of these alternatives, the keeping the States that had 
rebelled in subjection as Territories, is a plan which to-day finds few 
defenders. Nearly a majority of the people at the North regarded it 
as unconstitutional. Whether constitutional or not,it was utterly 
repugnant to the principles, the habits, and the character of the whole 
people. Eleven vassal States kept in subjection by governors civil 
or military, aud a complete system of government appointed from 
without. Whatever effect this would have had on the governed, 
there can be no doubt that it would have been in the end utterly de- 
structive tothe governing States. There is no lesson taught more 
clearly by history than that the habit of wielding arbitrary power 
ly one man over another or by one people over another tends to the 
injury of the men who wield it. 

The only alternative left, therefore, was between the policy advo- 
cated by the gentleman and that actually pursued by the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose to contrast the policy adopted by the Amer- 
ican people of dealing with tho emancipated race with that which 
the democratic party would have adopted as evidenced by its con- 
duct whenever it possessed either the legal orthe physical power. | 
do not fear the comparison either of principles or of results. 

Before bringing these two policies to the test of actual experience, 
let us consider what we ought to have expected beforehand from the 
known constitution of human nature. It is an old parliamentary 
adage, that “ You should not put out the child to a nurse who would 
strangle it.” The writers of the civil law warn us against commit- 
ting a ward to a hostile guardian, tanquam agnum lupo ad derorandum. 

I would not of course apply this maxim literally to any large class 
of my fellow-citizens. But to commit the rights of these men in 
freedom to men who thought their just and rightful condition was 
that of slaves, that the rights of these two million women should be 
left to those who thought it right to whip women, that the education 
of these children should depend on men who thought it right to sell 
little children, would hardly seem to be au act of political wisdom. 

But let us bring to the test of actual experience the theories of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. We are able fortunately to know some- 
thing of their fruits in legislation and something of their fruits in 
action. For afew years after the war the democrats of the Sonth 
by the policy of Andrew Johnson were permitted to have uncontrolled 
possession of the legislative powers of several of the Southern States. 
One of them was the State of Mississippi. I hold in my hand asmall 
but most remarkable volume, the public laws of Mississippi for the 
year 1865. 

The gentleman sought to find some palliation for these odious laws 
by citing the opinions of Governor MoRTON uttered in that year, that 
it was desirable to postpone for ten, fifteen, or twenty years the grant 
of the full elective franchise to the colored race. He would have it 
believed that Governor Andrew of Massachusetts held a like opinion. 
He is wholly mistaken as to Governor Andrew. Governor Andrew 
opposed the reconstruction of the South on the basis of the colored 
vote alone, and proposed to admit master and slave to the enjoyment 
of the franchise on the same terms, imposing on both alike an edu- 
cational condition. He maintained that we must deal generously and 
with confidence with the men who had carried their States into rebell- 
ion, whom he termed “ the natural leaders of that society.” But the 
conduct of the Legislatures of Mississippi and the other States over- 
turned all the theories of Governor MORTON, and struck a cruel blow 
in return for the confidence of Governor Andrew. 

The opening sentence of the constitution of Mississippi declares— 

That all freemen when they form a social compact are equal in rights. 


I think it will be perceived (hat in the opinion of that Legislature 
the negro was not present when the social compact was made. They 
then proceed to provide, in article 8 of the constitution, that— 

SrcTION 1. The institution of slavery having been destroyed in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punish- 
ment of crimes, whereof the party shal! have been duly convicted, shall hereafter 
exist in this State; and the Legislature at its next session, and thereafter as the 
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public welfare may require, shall provide by law for the protection and security of 
the person and property of the freedmen of the State, and guard them and the State 
a 


vainst any evils that may arise from their sudden emancipation. 


Under that authority “to guard them—the freedmen—and the State 
against any evils that may arisefrom their sudden emancipation,” be 
ood enough, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, to listen to what they did. 
cat oS < . ao . . s 
In the first place, on pages 82-86 of this volume is “An act to 
confer civil rights on freedmen, and for other purposes.” In the first 
place, they enacted that no negro should own any real estate ; he 
might own personal property ; but no person should lease any real 
estate toa negro. He could not own in fee, nor have any interest as 
tenant, in any real estate. And then they ge on and provide— 

That every freedman, free negro, and mulatto shall, on the second Monday of 
January, 1866, and annually thereafter, have a lawful home or employment, and 
shall have written evidence thereof. 

The same act then goes on to provide “ that every civil officer shall, 
and every person may ”—just listen to this, you who represent con- 
stituencies of northern laborers— 

That every civil person shall, and every person may, arrest and carry back to his 
or her legal employer any freedman, free negro, or mulatto who shall have quit the 
service of his or her employer before the expiration of his or her service without 
good cause, and said officer and person shall be entitled to receive for arresting 
and carrying back every deserting employé aforesaid the sum of $5, and ten cents 
per mile from the place of arrest to the place of delivery; and the same shall be 
paid by the employer and held as a set-off against the wages of said deserting em- 
ploy é 

Then, upon affidavit made by the employer before any justice of 
the peace that his servant has left him without good cause, the negro 
is to be seized, brought before the justice of the peace, and trial is to 
be had; and from the judgment of the justice either party may ap- 
peal to the county court, and the justice may commit the negro to the 
custody of the employer in the mean time until that appeal is settled. 

Section 9 of the same act provides— 

That if any person shall persuade or attempt to persuade, entice or canse any 
freedmen, free negro, or mulatto to desert from the legal employment of any person 
before the expiration of his or her term of employment, or shall knowingly em- 
ploy any such deserting freedmen, free negro, or mulatto, or shall knowingly give 
or sell to any such freedman, free negro, or mulatto any food, raiment, or other 
thing, he or she shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be 
fined not less than $25 and not more than $200 and costs; and if said fine and costs 
shall not be immediately paid, the court shall sentence such convict to not exceed- 
ing two months’ imprisonment in the county jail, and he or she shall morever be 
liable to the party injured in damages. 

And here is a further act to amend the vagrant laws of the State. 
The act, in its second section, provides— 

That allfreedmen, free negroes, and mulattoes in this State over the age of eight- 
een years, found on the second Monday in January, 1866, or thereafter, with no 
lawful employment or business— 

If he is out of work even; that is all that is required— 
or found unlawfully assembling themselves together either in the day or night- 
tume— 

And by a later statute it is expressly enacted that all the old laws 
relating to slavery shall be applicable to freedmen ; so that the hold- 
ing of a political meeting or any other meeting is an unlawful act 
under this law— 
and all white persons so assembling with freedmen, or usually associating with 
freedmen, free negroes, or mulattoes on termsof equality, * * * shall bedeemed 
vagrants, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in the sum of not exceeding, in 
the case of a freedman, free negro, or mulatto, $50, and a white man, $200, and im- 
prisoned at the discretion of the court, the free negro not exceeding ten days, and 
the white man not exceeding six months. 


So that, under the authority to pass laws to guard the freedmen 
against any evils that may arise from their sudden emancipation, the 
white men of Mississippi enact that any white man who associates with 
a free black citizen on terms of equality is to be deemed a vagrant, 
and punished by fine and imprisonment; and I am not so sure that, 
so far as the authors of that law were concerned, it was not a wise 
law, so far as the morals, honesty, and fitness for citizenship of the 
negro were concerned, to exclude them from his society. 

Then there is another act providing— 

That no freedman, free negro, or mulatto, not in the military service of the United 
States Government, and not licensed so to do by the board'of police of his or her 
county, shall keep or carry fire-arms. 

And the penalty is $10 and costs; and any white person who shall 
sell, lend, or give to any freedman, free negro, or mulatto any fire- 
arms is to be subject to fine and imprisonment. 

Now, by the uniform confession of the white democrats of the 
South, their homes during the war were guarded by these same freed- 
men, then slaves, and they were guilty of no disturbance, no act of 
violence, no outrage. They therefore could not have supposed that 
they were in any danger by permitting these freedmen to have arms. 
But it was that the negro should not be recognized as enjoying that 
first constitutional prerogative of the free citizens of this Republic, 
the right to bear arms, that this law was enacted. Then there is this 
further provision in the same law: 

That all the penal and criminal laws now in force in this State defining offenses 
and prescribing the mode of punishment for crimes and misdemeanors committed 
by slaves, free negroes, and mulattoes, be, and the same are hereby, re-enacted and 
declared to be in full force and effect against freedmen, free negroes, and mulattoes, 
except so far as the mode and manner of trial and punishment have been changed 
or altered by law. 

And the act further provides— 


That if any freedman, free negro, or mulatto, convicted of any of the misdemean 
ors provided against in this act— 
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Including the crime of being out of work— 
shall fail or refuse, for the space of tive days after conviction, to pay the fine and 
costs imposed, such person shall be hired out by the sheriff or other offic 
outcry, to any white person who will pay the said fi 


r, at public 
ne and costs 
convict for the shortest time. 


and take such 


And there is no limit as to the time. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HEREFORD in the chair.) 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the time of the gentleman be extended. 
How much additional time does he want? 

Mr. HOAR. I cannot tell exactly. 
I possibly can. 

There was no objection, and an extension of time was accordingly 
granted. 

Mr. HOAR. Now remember that all these laws were passed in 
Mississippi before there was conferred on these freedmen any politi- 
cal powers. They were not tle result of bad government. They 
embodied the ideas which the southern democrats then entertained 
of what was just and right in carrying out in good faith the amend- 
ment of the Constitution prohibiting slavery. This was the action of 
these men toward a class of their fellow-citizens whom their own 
constitution declared to be free. 

I should like to take the sense of the workingmen of any northern 
State this summer as to what they think of the fitness for rule in 
the Republic of a party that proposes to sell free citizens for the crime 
of being out of work. 

These laws in substance were copied in the State of Louisiana. I 
have the Louisiana laws here, but will not read them. They were 
substantially copied in Texas, and I think in Georgia and several 
other southern States. 

In the same year Mississippi rejected the thirteenth amendment; 
so that they desired to preserve slavery in Kentucky, Maryland, Del- 
aware, and Missouri. 

Truly— 


The 


I will get through as soon as 


Thy cent 
bn ent 


leness hath made thee great. 


I now wish to call attention to one other matter. I will ask the 
Clerk to read an extract from a report made by Hon. Luke PV. Poland, 
who my friends on the other side will concede to be one of the most 
candid, impartial, and just men we have ever had in public life. 
The report relates to a time before any carpet-bag governments were 
etablished in the South. I ask the Clerk to read the paragraphs L have 
marked. 

This is the account of a transaction 
1864. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


in the State of Louisiana in 


In 1864 a convention was held which framed the constitution of the Stat It 
adjourned subject to the call of its president. In 1866 it was summoned to meet 
again in New Orleans, to consider some proposed amendments to the constitution, 
which had gone intoefiect. It was claimed that by the adoption of the constitution 
its functions were exhausted, and that its future assembling conld have no ofticial 
character. If this were true it would seem to have been harmless 

Its members were unarmed unprepared for resistance. This body was set 
upon in the hall where it assembled by a mob consisting of citizens and policemen 
of New Orleans. In the language of the report of the congressional committee of 
the House of 1866, who fully investigated the whole transaction, “‘ There has been 
no occasion in our national history when a riot has occurred so destitute of justiti 
able cause, resulting in a massacre so inhuman and fiend-like I'he 
begun and finished at midday An intention to disperse and slaugh 
bers of the convention and those persons, white and black, who were present and 
friendly to its purposes, was mercilessly carried into full effect Lhe police 
active on the side of the (wo hundred and sixty persons were 
The re port proce eds 

‘The committee examined 
bioodshed upon that day. It is in « 
fied by the merciless attacks o 
the windows, a distance wenty 
shot by police or citizens vim 
stairs to the street, to be sh 
at distant points in the 1 
tacked by the police, shot and cruelly beaten 
of whom were members 2nd som pe 
hall covered with wounds a 
death. Scores cf colored citiz bear frightful sear 
soldiers of a dozen well-fonght lds show 
strange escape. Men were shot whil 
and submission. Whit n and black 
answered by shot and blow from kni 
to a jelly;’ a colored man was 
a blow ; men concealed in out-! 
for and slaughtered or maimed 
were violated by shot, ki 
was gashed by a knife on 
peaceably walking the st 
head ; negroes were tal 
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killed. 


rioters 


seventy-four persons as to the facts of 


mt men w 


violence and 
hall, terri 
the armed police, soug jumping from 
feet, to the ground, and as they jumped were 
, disfigured by wounds, fought 
itor beaten to death on the pavement 
peaceably pursuing their 1 


viddence ho were in the 


ht safety by 


their way down 
Colored persons 
vyful business, were at 
Men of character and position, some 
tators of the convention, escaped from the 
i, and were preserved almost by miracle from 
more numerous than many 
proofs of fearful danger and 
ndkerchiefs in token of surrender 
with arms uplifted praying for life, were 
eandclub; the bodies of some were ‘ pounded 
from under a street-crossing and killed at 
mong pilesof lumber were eagerly sought 
without remorse; the dead bodies upon the street 
and stab; the face of a man ‘just breathing his last’ 
razor bands of a woman; an old gray-haired man 
reet at a distance from the institute was shot through the 
shot; a policeman riding in a 
buggy deliberately fired his revolver from the carriage into a crowd of colored men 
a colored man two mil from the convention hall was taken from his shop 
by the police, at about four o'clock on the afternoon of the riot, and shot and wounded 
in side, hip, and back. One man was wounded by fourteen blows, shots, and stabs; 
the body of another recei lseven pistol-balls. After the slaughter had measur 
ably ceased carts, wagons, and drays, driven throngh the streets, rathered the dead, 
the dying, and the wounded in ‘ promiscuous loads,’ a policeman, in some « 
iding in the wagon, seated up men beneath him. The Lime 
} t ,v ll afterward carried to the hos 


i the | 


m with medical aid 


ety 


waving 
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Ss away 


ases 
m the living 
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10 4, until friends foun 
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Without asking permission, so far as the committee learned, those wounded nen 
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were carried to thé hospital under the care of the Freedmen's Bureau and shelter 
surgical treatment, and food were furnished at the cost of the United States. 

In the year 1°62 occurred in Loni a six bloody and terrible massacres, Mr 
Poland reports that more than two thousand persons were killed in that State within 
a few weeks of the presidential election. In the parish of Saint Landry the repub 
Jicans had a registered majority of 1,071 votes. In the spring of 1862 they carried 
the parish by 67 ytes. Inthe fall they gave Grant no vote, not one, while the 
democrats cast 4,787 for Seymour. Here occurred one of the bloodiest riots on rec 
ord, The Ku-Klux killed and wounded over two hundred republicans, hunting and 
chasing them for two days and nights through fields and swamps. Thirteen cap 
tives were taken from the jail and shot. A pile of twenty-five dead bodies were 
found half buried in the woods, Having conquered the republicans, killed and 


driven off the white leaders, the Ku-Klux captured the negroes, marked them with | 


badges of red flannel, enrolled them in clubs, led them to the polls, made them vote 
the democratic ticket, and then gave them certificates of the fact.” 


Mr. Speaker, this was before all bad government of carpet-baggers 
ornegroes. It was without other cause than the desire to carry an elec- 
tion and to give an illustration of the meaning of the gentleman’s 
maxim— 

Thy gentleness hath made thee great. 


I will not detain the House by a recital of the terrible murder at 
Colfax in 1873, a deed which our report pronounces— 


Without palliation or justification; deliberate, barbarous, cold-blooded murder, 
to stand like the massacre of Glencoe or of St. Bartholomew, a foul blot on the page 
of history 

Thy gentleness hath made thee great. 


In 1874 took place an election for State officers and members of the 
Legislature. Lask to have the history of the transactions of that 
year read by the clerk, as given by myself in the report just cited. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


We now come to the events of 1974. The campaign was inaugurated by the for. 
mation of a party designed to divide the people of Louisiana on the line of race- 
Its convention at Baton Rouge begins its address, *“‘ We, the white men of Louisi- 
ana.” This party assumed various names in various localities, almost always indi 
cating a purpose to make the race issue distinct. 

Agreements were entered into in various parishes, signed by hundreds of planters, 
to employ uo laborer who did not vote their ticket. Hand-bills like the following 
were circulated in French and English 

Louisianois: Pour sauver votre patrie, il faut renvoyer les ni 
faim, animal le plus férece est dompte.”’) 

* Louisianians: Toe save your country, do notemploy the negro. Wild beasts can 


on be tamed by hunger.” 
After the white-league rising of September 14, 1874, an account of which is given 


gres. (Par la 


from power and compelled to fly for their lives. After the re-establishment of the 
Kellogg government in some cases the officers were not permitted to resume their 
functions 

The speeches at public meetings and leading articles in the press urged the peo- 
ple to deedsof violence. Wesubmit a collection of extracts taken from many lead- 
ing and influential journals published in various parts of the State. We have not 
space tomake extracts from them in this report. They are enough of themselves 
to establish its conclusions as to the purposes and conduct of the leaders of the 
white man's party in the campaign of 1874 

It is impossible to state, in the space which this report can properly cover, the 
details of the deeds of lawless violence which were proved before the committee. 
In many parishes the legal officers were driven out by force. Republicans were 
murdered or compelled to fly for their lives. Whatever the pretext, the real of 
fense was their political opinions 

Buford Blunt, State senator, an eminent and influential colored preacher in the 
Baptist Church, whose efforts to establish schools in the parish are highly spoken 
of in the report of the State superintendent of education, was compelled to promise 
to give up all politics, and afterward to fly for his life 

Allen Greene, a State senator, a native of Georgia, who had lived in the State for 
many years, had established in the parish of Lincoln a tannery and shoe manufac- 
tory. Hides and bark were produced in abundance in the neighborhood. Mr. 
Greene had furnished machinery which required the employment of skilled labor, 
and had introduced about cighty workmen from New eneland to whom he paid 
in average of $30 per month, making a pay-roll of $2,500 per month to be expended 
in the town. In May, ix74, Mr. Greene was required to resign his office, with 
threats against his life. [lis workmen were so disturbed by the condition of things 


setts, hearing of the rising of September 14, refused to keep their engagements. 
‘Thus the people of the parish of Lincoln prefer to send their hides half way across 
the continent, have them tanned and manufactured into boots and shoes in Massa- 
chusetts, by workmen to whom the flour, sugar, rice, and cotton are in like manner 
conveyed, and then brought back to Louisiana in the form of boots and shoes, and 
to pay tribute to the manufacturer in Massachusetts, to the carrier and commission- 
merchant, rather than to allow manufactures te be carried on in their own State by 
men who may be allowed the free expression of their political opinions. 


THE STORY OF JUDGE MYERS. 


H. C. Myers resides in the parish of Natchitoches, about five hundred miles 
above the city of New Orleans, on Red River ; has lived there eighteen years. Lis 
wife and their six children were born there. For several years he was register of 
the United States land office for the northwestern district of Louisiana; waselected 
pene eee in 1870 and 1872, which position he held until February, 1874, when 

1© was appointed judge of the seventeenth judicial district of that State, compris- 
ing the parishes of Natchitoches, Sabine, De Soto, and Red River. He appears to 
be a man of good education, of culture, of refined speech and manners; and your 


committee fail to seo that any charge of mal or misfeasance in office was at all sus- | 


tained. Early in the spring of 174 there were nursed and assiduously cultivated 


in that parish fierce and clamorous political antagonisms. The White League was 7 . . 
; are h 7 ‘na | Possession of the State-house, overthrew the State government, and installed anew 


organized, the removal of all republican office-holders determined upon, and, as 
has been well said of another loc ity, “the air was full of assassination.” In May 
notices were posted in conspicuous places, as follows : 


‘8 &” 


Boullet, Myers, and all other radicals in this parish. Your fate is sealed. 
Nothing but your blood will appease us. The people of Natchitoches, Sabine, 
Winn, De Soto, Rapides, Red River, Bienville, Claiborne, Jackson, and Caddo are 
ready at a moment's notice, and will extermina‘e all radicals.” 

About this time Judge Myers was warned that his life would be forfeited if he 
reniained another day at hishome. His wife, twoof his children, and hisaged father 
were sick; one of the children and the father hopelessly ; so says the judge. “* Quite 
sick; my little child dying; my aged father, at the other end of the town, also dy- 
ing. I kissed my little baby, placed it in the care of its weary mother and the Al- 
mighty. I left my home, not dosing even to visit my father.” 


The judge and Judge Bouillet fled in the night-time by circuitous paths, witho 
even achange of clothing, lest it might lead to suspicion, and finally arrived at Now 
Orleans. From that day to now he has never ventured to his home, and dares not 
do so. In less than a week after he left the babe died, and the father, too, and 
says the wife in her testimony, “ I was left alone with my sick and dying children 
None of my neighbors came to my assistance. My childdied. I sent to the tom). 
builder to make its little tomb, and he being a democrat refused to doit.” From 
the testimony of the judge and his wife, and incidentially of others, your commit. 
tee are compelled to believe this a true story. 

We were anxious to obtain the facts in the terrible tragedy of Coushatta, and 
were able to do so frem several witnesses, but principally from Mr. Twitchell, a 
brother of one of the victims, aud from Mr. Abney, a merchant of that town 
whose reluctant admissions, under a rigid cross-examination, satisfied us was the 
chief conspirator. This is the fearful story proven to our satisfaction : 

The Twitchell brothers, from New Hampshire, both young and active men of 


| business, one a man some time married, the other but a short time before his deat} 


with five or six other menfrom the North, with their families, settled in this litue 
town, bringing with them earnestness of purpose, integrity, economy, and habits 
of industry. The reasonably-expected results followed: The hamlet grew into a 


| prosperous and flourishing New England village, with its saw and grist mills, its 


factory, its stores and store-houses, its pleasaut white-painted houses with their 


| lawns and gardens, its churches and school-houses. Business flonrished. About 


twelve hundred colored men were gathered inte the village. Their labor was in 
demand; their wages good and promptly paid. Their children eagerly availed 
themselves of the school privileges abundantly afforded. The colored voters tind 
ing that these men never betrayed their confidence, but in all things were aiding 
them, elected them to the several parish offices; and they, thus elected, from a 
sense of duty, honestly and faithfully administered the same. Everything in the 


| village was prosperous, peaceable, and happy. But there was there asmall party 
| of white conservatives, headed by Mr. Abney, who determined to rule, who a 


knowledged no mght te the black man but that of service, who had no feeling to- 
ward their white neighbors recognizing in the black a citizen other than intense 


jealousy and hatred. 


The usual result followed. August 25, 1874, these oflicers were waited upon and 


| ordered to resign; they declined; then they were informed that death alone was 


the alternative. Knowing that the inexorable decree had gone forth, that nothing 


neither service to the town, to the State, to their neighbors, vor the faithful per 


| formance of duty, nor virtue, nor integrity, nor prayers of themselves, of wives, or 
| little children could save, they besought their cruel neighbors to send them in 
| safety out of the State, promising never to return. An escort was raised by this 


man Abney of twenty mounted men. The prisoners, taking all of their read 
money, about $2,000, placed themselves in the hands of the guards. Abney issued 
military orders to what he called political clubs, but we believe white-leaguers, 


| along the route to furnish aid. supplies, &c. The march was commenced, and 


within thirty miles of their homes, these prisoners were all murdered, terribly mu- 
tilated, buried, and no father, widow, brother, or son was permitted even to visit 
their graves until the bodies were decomposed. None of the white man’s party 
have ever sought the murderers ; no pursuit has ever been made, no inquiries ever 


hereafter, risings took place in many parishes. ‘The Kellogg officers were driven | set on foot by them. A man riding one of the horses of one of the dead men ha 


been seen in the parish, but no one arrested his course or asked him abont the 
bloody deed. No republican, white or black, has dared to commence proceedings 
Abney was arrested and admitted to bailin a small sum, and with impunity insults 
the majesty of outraged law by boldly appearing as a witness before this commit 
tee. More, he was introduced by the conservatives to the witness-stand with a 
flourish of trumpets as a leading merchant of that section of the State. A brief 
extract from his cross-examination will indicate his connection with the crime: 

“Mr. Frye. Was there not one other officer at that time requested to resign? 

“Mr. Anyrry. Yes. 

‘Mr. Frye. What was his name? 

“Mr. Aungy. Scott. 

“Mr. Frye. Was he killed? 

“Mr. Anyry. No. 

‘Mr. Frye. Did he go with your guard? 

“Mr. Abney. No. 

‘Mr. Fryr. Why not? 

“Mr. Abyry. Twouldn't let him; I compelled him to remain behind. 

‘Mr. Frye. Was he a master-mason ! 

‘Mr. Abney. Yes. 

‘Mr. Frye. Were you a master-mason? 

“Mr. Abney. Yes. 

‘Mr. Frye. Were any others of the persons masons? 

“Mr. Apyey. I did not know’that they were.” 


Now, against those murdered men no crime was charged, no dishonesty alleged, 


|} no walfeasance in office proved. Abney alone said they had cheated in certain con- 
| traczs, but your committce gave no credit whatever to his testimony. 
that they refused to remain, and a new body, who had been engaged in Massachu- | 


Thus by the murderous hands of neighbors, of men who pride themselves upon 
their position in society, of those who had never received from the victims other 


| than kindness, were these men deliberately slain. And there is practically no law 


in Louisiana to bring them to punishment. 


WHITE LEAGUE. 


The White League is an organization which exists in New Orleans, and contains 
at least from twenty-five hundred to three thousand members, armed, drilled, and 
otficered as a military organization. Organizations bearing the same name extend 
throughout many parts of the State. It was pretended that this organization in 
the city was simply as a volunteer police force, the regular police being inefficient; 
that it has no connection with associations of the same name in other parts of the 
State, and that these latter are large political clubs without military organization 
orarms. A brief examination and a brief cross-examination effectually dispelled 


| this pretension. Several of its members and oflicers were examined before the 


committee. So far as was shown, this organization in no single instance performed 
police functions. Its organization, equipment, drill, and discipline were wholly 


| military. Its name was not appropriate toa volunteer police, but was appropriate to 


an association designed to put the whites of the State into power by force. It had 
cannon. On the 14th of September, 1874, it rose upen and attacked the police of 
the city, the pretext of the attack being the seizure of arms which it had imported 
from the North, and, having defeated them with considerable slaughter, it took 


governor in office, and kept him in power until the United States interfered. This 
rising was planned beforehand. Its commanding oflicer, Ogden, published an 


| elaborate and pompous report of his military movements, in which he expresses 


his thanks to his aids and other oflicers for their important and valuable services 
before and during the day of the action. In other parts of the Staté organizations 
under the same name existed, and we have no doubt that their purposes and meth- 
ods were also identical. In one parish their meetings were called by notices, 
headed, “ Attention, White League,” and signed by an officer in his military ca- 
pacity. Abney, the leader of the band at Coushatta, when he sent off the repub- 
lican prisoners wnder a guard, gave a military order for supplies and guard to the 
highest otticer of a club in another town, on obedience to which, if his story were 
true, the safety of the lives of the prisoners depended. Yct he professed to have 
no other power than that of pré sident of an ordinary democratic club addressing 
the president of a subordinate or branch club of the same organization. 

The White League of New Orleans itself was and is a constant menace to the re- 
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publicans of the whole State. Its commander can, in a few hours, place bodies of 
men, armed and drilled, in any of the near parishes, or those on the coast, or into 
Mississippi, Alabama, or Texas. It doubtless contains many persons of property 
and influence. 1t also contains many persons of very ditferent character. 1t would 
be desirous and able to overthrow the State government at any time, if not pre- 
vented by the power of the United States. ‘They still retain more than one thou- 
sand stand of arms, taken from the State on September 14 and never returned. 

We cannot doubt that the effect of all these things was to prevent a full, free, 
and fair election and to intimidate the colored voters and the white republicans. 
The very formation of a white man’s party was a menace of terrible import to those 
who remembered Colfax and Bossier and the convention. The press was filled 
with threats of violence. The agreement to discharge laborers, the suggestion that 
wild beasts are tamed by hunger, was evidence of the same spirit. The overthrow 
of the State government by the White League on the 14th of September ; the turn- 
ing out large numbers of parish officials in the country, compelling them to flee for 


their lives ; the fearful lesson of Coushatta; the formation, arming, and drilling of | and will be cured in a free government, whatever party may be in 


the White League, the natural successors of the Knights of the White Camelia; 
these things ina community where there is no legal punishment for political mur- 
der must, in the nature of things, have filled with terror a people timid and gentle 
like the colored population of Louisiana, even if we had not taken abundant évi- 
dence as to special acts of violence and crime and their etfects on particular neigh- 
borhoods. 


Mr. Moncure, the conservative candidate for State treasurer, claims a majority | sr ae : : 
| of another color and another race, to civil and political equality with 


in the whole State of about five thousand. A far greater number of republicans 
than enough to overcome this majority must have prevented from registra- 
tion or driven by terror from the polls. 

In view of these facts, we do not hesitate to find that the election of 1874 was 
neither full, free, nor fair; that in large peeee of the State the usual means of 
instructing and persuading the people, of organizing and conducting a campaign, 
could not be carried on by republicans without danger to their lives; = that 
many more voters than were needed to give the republican party a complete 
victory were prevented from voting at all or coerced into voting the white man’s 
ticket. 

Mr. HOAR. Truly 


Thy gentleness hath made thee great. 


Iam not to be frightened or ridiculed when I discuss these things 
by the taunt from any quarter that it is “shaking the bloody shirt.” 
When the garment, however humble or mean, is drenched with the 
heart’s blood of an American citizen I have but one question to put 
to my country, Anne hec vestis filii tui?—Know you if this be your 
son’s garment ? 

I agree with the gentleman that the union of nearly all the blacks 
in one political party, and of nearly all the whites in another, is a fact 
deeply to be deplored. Party spirit bears evil fruit in abundance 
when animosities of race and class do not mingle with it. But I can- 
not doubt that whether the white republican leaders have sought to 
foster this discussion on the color line or not, it would long since have 
disappeared if the leaders of the white people of Louisiana had not 
hammered and welded together the masses of the colored population 
by asystem of conduct calculated to excite in the highest degree their 
fears for their freedom, or their political and social rights. 

The people who would persuade us, and to some degree persuade 
themselves, that they are willing to give the negro all his rights 
under the Constitution seem to lose all their understanding of what 
justice and equality really mean when the negro is concerned. They 
think, and very justly, that it is a great evil to mass all the colored 
votes on one side. It never occurs to them that it is an equal evil to 
mass all the white votes on the other. On the contrary, their ani- 
mosity is specially directed against those whites who act with negroes. 
They have little reprobation for those leaders who advise the whites 
to band together in an agreement not to employ negro laborers who 
vote the radical ticket, or forcthe planters who followed the advice. 
The life of no man would be safe, as one of their witnesses very 
frankly admitted, who, when it was time to gather the cotton-crop, 
should advise negroes to refuse to work for planters who are not re- 
publicans. The white who kills a negro goes unpunished. A fear- 
ful vengeance overtakes the negro who snaps a cap at a white man. 
In parish after parish the whites turn out public officers whom they 
dislike by force, and no punishment follows. The assembling of a 
body of negroes at the command of the sheriff to maintain his lawful 
authority is followed by the Colfax massacre. 

Southern gentlemen speak with contempt of persons whom they 
term “ carpet-baggers.” The Constitution gives to every American 
citizen the right to choose his home anywhere on American soil 
and to take such part in public affairs as his fellow-citizens shall as- 
sign to him. Shall not the American citizen born on our soil have 
the rights to which we gladly welcome natives of other lands? It is 
not to the carpet-bag, but that it is held in American hands, that the 
southern democrat objects. 

The gentleman will perhaps claim that the opinions of his class at 
the South have changed since these laws were passed, and since some 
of these outrages were committed. If they have not changed, surely 
no man will be bold enough to say that the rights of the colored peo- 
ple would be safe for an instant if they were placed within the power 
of that class. But admit that they have changed and that they are 
now reconciled in opinion to the abolition of slavery and to the equal- 
ity of all persons before the law and in the rights of citizenship. 
Ah, Mr. Speaker, that is a fatal admission. What tribute could be 
grander, what concession more complete, to the success of the repub- 
lican policy of reconstruction than to confess that it has resulted in a 
change of sentiment like that. 

Will the gentleman from Mississippi claim that he does not now 
think that it is a misfortune that the rebellion did not succeed, that 
if. was a misfortune that the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments were adopted, and that this belief is not shared by his 
political associates? If this be his belief and theirs, they would be 
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strange guardians of the rights of the race which these amendments 
emancipated. But if this be not his belief and theirs, I point to their 
conversion as the most trinmphant evidence of the wisdom and the 
success of that policy which, while it has raised four millions from 
slavery to citizenship, has in ten years eradicated from the under- 
standings and the hearts of the white people of fifteen States the 


| prejudices of centuries. 


Errors in administration, mistakes in finance, extravagances in 
expenditures, confidence unworthily bestowed—these have been the 
lot of all parties in the past, and will doubtless be repeated in 
the future. Even dishonesty and corruption have existed in all par- 
ties. They must, in the nature of the case, be practiced but by a few, 


power, by the people whose resources and industries they burden 
without distinction of party. But to have changed the opinions and 
conquered the prejudices of a people angered by defeat, imbittered 
by years of bloody war, so that they have become reconciled to the 
policy and convinced of the justice of raising their former slaves, men 


themselves, this is a triumph of administration glorious and splendid, 
to which history can furnish no parallel; compared with which the 
laurels that a Czesar reaps are weeds. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not deny that in all these years the democrats of 
the South have made some progress. But it has been a progress in 
which nothing has been due to themselves. Whatever they have 
learned, either of freedom, of justice, or of republican government, 
they have learned from their opponents. 

They have been the unwilling pupils of the republican party. Like 
Dante’s souls, whose necks Satan had twisted, they have marched on 
impelled by a strength other than their own, perpetually looking back. 

So much, Mr. Speaker, for democratic legislation in the matter of 
reconstruction. It shows a concerted, crafty scheme to reduce the 
negro to a system of peonage which degraded him below the condi- 
tion of slavery, but imposed no corresponding obligation upon the 
master. This legislation, cruel and hateful as it is, is mercy itself 
compared with the conduct of southern democrats to the negro when 
freed from the restraints of the Federal power. I have given a few 
specimens, not because I desire to revive or preserve their odious or 
painful memory, but because they bear with terrible weight upon the 
issue now presented to the American people. 

The republican party, in my judgment, in prescribing the conditions 
upon which the States of the South should be re-admitted were guilty 
of one serious omission. Reeognizing and affirming in their State 
constitutions, as the people of every northern State have done, that 
a system of universal education is absolutely essential to the success 
of a system of universal suffrage, they committed the folly, the fatu- 
ity, of imposing by national authority upon the South, with their 
four millions of freedmen just freed from slavery and a still larger 
number of ignorant whites, a system of universal suffrage, making 
no provision for education. But by the Bureauof Education and by 
religious and charitable organizations and private aid we have done 
much in that direction. 

All the teachings of the Old and New Testament are summed up by 
the Author of our religion in twosimple and sublime commandments, 
on which hang all the law and the prophets. The great philosopher 
of our day, in one homely and noble verse, has expressed the whole of 
republican government in a space as brief : 

The noble craftsman w. promote, 
Disown the knave and fool ; 
ach honest man shall have his vote, 
Each child shall have his school. 

For what avail 

The plow and sail, 

Or land, or life, 

If freedom fail ? 


The gentleman makes eloquent but vague charges against the ex- 
isting administration for its conduct in relation to the Southern 
States. What one act of the Government gives him just cause of 
complaint? Does he now dare to insist on his objection to either of 
the three great amendments to the Constitution? He has ventured 
no such objection in this debate. Does he deny that Congress has 
power to enforce them? If he admits the power the duty in proper 
cases follows. Does he place himself on record as complaining of the 
policy or purpose of the legislation of 1871, by which the homes of 
his colored fellow-citizens throughout the South were protected from 
outrages such as moved the indignation of Reverdy Johnson? He 
will scarcely make that issue to-day. Does he deny that it is the duty 
of the United States to guarantee to all the States a republican gov- 
ernment, and on constitutional demand to protect the lawful govern- 
ments of the States against lawless insurrection? If he does he must 
repudiate the original Constitution as well as the amendments. The 
only reproach he utters against the Government is that the State 
governments for which it interfered were badly administered. But 
the United States is bound to support all lawful State governments 
against insurrection without considering their administration. The 
vital difference between the gentleman and the republican party is 
that he seems to think that the remedy for what he dislikes in gov 
ernment is resistance by foree. His logic would lead to the result 
that you are to vote against a State administration only when you 
like it, and revolt against it and attack its adherents with knife and 
pistol when you do not like it. 
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| who would commit, tolerate, extenuate, or overleok murder; and the republican 
| party of the North had been unanimous in making it understood with equal em. 


The gentlemen quoted#from a report of which I was the author a 
statement that the President had based his interference in Louisiana 
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on the unlawful order of a judge. 
reason a grave error on the part of the President. I now admit, as 
I declared in the report, that the order of that judge was entitled 
to no respect whatsoever, and that the assignment of that reason 
tended naturally and inevitably to influence existing discontents and 
to make the democrats of Louisiana believe that no better reason 
existed. But the report also declared that in our judgment Kellogg 
was lawfully elected; that the difficulty in ascertaining the truth 
was caused by the frauds of his opponents and their destruction or 
carrying off the returns. It was in our judgment the constitutional 
duty of the President to recognize and support Governor Kellogg. 
The whole of his error, which the gentleman from Mississippi dwells 
on as a justification or palliation for the acts of lawless violence, was 
the assignment of an unsound reason for the performance of his clear 
sworn duty. 

The two systems of dealing with the colored race are these: 

The republican party sets them free and secures their freedom by 
the Constitution itself. 

The democratic party would have left slavery to exist in Kentucky, 
Maryland, Missouri, and Delaware. 

The republican policy secures them equality before the law. 

The democrats sent white men to the penitentiary who associated 
with them on terms of equality. 

The republican policy pledged to them the whole power of the Na- 
tional Government to protect their homes from the Ku-Klux Klan. 

The democrat left it to the judgment of the Ku-Klux Klan to de- 
termine when its outrages should cease. 

The republican policy made them freemen, citizens, voters; while 
the democratic would have left them peons. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another evidence of the wisdom of the Amer- 
ican people in conferring the rights of freemen upon the colored peo- 
ple to which I think neither the House nor the country will be in- 
sensible. During the past seven years there have sat in this Hall an 
average of seven colored Representatives. Most of them had been 
slaves, deprived by the laws under which they were born of the 
right to learn to read, to attend public meetings, or to avail them- 
selves of any of the common methods of obtaining information con- 
cerning public affairs, All of them came from humble places in life 
Yet what equal number of members of this House can be chosen on 
any principle of selection that will stand higher, either for fidelity, 
wisdom, or propriety in the discharge of their high duties. Who can 
cite an instance of an improper utterance in mpeoeher of an undignified 
or unbecoming act of a colored Representative? What colored man 
has been compelled to suppress from the official reports any angry or 
intemperate utterances which have come from his heart in the heat 
of debate? Have the memories of ages of cruel oppression endured 
by their race—have the terrible cruelties of recent days wrung from 
their lips a single expression of hatred, or led them to urge on their 
political friends, who held the Government by such large majorities, 
a single measure of revenge? 

They have had to meet the most unexpected emergencies and en- 
counter the most formidable antagonists. The gentleman from New 
York, perhaps the most trained and experienced debater in this 
House, has not forgotten how in the Congress before the last the 
gentleman from South Carolina with equal courtesy and dexterity 
left him unhorsed and on his back in the sight of the House and the 
whole country. When the able gentleman from Georgia, the late 
vice-president of the southern confederacy, made his most powerful 
and carefully prepared speech to the last House on southern affairs, 
he was replied to on the instant by another colored Representative. 
It is no disparagement to the gentleman from Georgia to say, that in 
dignity, in ability, in constitutional argument, the speech of Mr. 
Elliott was in no wise inferior to that to which it was a reply. I 
mean no disrespect to anybody when I declare that the policy which 
gave to the loyal slave his right to be represented or to be a Repre- 
sentative here is as fully vindicated by its results as that which gave 
the rebel master the same rights. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said much that I have been constrained to 
utter in this debate with great relugtance and pain. The gentleman 
from Mississippi undertook to cite in his speech from a report of which 
I had the honor to be the author, extracting only such admissions as 
he could find in its pages against the conductof my political associates, 
while he was wholly silent in regard to the terrible arraignment made 
not by the report, but by the historic facts which it cites against the 
party to which he belongs. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi made a fatal and grievous error. If he and a 
few of his associates, North and South, would give the same manly 
utterance of condemnation against men who seek to accomplish po- 
litical results by murder and assassination that has come from repub- 
lican lips against republican misgovernment, the whole evils which 
distract that fair portion of our country would be over in amonth. I 
had the honor in that report to say, and I repeat it now: 

The public sentiment of the rest of the country, more potent than any legisla- 
tion, might stop the whole trouble ina month. If instead of seeking to gain par- 
tisan advantage from evils which are ruining this fair State, the two parties cf the 
North would each resolutely set its face against the evil done by its own side, little 
would remain for Congress or President. The difliculty of the southern problem 
would have disappeared long ago if the democratic party of the North had given it 
to be clearly understood that they would have no political association with men 


I think the assignment of that _— that they would have no afliliation with men who would plunder the public 


or personal gain. 


Mr. Speaker, I hate for any purpose to revive these odious and 
painful memories. Whatever oppressions have been suffered have 
been suffered by my countrymen. Whatever crimes have been com- 
mitted have been committed by my countrymen. But we cannot 
discharge our own official duty, the American people cannot wisely 
exercise its high functions of self-government without a knowledge 
of the facts of our own history, however grievous and humiliating. [ 
believe the wisdom of the people will find a peaceful and constitu- 
tional remedy for these evils whether of administration or lawless 
outrage. Ido not agree with the gentleman from Mississippi that 
that remedy is to deliver the innocent into the power of the guilty, 
or that Congress should lay down its high functions to prevent crime 
at the demand of the criminals. 

Do the democrats of the South who are concealing, apologizing 
for, abetting these crimes reflect that they are educating their young 
men to become a generation of assassins? Mr. BOUTWELLsays in his 
report: 

Thecommittee find that the young men of the State, especially those who reached 


manhood during the war or who have arrived at that condition since the war, con- 
stitate the nucleus and the main force of the dangerous element. 


Do the democracy of the North reflect that they are seeking to ob- 
tain power, not by a fair election, but by the aid of the votes of States 
in which their party is an armed conspiracy organized to overthrow 
freedom of election, and that their success is to substitute for the 
Constitution of the United States the principles and the practices of 
Mexico? 

The duty of the people is plain. Punish crime; punish corruption; 
unmask hypocrisy. But trust liberty only in the hands of her friends, 
and let the Constitution of your country be administered and defended 
by those who love it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House to the bill (7. R. No. 2571) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1377, and for other pur- 
poses, asked a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. Wrnpom, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BAYARD. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the following title, with amendments, in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2041) to amend section 2291 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3856) for the relief of William H. French jr., 
United States Army, late an Indian agent at Crow Creek, Dakota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested : 

A bill (S. No. 795) to enable Moses Marshall to make application to 
the Commissioner of Patents for the extension of letters-patent for 
improvement in knitting-machines; and 

A bill (S. No. 796) for the relief of the heirs of Sheldon 8. Hartshorn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 779) to provide for the 
sale of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians 
in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 


POLITICAL CONDITION OF THE SOUTH. 


Mr. HOOKER. In the absence of my colleague, Mr. LaMaR—— 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Mississippi will permit me to say 
before he proceeds that I took the pains to say to Mr. LAMAR some 
days ago that it was my purpose to reply to him, and yesterday to 
indicate to him that probably I would have the opportunity to do it 
to-day. I was very sorry he could not be here. 

Mr. HOOKER. In the absence of my colleague, [Mr. LaMaR,] in 
reply te whose speech the remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts in great part have been addressed, I feel it my duty, though 
coming into the House to-day with no expectation whatever of par- 
ticipating in this discussion, in his absence to say something. And 
more especially, Mr. ens do I feel this incumbent upon me be- 
cause while the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts may 
be considered as referring to the entire South, they have been con- 
fined in a very large degree to the action and conduct and legislative 
proceedings of my own State. 

I came into the Hall while the gentleman from Massachusetts was 
speaking, and while I suppose from what occurred on yesterday that 
his object was to reply to the speech of my colleague, the sentiments 
which were then falling from him would not have indicated to an 
ordinary listener what the particular topic was which engaged the 
attention of the House and to which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts had arisen to speak. For he was then digging up the events of 
the past extending pack to the administration of Washington, and 
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the great and powerful men who were gathered around that admin- 
istration. 

He was seeking out with sedulous zeal the black spots wherever he 
thought they existed in the characters of the prominent men of the 
nation and the country to which he says he is proud to-belong. He 
was holding them up to the gaze of the House and through your rec- 
ords to the gaze of the country as evidences of the fact that corrup- 
tion had always existed in the Government, even back to the days of 
Washington and his administration ; I suppose in order to induce his 
listeners to draw the inference that the corruption which had been 
exposed by the investigations of this House, the frauds upon the peo- 
ple, the peculations upon the Treasury, which had existed in his own 
party for the last fifteen years, might find some justification and some 
excuse in the history which he was thus narrating. I leave the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and the party to which he belongs the 
honor of this ghoul-like digging into the graves of the great men who 
have lived and died before us; and I hope that he and they will en- 
joy the gratification of feeling that this presentation of what he is 
pleased to term the corruption and the dishonor of his own country 
has fitly come from the party that in this age and in this centennial 
period has culminated in those qualities which he is seeking to de- 
fend. Ienvy him not the lesson which he draws from this. I envy 


him not the evident purpose for which he has drawn it, to vindicate | 


the social standing and the moral position of the party to which he 
belongs. 

The greater portion of the speech of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, as I have before remarked, refers to the action of the South- 
ern States generally with reference to the condition of the freed peo- 
ple immediately after the war. It is asserted that there is « feeling 
of hostility in the breast of the southern people toward this race, 
which would not only lead the present generation to slanghter them 
for political purposes, but which would induce the present men and 
women of the South, the present generation of southern people, to 
train up their own children as assassins. The arraignment to which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts subjected the distinguished char- 
acters he alluded to in his opening remarks was very well followed up 
by the arraignment of an entire section of his own country on a 
charge that they, by the policy and laws which they were adopting, 
were not only disposed themselves, inhumanly and brutally for party 
purposes, to murder the colored race, but were raising up their own 
children in these assassin-like ideas. 

It is extremely difficult, Mr. Speaker, amid party excitement and 
party antagonism and party acrimony to impress the mind with the 
actual truth. It is extremely difficult to discuss the question which 
has been discussed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
with coolness, calmness, and deliberation, but yet with just enough of 
the real sentiment which seems to stir his heart in this matter, to im- 
press us with the conviction that he labors under the idea that a 
whole section of this country, comprising twelve or thirteen States, 
can justly be denounced as assassins for political purposes. I say it 
is to induce the human mind to accept and acknowledge the act- 
ual truth. I believe, however, that it is the desire of the American 
people, or of the great body of the American people, without regard 
to party, to understand the question as it actually exists and arrive 
at the truth. 

Now, sir, what is the truth? At the close of the war a large body 
of citizens who had been held in slavery, in reference to whom I had 
occasion to remark in an address which I made to the House some 
time since who were born slaves without any fault of their own as 
we were born masters without any fault of our own—this large body 
of men, with about eight hundred thousand voting population, were 
at once made electors and invested with the elective franchise. The 
question as to what was to be the policy to be adopted in reference to 
them, how they were to be instructed in the new duties placed upon 
them, was a very grave question. It was not only discussed in the 
State convention, in the convention of my own State as well as oth- 
ers, but it was discussed in the Senate of the United States, and the 
most important republican Senator to-day, [Mr. Morton, of Indiana, ] 
under a resolution adopted then, proceeded to my own State in 1867 
to make an investigation. When the question arose as to what was 
the course to be pursued in regard to the recently enfranchised peo- 
a and as to how soon they could be safely invested with the ballot, 
1¢ took a position more extreme than any southern man; he took a 
position in consonance with the law of the gentleman’s own State of 
Massachusetts in 1814, and repeated in the revision of her laws in 1336, 
that the colored persons who had been recently enfranchised by the re- 
sults of the war ought to undergo a period of probation of from seven 
to ten years to qualify them to exertise the elective franchise intelli- 
gently, and when this was charged in the Senate Chamber by the dis- 


tinguished Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. STEVENSON,] it was ad- | 


mitted by the gentleman from Indiana that he took that position 
too. I say, therefore, that it was not strange that a very grave ques- 
tion was presented to the convention which met in Mississippi in 
1865. It adopted a constitution recognizing the freedom of the col- 
ored man. When the Legislature met, the first Legislature called af- 
ter the adoption of that constitution, that Legislature was composed 
largely of what were known as Union men, the men who had consti- 
tuted the old whig party of the State. I believe that that Legisla- 
ture was composed without exception of men of that class, and that 
Legislature, to whose action the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
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referred, elected to represent the State of Mississippi two gentlemen 
distinguished for their devotion to the Union, men who had subjected 
themselves to some odium during the war and had incurred some sac- 
rifices; I allude to the late Chief Justice Sharkey and to the present 
republican Senator, [James L. ALCoRN.] These were men who were 
elected by that Legislature to represent the sovereignty of the State 
in the Senate of the United States, showing what was the character 
and complexion of the men who composed that Legislature. Now 
the statute of the State of Mississippi has been referred to which 
provides that a colored man should be required to have his residence 
by the Ist of January. 

Sir, these people were all homeless and houseless; they were un- 
provided for; they had no means. They were made citizens; and I 
undertake to assert that no man from a northern State, from the State 
of Massachusetts, which was the first to manumit her slaves, down to 
New Jersey, which was the last to manumit her slaves, that no State 
enacted penal laws, and controlling laws, and iimiting laws with re- 
gard to the rights of the new-made citizens as to rights of life and 
property less penal than did the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman mean to say that there were no 
persons in Mississippi who desired to impose extreme penal laws upon 
the colored people? 

Mr. HOOKER. I mean to say this, that so far as the Legislature 
was concerned the members of that Legislature were known as Union 
men, and I suppose a Union man in Mississippi is as good as a Union 
man in Massachusetts. 

Now I believe, according to the revision of the laws of Massachu- 
setts made in 1814, that State imposed more penal laws upon her col- 
ored citizens than Mississippi did, and I will refer to one section of 
her laws. I refer now to the statute of Massachusetts on page 306 of 
the revision of her code of 1814, and I will say that those were laws 
which were passed by the State of Massachusetts with regard to her 


| colored people. Negroes were not allowed to be enrolled in her mili- 


tia, but they were required to attend the militia meetings and to do 
such service as might be assigned to them. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to say that that act was passed in conse- 
quence of an act of Congress which inserted the word “ white” in 
the militia law. 

Mr. HOOKER. Because the act of Congress contained the word 
“white ?” 

Mr. HOAR. The act of Congress contained the word “ white,” and 
therefore the State could not constitutionally include negroes in the 
militia, though it would have done so very gladly. The negro sat in 
the Legislature of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILLIS. The act of Congress had nothing to do with the 
State militia. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, it had. 

Mr. WILLIS. No; it was the national militia. 

Mr. HOAR. There was no national militia. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman says that arose from the fact that 
in regulating the question of militia in Massachusetts they were con- 
trolled by an act of Congress. I supposed the gentleman would say 
that the act of Congress required that they should enroll the white 
militia, and therefore they had not the power to enroll the negroes 
in the militia. If they could not do that, then why did they require 
the negro to attend and perform menial services? If you did not 
intend to give them an equal position in the militia, why require 
their attendance for such purposes as that? 

Further, by the same legislation negroes and mulattoes were pro- 
hibited from entertaining any negro or mulatto servant, were pun- 
ishable under a penalty of five shillings for each offense ; and if they 
were unable to pay the fine, they were to work at hard labor in the 
house of correction for two days for each shilling of the five. 

Now what is the temper of that law anditsspirit? Was it enacted 
in reference to the perfect freedom and perfect equality of the colored 
man? And further, the statute recited in its preamble that great 
change and inconvenience have occurred in divers towns by releas- 
ing and setting free negro and mulatto slaves, and it enacts that no 
such person shall be freed until bond and security shall be first given 
to indemnify the town against such negro or mulatto becoming a 
charge on the town. ‘That was a law enacted in Indiana at a very 
late day. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman say that that was a law of Mas- 
sachusetts ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; it isin your revised code of 1814. 

Mr. YEATES. Iam sorry the gentleman does not know his own 
State laws. 

Mr. HOAR. I may perhaps be ignorant, but I never heard of a re- 


| vised code of 1214 of the laws of Massachusetts. 


Mr. HOOKER. Upon the same page, section 748, it is enacted that 
if any negro or mulatto shall strike any person of the English or 
other Christian nation, he shall be punished by a severe whipping, at 
the discretion of the justice. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Mississippi will pardon me, but 
he is certainly under some grave mistake ; there never was a revised 
code of Massachusetts in 1514, 

Mr. HOOKER. It isso recited here. 

Mr. HOAR. Then you haveawrong citation. The law which you 
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have read, about setting negroes free upon condition of giving a 
bond, is absolutely repugnant to our constitution. The constitution 
of Massachusetts of 1750 provides that all men shall be free and 
equal, That clause was put in by John Lowell for the purpose of 
abolishing slavery in Massachusetts ; and the next year, in a case in 
my own town of Worcester, the supreme court held that every slave 
was ipso facto emancipated by the constitution. And if the gentle- 
man has any citation from any quarter of any law of Massachusetts 
of 1814 that a negro should be set free only on condition of giving 
bond, then all I can say is that if there ever was any such statute 
passed it was absolutely repugnant to our constitution, and never 
went into effect, and never could have gone into effect. I think the 
gentleman must have the wrong State. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think not; and there is more of the same kind. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend from the Essex district [Mr. THomMpson] 
suggests that the gentleman must have some publication made in 1814 
of old ante-revolutionary laws. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not know how far back the revision extends, 
but it shows what your law was at one time. 

Mr. HOAR. If the gentleman means to say that there was in Mas- 
sachusetts, before the constitution of that State abolished slavery, 
in old colonial times, some statute which required that slaves should 
not be set free without giving bond to save the town from charge, 
then he is very probably right; and there was a similar provision 
in regard to any white persons moving into a town; they could be 
warned out of the town by any freeholder, unless they could insure 
the town against liability of charge on their account. 

Mr. HOOKER. Lhope the gentleman will not interrupt me further. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman will excuse me; I am very sorry to 
interrupt him. But he would not certainly wish to appear as stating 
that Massachusetts passed in 1814 any such law as he has read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not say so. I said that your revised code of 
1814 stated that that was the law of Massachusetts, and I so state 
again. 

Mr. HOAR. That may have been some ancient law of a hundred 
years ago. 

Mr. HOOKER. That may be. But in the early days, when you 
had slaves in Massachusetts, before it was your interest to manumit 
them and you did manumit them, you showed a temper and spirit 
of hardship toward this race greater than the South ever did, though 
they were comparatively insignificant and few in number in Massa- 
chusetts, whereas with us they constitute a very large portion of the 
population. Hence it may be that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will find a proper answer to the comment he has made of the 
fact that there are now sitting, and have been sitting in this House 
since the war, anumber of intelligent colored men representing their 
own race and speaking upon this floor in their vindication and for 
their interest. 

If it be true, sir, that there stirred in the blood of the gentleman or 
his ancestors that love of the freed race, why is it, if you made them 
free in 1780, that you never gave to the 14,000 freedmen that you had 
in Massachusetts a representative in the Halls of the national Legis- 
lature or allowed them to speak for their people ? LAeeenee) Why 
is it that that is not the case in one single northern State? It is be- 
cause they were only one to one hundred in Massachusetts, and be- 
cause in New Jersey, and all along down that range of States, they 
occupied the same relation, there being in New Jersey one colored 
man to about forty-six and one-half white people. I happened to be 
in New Jersey at one time, and saw some of these colored men. They 
were very intelligent, as intelligent as some of the colored gentlemen 
who now siton this floor. Ifthecolored man was beloved by the people 
of New Jersey and elsewhere in the North, why was it that they did 
not select some of these men to represent the interests of their race 
in the Halls of the national Legislature or of the State Legislatures ? 
The manumission of the race in the South occurred as the necessary 
and legitimate result of the war; and I now state, upon my honor as 
a Representative on this floor, that I have yet to hear of one man, 
woman, or child within the limits of the State of Mississippi express 
the wish that their condition could be changed again. On the con- 
trary, we accepted that result with the frankness and openness and 
sincerity with which we accepted every other legitimate result of the 
war. We had periled all save our honor in the contest, and we lost all; 
and when the war closed, when the terms of arbitrament were agreed 
to by the men who had crossed swords and bayonets on the battle- 
lield, we were prepared to stand by those terms of arbitrament. But 
your politicians, who had shouldered no musket and drawn no sword, 
when they come into these Halls and the halls of our State Legisla- 
tures wanted to keep alive, as they do now, the animosities and the 
ranklings and the bitter spirit of the war. Why? They imagined, 
and naturally enough, that a simple-hearted, innocent, guileless race, 
taking them in the main and in the bulk, and uninfluenced and untanght 
by the midnight teacher who came there in the shape of the “carpet- 
bagger” after the war—they knew that this simple class of people 
might naturally be appealed to to support those who had freed them, 
those who, in the language of the republican speakers, had “ struck 
from their ankles and their wrists the chains of servitude.” There- 
fore the republican party thought that they would be able to control 
the vote of the Southern States because they would be able to con- 
trol the vote of the colored man; and I regret to say that for six long 
years, from 1869 to 1875, they did use this simple-hearted race, who 
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were, in the main, the tillers of our land; they did bind them together 
for political purposes. They thought they would hold them there 
forever; that they would be able to utilize them for party purposes 
by controlling their votes. 

Sir, I tell you that now those people are beginning to understand 
that the intimate material relations existing between the white man 
of the South and the colored man of the South, the unity of interest, 
the identity of material prosperity or adversity, make their union 
socially, and to a large extent politically, a necessity. 

They have, I say, been used by this party; and only last winter, 
when your “force bill” was under discussion, when, after you had 
given to the South by your legislation ten years of misrule, little less 
onerous than the four years of war, you introduced your “ force bill” 
for the purpose of putting those States back under military power, 
the organ of the Administration in this city, the organ of the repub- 
lican party here to-day, said while that bill was pending that it was 
necessary the measure should pass—for what? Tosecure peace to that 
distressed land? ‘To pour oil upon the troubled waters? O, no; it 
was necessary that you should still “shake the bloody shirt” with the 
fond hope that you would be able to divide the southern white man 
and the southern black man. That was the purpose. That organ 
went further and remarked that it must be remembered that since 
these 800,000 colored men had been invested with the ballot, since the 
ratio of representation had been thus increased in this House and the 
power of the South thus enlarged in the electoral college, it only re- 
quired fifty electoral votes besides those of the South to elect the 
President ; and hence the South must be put under military rule, in 
order that those electoral votes might be made republican. 

My attention is called by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] to 
the following: 

ROOMS OF THE STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE, 
Indianapolis, September 3, 1874. 

Dear Str: I desire to call your attention to the horrible scenes of violence and 
bloodshed transpiring through the South, and suggest that you give them as great 
prominence as possible in your paper from this time until after the election. 

THOMAS J. BRADY, Chairman. 

Eprror OF Union, Rensellaer, Indiana. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi whether that Thomas J. Brady is not now the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, recently appointed ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I believe he is the same person. 

I wish to recur for a moment to the laws passed in various north- 
ern States upon the relations of the races. In the revision of the 
statutes of Rhode Island of 1822, page 371, (Rhode Island being one 
of the States that manumitted their slaves,) intermarriage between 
whites and blacks was prohibited, and such marriages were declared 
void. This provision was continued in the revision of 1857, page 312, 
and also in the revision of 1872, page 325, seven years after the war 
had closed; and any person joining such persons in marriage was 
liable to a fine of $200. Whites only were allowed to vote, as will be 
tound by reference to the revision of 1822, page 89. 

Granting license for keeping taverns, ale-houses, victualing-houses, 
cook-shops, oyster-shops, and for retailing liquors, were prohibited to 
“any colored or black persons; nor shall any white person duly li- 
censed suffer any black or colored person in his employ, or his agent, 
to sell any liquor whatever, under the penalty of forfeiting such 
license.” (Revision of 1822, page 296.) 

There was the freedom which another northern State gave to the 
colored man! There was the freedom of action allowed to him there. 
That is the temper and spirit in which this law was passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi for his 
information that there was a similar law in reference to intermarriage 
to that which he has referred to in Massachusetts down to 1832. 

Mr. HOOKER. I knew there was, and only refrained from reading 
it seeing how much distressed it made the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. [Langhter.] I did not quote any more on his account; I 
went to another State, thinking that he would be less sensitive. 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. HOAR. We deprived them of the right of intermarriage and 
the right to sell liquor. We admit it frankly. Does the gentleman 
think that is equivalent to selling them into slavery? 

Mr. HOOKER. I come now to the State of Connecticut. Slavery 
was abolished in 1784 by declaring free all born of slave mothers after 
that time; but these children were bound to serve their owners until 
the age of twenty-five years. Those born before were continued in 
slavery. (See Jackson rs. Bullock, 2 Connecticut Reports, page 33.) 

Here you observe what is the temper and what is the disposition of 
these States on this subject. 

In Vermont, I suppose for the same reason, only whites were allowed 
to serve in the militia. (Revision of 1825, page 611.) This provision 
continued in the Revision of 1840, page 577, and Revision of 1850, 
page 630, and left out in Revision of 1570, page 645. 

In Maine marriages between whites and negroes prohibited. (Re- 
vision of 1841, page 359; continued in Revision of 1857, page 390; 
and also in Revision of 1871, page 483.) 

Citizens of United States only voters, excluding blacks, as they 
were not citizens. (Constitution of Maine of 1819, article 2.) 

We come next to Pennsylvania. Slavery was abolished in this 
State in 1780.. (Dunlap Revision, page 126. 

The act, after an eloquent recital of the wrongs of slaves and the 
evils of slavery, and a reference to the happy condition of the whites 
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in escaping the slavery to which they had been doomed by the Brit- 
ish, and declaring the whites by long experience had been weaned 


from prejudices, and that their hearts were now filled with benevo- 


lence and kindness toward all men, and that in justice to the unhappy 
slaves they now proceeded to act, then merely set free those who shall 


be born within the State after the passage of the act, retaining all 


others in slavery, with a proviso, however, that. all so born and set 
free should be servants and bound to their owners till they were 
twenty-eight years of age. 

That was the temper in Pennsylvania years ago. They were not 
allowed, according to Purdon’s Digest, page 1269; Brightly’s Pur- 
don’s Digest, page 829, to serve on the jury. Whites only were al- 
lowed to vote until 1870. Negroes and mulattoes were excluded from 
militia duty until 1870. 

In New Jersey, which I have already remarked was the last State 
to manumit, an act passed February, 1820, for the gradual abolition 
of slavery made free every child born of a slave since July 4, 1804, 


of bis or her mother as if bound to service by the overseers of the 
poor until the male children were twenty-eight and the female twenty- 
one years of age. (Revision of 1847, page 360.) 

On the 18th of April, 1846, (same revision, page 380,) an act was 
passed to abolish slavery tinally, and every slave then in the State 
was made free; but every such freedman was made an apprentice to 
his then owner, who was only allowed to discharge him from service 
by procuring the certificate of the overseer of the poor and of two 


owner would give bond with security that the negro would not be- 
come a charge on the county. 


The children of these apprentices were to be supported by their | 


masters till they were six years old; and then, in all cases, were to be 
bound as poor children by the overseers of the poor, the owner hav- 


ing the preference. Persons enticing away such apprentices were de- | 


clared guilty of a misdemeanor, and fined $100; and persons harbor 
ing such apprentices were made liable to pay $1 for each day they so 
harbored them. Only whites were allowed to be enrolled in the mili- 
tia, (ibid., 745,) and only whites were entitled to vote. (See consti- 
tution of 1847, article 2.) Its constitution, as far as I have been able 
to learn, has not been changed. 

It is rather a mild provision in the laws of Mississippi on the sub- 
ject of vagrancy when you put it side by side with the laws of New 
Jersey. It is so in Ohio, and in Indiana, and in various other States 
of the Union. 

Mr. CASON. I desire to state that in Indiana the laws you refer to 
were passed when the democrats were in the majority. And since the 
war all efforts to repeal those laws have been resisted almost unani- 


mously by the democratic party. The democratic party has almost | 
unanimously voted against repeal, while the republican party has | 


insisted upon their repeal. The laws were passed when the demo- 
cratic party had control of Indiana. 
Mr. HOOKER. Let us see what they provided by law in Indiana. 
Mr. CASON. Yes, sir; you can prove anything. You can prove 


cratic party. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is enough. In Indiana by statutes (see re- 
vision of 1831, page 375) free negroes were prohibited from settling 
in the State unless bond and security for $100 in each case was given 
that he should not become a charge on the county as a pauper, and it 
was provided that if the negro was convicted of any penal offense 


liable to be fined $1,000. 

A negro or mulatto having one-fourth negro blood could not be a 
witness for or against a white,person. (Ibid., page 404.) 

By the first constitution, adopted in 1816, only whites were allowed 
to vote, (article 6, section 1,) and only whites could be in the militia. 
(Article 7, section 11.) Marriages between whites and blacks were 
prohibited, and if such persons should go out of the State to marry, 
the marriage was void in Indiana. Whites and blacks or mulattoes 
intermarrying were liable to imprisonment in the penitentiary from 


one to ten years, and all persons aiding in or advising such marriage | 
were punishable in the same way; and any person concealing or har- | 


boring whites and negroes who had intermarried, with intent to pre- 


vent their detection and punishment, were punishable in the peniten- | 


tiary from one to five years. (Ibid., pages 595 and 970.) 

No want of religious belief in whites was a ground to exclude them 
as witnesses, but blacks and mulattoes were excluded in cases for or 
against whites. (Revision of 1843, page 719.) This provision was in 
force at least as late as 1862. (Gavin & Hord’s Statutes, volume 2, 
page 166.) 

The constitution of Indiana, made in 1851 and still remaining as then 
written, at least as late as 1870, prohibits negroes and mulattoes from 
voting ; article 5, section 5, and article 13 of that constitution pro- 
hibits negroes and mulattoes from moving to and settling in the 
State ; and that constitution makes void any contract made with ne- 
gtoes and mulattoes so coming into the State; and all persons em- 


| Vision is still in force. (Davis's Supplement of 1870, page 341.) 


| tion itself 
but provided that such child should remain the servant of the owner | 


| be 80, Mr. Spe ak« fe? FF 


| casion to say to the House not long since, that tl 


|} man from Indiana, [ Mr 





l 
| white people were asleep these emissaries | 
’ | colored race and told them that an inevital 
(however trivial, as an affray or gaming) the whole bond was for- | 
feited. A negro settling in the State, and failing to give the bond, | 
was to be hired out by a public officer for six months unless he removed | 
from the State, and any person hiring or harboring such a negro was | 
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ploying them or encouraging them to settle in the State were liable 


to be fined from $50 to S50 Ww 
In the Revision of 1852, page 
out as to intermarriage be 
By statute, negroes coming into the State to settle in violation of 
the constitution were liable to be fined from $10 to $500. (Revision 
of 1852, page 376.) And by that constitution negroes and mulattoes 
were excluded from the militia Article 12, section 1 This pro- 


361, the same prov ision heretofore set 


tween whites and blacks was continued. 


In 1860 negroes and mulattoes were not liable to school taxes nor 


entitled to the benefit of school funds in Indiana. Gavin & Hord’s 
Rev ision, volume 1, prabere 542. This prov ision re-enacte don 6th of 
March, 1265. Davis’s Supplement, page 440. 

Very stringent laws were passed to carry out that provision of the 
constitution which prohibited negroes from settling in the State, and 
these were not repealed until 22d February, 1867, but the constitu- 
remained unchanged in 1870, and is probably so at this 
time. 


Now the gentleman says tha 1is was done by democrats. If it 


ly a forcible illustration of what I had oe- 
he relation between 
the races is one which is not political and ought never to be made so, 
but is social in its character. 


, and has only been political since the 
war, simply by the effort t 


, o convert them to the uses and purposes 
as voters at the ballot-box for the one party as againstthe other. That 


| has been the policy of the legislation that has been mlopted. 
justices that such apprentice proposed to be freed was of sound mind | 


and capable of making a support, or without such certificate if the 


Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman inform the House 
Mr. HOOPER. Iam asked to yield for 
ANDERS. ] 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Inreply to my colleague from Indiana, 
I wish to say that the thirteenth article of the constitution of In 
diana was submitted to the peop 


a moment to the gentle- 


| ple of that State as a separate propo- 
sition. It was an article that prohibited negroes or mulattoes from 
vant to say that iit article was adopted 
jority in the State; republicans and democrats all voting 

Mr. ROBINSON. There 
time, 

Mr. YEATES 

Mr. HOAR. What I desire to ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
is this, if he will allow me to ask him a single question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Do not make it a long one, please. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the modein which these people attempted 
to use the negroes? Was it not in the way of asking their votes 
and asing arguments with them? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will inform you on that subject as I proceed. I 
will remark in reply to what has fallen from the gentleman from In- 
diana that I think the distinguished Senator who now represents in 
part the State of Indiana in the other branch of Congress [ Mr. Mor- 
TON] was a member of the Legislature which passed these laws. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. And a democrat. 
Mr. HOOKER. And he ought to be good authority on that sub- 


was no republican party in Indiana at that 


Did not Mr. Morton vote for it ? 


| ject. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR] asks me a ques- 
they enacted the most infamous laws; but it was done by the demo- 


tion. He asks how his party attempted to use the negroes. They 
among them who acted 


attempted to use them by sending emissaries 
like the man who, instead of coming boldly to your front door and 


asking to be permitted to make your acquaintance, steals in through 
your back gate during the night. And midnight hours when the 
eld meetings with the 
le hostility existed be 
tween them and the whites of the southern country, just as they are 
told now; insisted that that hostility was irreconcilable, that it could 
not be reconciled, and that if they would retain their freedom they 
must go to the polls and vote in solid phalanx for the republican 
party. 


Mr. CONGER. I would like to ask the gentleman if they could 


| have met the colored people in any other way except by stealth? 


Mr. HOOKER. I will give you the whole history if you will only 
keep quiet. 

Mr. HOAR. Did they not state the outrages which were being 
committed as the reason for holding the meetings in the way they 


| did? 


Mr. HOOKER. Idonotknow. I did not hear many of them. Those 
meetings were held at midnight, when I was asleep. 

Mr. HOAR. From all you knew about it was not that the fact ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me refer now to Arkansas, one of the States 
which have been recently reconstructed under democtratie rule, and 
where you have not heard of a single disturbance there since it has 
been reconstructed, as in Virginia, Mississippi, and Alabama, where 
these veople evince their desire for good government, and appreciate 
the necessity of a union with the old white people of the country, as 
not only the only safety, politically, but the only safety socially, the 
only safety from the wolf which is at the door of all the people, white 
and colored, in our country. In Alabama they recently rolled up a 
majority of thirty-odd thousand in favor of the democratic party ; 
and I tell you they will do it in every State of the Union. [Applause. ]} 
I do not despair of seeing it everywhere, when they are left to deter- 


mine freely for themselves without the bands and shackles of party 


| ties, which party they will vote with. 
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Now, in Arkansas, I am informed by mry friend Judge WILSHIRE 
that three hundred and seven commissioned offices are held by col- 
ored men under the democratic administration. Did you ever have 
that many in Massachusetts, or the tenth part of that number? Did 
you ever have it in any State which has a mixed population? I tell 
you, Mr. Speaker, and I say to tlris House, and I say it from my own 
profound conviction of the trathfulness of what I say, that amidst 
all the shaking of the bloody shirts, amidst all the desire of politi- 
cians to divide us, there is no friend of the colored man more sincere 
and more honest than he who was master in the time when the rela- 
tions prevailed of master and slave. 

Mr. SMALLS. That is not so. 

Mr. HOOKER. You think not? 

Mr. SMALLS again rose. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, that is your opinion, Take your seat now, 
I do not want to be interrupted any further. Ido not expect that 
any white politician or any colored politician is likely to admit any 
such thing. 

Mr. SMALLS. The colored people never voted the democratic 
ticket except under intimidation. 

Mr. HOOKER. They bave voted it in my State, and they are form- 
ing democratic associations there now in the very county where the 
capital is situated, the county of Hinds, where Governor Ames pre- 
sided in the executive office, where the marshals of the United States 
were with their forces; where the Army of the United States was 
stationed. In that county of Hinds William A. Montgomery testified 
before the committee sent to my State that they not only formed 
such associations by dozens, but by whole companies. And I myself 
saw at Edwards’ Depot, in the lower portion of that county, in 1875, 
as many as two hundred and fifty to three hundred colored men rid- 
ing in the ranks of the democratic party and bearing the banners of 
the democratic party. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will my colleague allow me to make one state- 
ment? 

Mr. HOOKER, I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. SINGLETON. In confirmation of what my colleague states, I 
desire to say that I attended a barbecue at Yazoo City after the elec- 
tion was over; and I state it on my veracity—doubt it who will— 
that I saw hundreds and thousands of colored men in line with their 
banners and music, celebrating the democratic victory. My colleague, 
Mr. LAMAR, was present and made a speech. I made a short speech 
myself. And that is in the county from which I received a dispatch 
this morning invNing me to a grand barbacue, gotten up in part or 
in whole by colored people. 

Mr. SMALLS. If they were not hunted down by Ku-Klux and 
made to go into the democratic ranks they never would go into them. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is not so; that is alldone away with. Every- 
body knows that in that vountry there was no such thing. 

I asserted the other day, and it cannot be denied, that in the whole 
State south of Pearl River there was not one single effort at intimi- 
dation anywhere. In many of the counties lying south of that river 
they had organized the colored people into clubs; that I know was 
the case in Rankin County, and it was also in the county where the 
capital is situated. There existed under the capital of the State, 
right under the walls of the capitol, where the governor was and the 
ottices of the government; it is a very remarkable fact that under 
the law supervisors were appointed to conduct the election in every 
district, and not one of these supervisors reported any irregularities 
in the election.of 1°75. 

Sir, we of Mississippi are spending thousands of dollars, as I said to 
a gentleman with whom I was speaking yesterday, every year in going 
to Alabama and to Georgia to bring colored men to cultivate our lands. 
We bring them there for the purpose of using them as cultivators of 
our soil, and we find no difficulty in inducing them to leave the over- 
flowed land, the sterile land in those States to come to the more fer- 
tile lands of the valley. Do you believe that men will expend their 
money to import them there, even if there were no sentiment of hu- 
manity or the common feeling of one man to another whatever may 
be the color of his skin, would as a question of interest take a shot-gun 
and go out and shoot men down? Sir, it is not true, as I said the other 
day; it is a slander on both races. The great bulk of both races live 
together harmoniously. Here and there there is a bad white man and 
here and there there is a bad colored man, and so far as disturbances 
have occurred in Mississippi I assert without fear of contradiction that 
the first disturbance which ever occurred between the white and col- 
ored race was under the administration of Governor Ames, who re- 
cently fled the State while articles of impeachment were pending 
against him before the Legislature. At the time of the first disturb- 
ance in the county of Warren, in which my own little farm chances 
to lie, a proclamation was issued by Crosby, the colored sheriff of the 
county, calling upon the negroes to band together and march upon 
Vicksburgh and insist upon his institution in office. 

The republican State attorney, General Harris, in a letter recently 
published in the New York Herald, stated that in a conversation which 
occurred between himself and Governor Ames and other republicans 
when Ames advised Crosby to insist upon his rights, it was asked, 
“Are you not afraid this will lead to bloodshed?” That question 
was asked by Harris, the attorney-general of the State then and now, 
and Ames’s reply was, “The blood of twenty-five or thirty colored 
men would be of service to the republican party now.” Up to the 7th 
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of December, 1874, there never had been anything like a serious con- 
flict of races in the State of Mississippi, but when that proclamation 
was issued by the colored sheriff of Warren County three armed 
bands of volored men marched on three separate roads toward the 
city of Vicksburgh. They were met on the confines of the city. The 
gentleman who headed the white people sent a messenger to treat 
with them, but they declined any offers and a conflict ensued in 
which several colored men were killed. 

Sir, were the white people of Vicksburgh to lic supinely down and 
allow their lives and property to be destroyed and their wives and 
children to be slaughtered? Ah, sir, they would have been some- 
thing more or less than men if they had not taken up arms in de- 
fense of their households and of theircity. They did it, and I say 
that was the first outrage or difficulty between the two races that oc- 
curred in the State of Mississippi, and it was precipitated by the bad 
advice of the republican governor, General Ames, and by the incon- 
siderate action of Sheriff Crosby, of Warren County. 

I say, sir, in no instance has there been a case of conflict between 
the two races by the deliberate desire of the white race. On the con- 
trary, in every act and declaration of the democratic party from 1869 
to the present time, we have always said to the colored population : 
“You have been made voters by the Constitution of the United States 
and are free to cast your votes for us or against us.” That is the only 
appeal that has ever been made to the colored race upon that subject. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, if you make it short. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman deny that there were seven 
reguiarly organized and armed companics of white men in Vicks- 
burgh for a month before this outrage on the city, who paraded the 
streets during the election in August and kept up their organization, 
taking the very arms furnished to the negroes themselves ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Sit down and I will inform you. 

Mr. CONGER. I shall not sit down; I do not like that dictatorial 
way of addressing me. 

Mr. HOOKER. I am entitled to the floor, and have been inter- 
rupted enough. Idecline to yield further. [answer the gentleman’s 
inquiry by saying that there never was any disposition on the part of 
the white people of Vicksburgh to arm themselves or organize, until 
a colored company, furnished by the State with arms and commanded 
by a man by the name of Hall, paraded the streets, occupying both the 
roadway and the sidewalk, so that the ladies of Vicksburgh walked the 
streets with difficulty. Whenthat was done there was an organization 
of a company commanded by Colonel Miller, a leading member of the 
bar of Vicksburgh, one of the kindest, justest, and most upright men 
that I know in the State of Mississippi. Whatever he did on the oc- 
casion which has been referred to was done in defense of the city. 

Did the white people go to the peaceable plantations where they 
were to seek this controversy? It so happened that my own place 
was in that county, and when this disturbance occurred I went to it. 
Twocolored men had passed through it, dressed in semi-nniform, and 
they proposed to the colored people on my place that they should 
unite in this march on Vicksburgh. Their answer was: Our riglits 
have not been invaded ; no injustice has been done us; we have not 
been attacked and outraged by white men; the owner of this place 
does not propose to do it, and we do not suppose he intends to let 
anybody else do it. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me one other question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Not now. Now, in regard to this organization, 
there are numbers of the ablest men in the city of Vicksbargh who 
are willing to attest under oath that there never was an attempt at 
an organization there until this attempt was made to arm the colored 
people against the white people. I believe that is the feeling every- 
where throughout the State. It would be as absurd for us to say that 
we wanted to slaughter this race, that we wanted to oppress them, as 
it would be for the manufacturers who have built up the brick walls 
of Lowell to turn upon their operatives and endeavor to oppress and 
slaughter them. 

Now I venture to assert that if we had sent emissaries from the 
Southern States to the city of Lowell, and had asked her industrious 
and hard-working operatives to meet us in one of their balls, and had 
endeavored to inculcate the lesson that capital was grinding down 
labor and that they were not sufficiently compensated for their labor— 
if southern men had done that in the town of Lowell they would have 
been found the next morning ornamenting the handsome lamp-posts 
of that city, and nobody would have doubted that they deserved it. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question ? ‘ 

Mr. HOOKER. My time is almost out, and I cannot yield further; 
but for that I would yield. It would be no more unnatural for north- 
ern capital to turn against the men who by their bone and sinew 
make their capital valuable to them than it would be for the south- 
ern men to turn against their laboring population. All over the 
State of Mississippi there is this intimate relation existing between 
the colored and the white people. They are all united together in 
attempting to make a common living by the culture of the soil main- 
ly; for 80 per cent. of our population, composed in large part of these 
colored people, are engaged in farming operations. 

It is cruel, it is inhuman, it is an outrage in any party for party 
purposes and objects to endeavor to stir up bad blood between the 
old white master of the South and the old slave of the South. If 
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you leave them alone, as they have been left in Virginia, in Arkan- 
sas, in Alabama, and in Georgia, the relations between the two races 


will adjust themselves upon a fair and just foundation, upon the prin- | 


ciple of full and equal protection under the law, the full and equal 


right of sufirage, which is accorded to the colored men. And the | 


coloured man like the white man, as he becomes instructed and in- 
formed, will vote with the one party or the other as his judgment 
may determine. 

That is all we have ever asked, that they shall be allowed to the 
limited extent that many of them are educated and are able to reason 
to speak and to act forthemselves. Why is it that you northern men 
want to raise a wall of division between the two races that occupy 


the South? Do you want to press your own white Caucasian race | the gentleman from Mississippi to print additional remarks? 
| Chair hears none. 
press them, and to use the colored race as the engine of oppression ? | 


to the earth, to grind them down into the soil? Do you want to op- 


If not, then why is it that whenever, as now, light begins to dawn 


upon the horizon of the vexed civil and unfortunate political ques- | 


tion—why is it that when left to their own judgment free to act for 
themselves and the dawn of the eraof reconciliation has begun, you 


rise in your places in the Congress of the United States and declare 
that there is hostility on the part of the white race toward the black 


race ? 


He stands under the Constitution and the laws upon a perfectly level 


I say that the party, be it what it may, that undertakes to subject 
one race, whether white or black, to the oppression of the other for 
party purposes is guilty of an inhumanity fouler and more worthy 
of being stigmatized than any act that can justly be charged upon 
any southern community. 

1 believe that if you will leave these two races to themselves, to 
govern their own portion of the country in their own way, there will 
be perfect peace and quiet. Members of each race are voters ; mem- 
bers of each race are jurors; each race has the right to testify in 


; aT 
cases where any person, white or black, is affected. I have sat in 


my own court-house and seen cases tried where there were ten black 
men on the jury and only two whites, and white men were the only 
parties in the controversy. 

I went to the neighboring State of Louisiana, to which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has alluded as copying the ob- 
noxious laws of Mississippi; I went to that State to defend a young 


white man who had been charged with shooting a colored man. He 


was tried before twelve black jurors, not a white man on the jury. 
The district attorney who tried the case, when appealed to, had not 
the magnanimity to withdraw his challenge against the only two 
white men who appeared and were not debarred from sitting on the 
jury trying the case. 

To show the present feeling in the North on the subject of clecting 


colored men to office, I will read the following from the New York | 


Herald of August &, 1876: 

One of the phrases oftenest used about the Southern States is that they ‘ must 
become like the North.” “We want to make Louisiana like the North,” saida 
very prominent republican of that State the other day. ‘‘ We want to make Mis 
sissippi like the Norf,” said a colored sheriff of that State not long ago to a north- 
ern traveler, who replied to him gravely, * You are sheriff of this county, my 
friend; you cannot write a sentence correctly; you can barely read; you own less 
than five hundred dollars’ worth of property in the world ; yet you are sheriff of 
a great county, and you want to have your State like the North. Believe me when 
I tell you that there is not a State nor county in all the North where ten men could 
be found to nominate you for sheriff, or, in fact, for any office whatever. I do not 
speak it to offend you, but to inform you. If you lived anywhere in the North, 
even in Massachusetts or the western reserve of Ohio, no soul would ever for a mo- 
ment think of nominating you even for constable, much less sheriff. You would be 
a patient and contented day laborer or farmer, and your wildest dreams would not 
lead you to think of office.” Is notthis true? And if so, when we echo the southern 
republican’s or the southern negro’s cry that the South shall be ‘like the North 
ought we not to think what that means? Louisiana has a negro lientenant-gov 
ernor; Mississippi had one until he was impeached for bribery. Almost every 
southern State has colored State officers, hook sheriffs, colored tax-collectors, 
colored judges, colored school officers. In this are they not unlike, very unlike, 
“the North?” Frederick Douglass is a cultivated man, an eloquent speaker, a 
forcible writer, a man of property, a good citizen. What party in New York has 
ever thought of nominating him for lieutenant-governor ? 


These are the sentiments of a fair-minded and impartial journal, 
and Isubmit it is a complete and perfect vindication of the views which 
I have expressed to the House, and which I feel all men outside of the 
poor and simple politician, who, looking beyond the peace and pros- 
perity of the common country, regards alone that which promises 
success to the republican party. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 


During the delivery of Mr. HooKEr’s remarks, at the expiration of 
one hour, 


Mr. RANDALL obtained the floor. 
Mr. MILLS. [hope the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Hooker] 
may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would be very glad to allow the gentleman 
from Mississippi to go on—— 


Mr. HOOKER. I do not desire it. 
_Mr. RANDALL. If the public business were not of so impera- 
tive a character. 
Mr. HOOKER. I wish to make a single request, with the consent 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL.] There are 


some matters which I have not been able to read and which I would 
like permission to print. 


What do you want todo? Do you want to help the colored man ? 


( ; : ‘ | amendments of the Senate to the bill (H 2571) mal 
plane with the white man. Do you want to oppress the white man? 


| the legislative, executive, and judici: 


| declared that they would not yield on either subje 








Mr. MacDOUGALL, I object. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope there will be no objection from gentlemen 
on this side of the House to allowing the gentleman from Mississippi 
to fo on, 

{Cries of “ Regular order !” 

The SPEAKER pro temp 
CONGER ] is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam making a request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
the gentleman cannot make a request. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. I withdraw 1 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 


] 
J 
rhe gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 


order is demanded, and 


ny objection. 
ls there further objection to allowing 


‘he 


Mr. RANDALL. I now desire to submit a conference report. 
Mr. LYNCH. I would like to make a request. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that it is no 
order except by unanimousconsent. [Cries of “ Objection!” and “ 
ular order!” ] 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. RANDALL. I present the report which I send to the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
cing appropriations for 
the Gor nt { 
ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, having met, aft 
ference, have been unable to agre« 
SAMUEL 
W 
Managers 
wi 
I 
W. I 
Managers on 
Mr. RANDALL. 


“ommunication from tlhe 
lating to this su 


jt 
The Clerk read 


Resolved, That the Ser 
No. 2571) making approp ms for xecuti 
penses of the Goverai t f I clit © 30, 1877 
poses, disagreed to by the I : anil asl 
with the House on tho disagreein of the » Llouses t 
Ordered, That Mr. WIND ) Al NS, and Mr 


DAYAKD | 
the part of the Senate 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, after many and protracted confer- 
ences and after contests, paragraph by paragraph, bet 


veen the two 
Houses in the conference committee last appointed, we 


vere enabled 
to reach a conclusion as to all matters except two. One related to 
the proposed reduction in the salary of members of Congress and the 
other to the restoration of the salary of the President of the United 
States to $25,000 a year. Ihe House conferees were unwillin r to 
yield either of these points. The Senate conferees with unaniinity 
t their position, 
which was to continue the salary of members of Congress as now 
fixed by law and to continue the salary of the President of the United 
States for the next term as now fixed by law for the present incum 

bent, whose salary Congress has not the constitutional power to 
change. 

The line of policy adopted by the House in the passage of this bill 
was to reduce the salaries of the various executive officers of the Gov 
ernment in moderate degree. Of course we could not make that re- 
duction with propriety unless at the same time we reduced our own 
salary in equal proportion. This was the position of the three con- 
ferees representing the House. 

It is due to the Senate to state the manner in which they presented 
the case. As to the salaries of members of Congress, they argued 
that since the salary was fixed at $5,000 the franking privilege had 
been abolished, which in a measure reduces the salary by compelling 
members to pay their own postage and the expense of sending out 
the books which they may distribute among their constituents. 

As to the salary of the President of the United States, it was fixed 
at the present amount by a provision inserted in an appropriation 
bill. ‘Fhe people of the United States condemned that law ; and the 
Congress succeeding that which enacted it, repealed it so faras they 
could. They could not under the Constitution change the salary of 
the President during the termof the present incumbent. This House, 
however atthe present session, has undertaken to repeal the increase 
as to the future, rescinding to that extent the provision of the former 
appropriation act which increased the presidential salary from $25,000 
to $50,000. On this subject the position of the Senate conferees was 
substantially this: that both Houses of Congress had the right to re- 


| peal in a separate bill the increased salary of the President so far as 


it extends beyond the present term, and had exercised that right in 
passing through both branches of Congressa bill which had been sent 
to the President, and vetoed by him upon grounds stated in his mes- 


|sage. I may mention by the way that the veto message is now in the 
| Senate, where it has remained, unacted upon, for a long time. ‘The 


Senate claims that to insert this measure in an appropriation bill 
would be a species of coercion upon the President of the United 
States. I maintain that, the salary having been increased in a bill of 
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BA ‘ er and through the same agencies to repeal that increase ; 
for I bel that this part of the act was as fully condemned as the | 
provision increasing the salary of members. 


We fonnd ourselves in the situation that neither side wonld yield. 


The Senate conferees offered, in so far as the salary of the President 
of the United States was concerned, we should appropriate the money 
up tothe 4th of March next at $50,000 a year, and leave it for the 
next session of this Congress to change the law if possible, and make 
the appropriation in time for the salary of the President of the United 


States next coming in from and after the 4th of March next. 
I think I have now given a true history of the situation. The con- 
farees on the part of the House were unwilling, few in number as 


they were, to assume such a grave responsibility as to yield, but were 
not unwilling, however, to offer tothe House the points of difference 
d take their instruc tion, and we so finally agrTet d in our conference. 


In obedience thereto we now make such submission. If the action of 
the two Houses were concurrent then we could proceed, 

Mr. LORD. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania let me ask him 
a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. LORD. Has the gentleman any expectation there will be any 


agreement if a further conference is appointed; or does he regard 
the action of the Senate conferees as final as to their decision ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I was going on to say that I am informed by the 
paper just dat the desk, and I am otherwise informed in a reliable 
mianner, that the Senate in their determination in these respects is 
fixed, and, I might say, unalterably so. The responsibility of failure 
in these respects, therefore, to my mind, and I think to every dispas- 
sionate mind, is with the Senate and the Senate only. They say 
they are willing to take that responsibilty. 


Mr. HOUSE. The question of the gentleman from New York is 
whether a new conference committee might not agree. I understand 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say the Senate is settled in its 
conviction, 

Mr. RANDALL. Having sent the same conference committee over 
here, it is the parliamentary manner of expressing intention between 
the Houses, from one House to the other. Having sustained their 
conferees in their attitude, it is as much as to say, just in the language 
as | have stated, what their object is. 

Mr. LORD. Let moe ask the gentleman another question. Does he 
not understand that the Senate by vote has instructed its conferees 
not to recede on this question f 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is not in that communication from the 
Senate, but L believe that is the fact. It was stated, I am informed, 
by my colleague on the tloor of the Senate. 

Mr. LORD. I have so understood and desired to know whether the 
conterees on the part of the House so understand it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. While the conferees on the part of 
the House were unwilling to assume the responsibility of this posi- 
tion and yield to what the Senate conferees demanded, of course they 
were entirely willing to report the subject back to the House, and 
let the House assume that responsibility which belongs to it more 
properly than to them. 

Mr. LORD. Let me ask another question. Has not the Senate ap- 
pointed the same conferees ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It has. 

Mr. LORD. Is that not in parliamentary proceeding notice from 
the Senate to this House they will not recede ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis. I now yield to my colleagne on the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, this subject of reduction of salaries 
and expenditures has been under consideration for eight months. 
Phis bill passed the House four months ago and this conference was 
appointed one month ago, after ineffectual efforts in previous confer- 
ences to settle the question. 

It seems to me, sir, we have pressed our views to the very extrem- 
ity of right as well as of duty. I know of no way to compel the Sen 
ate to concur in our opinions on this subject, and I do not think in 
any more emphatic way we could have insisted on our purpose than 
we have done, 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated, we have substan- 
tially agreed on all other items embraced in this bill than those re- 
lating to pay of members and of the President. In this agreement, 
Mr. Speaker, we have yielded many things which I believe we ought 
not to have been compelled to yield; but we have succeeded in ob- 
taining some things which are desirable. The items upon which we 
agree result in the discharge of seven hundred and sixty-five men, 
employés now in the pay of the Government. This reduction of force, 
together with reduction of expenditures and salaries which we se- 
cure, results in an annual saving by this bill of one and a half mill- 
ion dollars. 

A Memper. Employés, not men. 

Mr. MORRISON. LI think those to be discharged are all men. I 
believe there is no provision for the discharge of women, but there 
may be. 

The result, Mr. Speaker, of the bill, so far as agreed upon, will be 
an annual saving of a million anda half of dollars below that insisted 
upon by the Senate. This, at least, is something. 

Now, what is the condition of things if we persist in our former 
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character, it is entirely competent and just for Congress in the course and refuse to yield on these two points? We continue from 


time to time for ten days or for a month the existing condition of 
things ; that is, we continue appropriations at the rates provided fox 
the preceding fiscal year for ten days at a time indefinitely. 

In the mean time the expenditures go along on the present scale at 


| present rates, and this saving that we obtain by a settlement, such 


as we can obtain, of a million and a half, will thereby be lost. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A hundred thousand dollars a month. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not care to connt whether it is a hundred 
thousand dollars a month or a hundred and twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars a month. It is worth saving. And I presume no one insists 
that if we cannot have our way about this thing we will refuse )| 
appropriations, and thereby deprive the Government of the nec 
sary means for continued operations. Nobody here entertains any 
such proposition as that. Unless we are willing to assume the re- 
sponsibility of doing that, we must yield these points of difference or 
continue the present scale of expenditure from time to time, indeti 
nitely. 

That is the result, the inevitablé result of refusing the demands of 
the Senate upon these two questions. Iam not answered by saying 
it is not right that we should be required to appropriate more money 
than ought to be appropriated for pay of members and pay of the 
President. We must concede the equal right of the Senate with the 
House to determine how much money ought to be appropriated. This 
is matter of opinion. And it is a matter, as I have said, on which w 
cannot compel the Senate to yield entirely to us. I know of no way 
of coercing the Senate or the President unless we are prepared to say 
we will appropriate nothing if we do not have our own way about it. 

Now, sir, in this condition of things it seems to ine we ought to act 
rationally and yield what we cannot save. We have taken onr posi- 
tion and insisted for long months upon this reduction of expenditure. 
We have no constitutional or rightful means of coercing the Senate 
or the President, who are not in accord with us and who have stoutly 
resisted us from the beginning as to the reduction both of our own 
and the presidential compensation as well as other reductions which 
they now yield. They refuse to yield further. In this continued re- 
fusal such of my political friends as desire to do so may make all the 
political capital there is in this question. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Did the Senate incline to recede to any extent 
from the $50,000, or do they insist upon that being the amount? Is 
there no chance for a compromise upon that ? 

Mr. MORRISON. The Senate conferees insisted on appropriating 
the salary of the present occupant of the presidential chair, which is 
virtually an abandonment of this question and a continuation of the 
present salary, though this salary may be reduced at any time between 
now and the 4th of March next, whatever we may do here to-day. 

Mr. WILLIS. Is it not in the power of Congress under any cir- 
cumstances to reduce the salary of the President before the 4th of next 
March? I ask, therefore, if anything would be gained by this bill 
if it passed? I want the House and the country to understand ‘hat 
nothing could be gained. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is mistaken in supposing the next 
Congress can change the salary of the next President. 

Mr. WILLIS. As I understand the Constitutien, we can do so next 
session. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WILLIS] 
can bring up this question at the next session of Congress. He will 
not be precluded from reducing the President’s salary or his own at 
the next session, if the House and Senate will then agree. 

Mr. WILLIS. I simply wish the country to understand that we 
can pass this bill next session as well as now. I have no further in- 
terest in it, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. MORRISON. The country will understand this matter as well 
aswe do, Iwas proceeding to say that in refusing to yield these two 
points we cannot secure the large annual saving of expenditure in- 
volved in the other portions of the bill, including the discharge of these 
seven hundred and sixty-five employés. If we are desirous of ac- 
complishing something and willing to accomplish something, al- 
though we cannot obtain all we desire, there is no other way to do it 
but to abandon these two propositions, because the Senate has here- 
tofore determined repeatedly and has again to-day finally deter- 
mined by a vote in open Senate not to yield to a reduction either in 
the salary of Members and Senators or of the President. 

Mr. LORD rose. 

Mr. KASSON. As one of the conference committee, I desire to say 
but a single word before the gentleman from New York takes the 
tloor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Lowa as a member of the conference committee. 

Mr. KASSON. It was with difficulty, Mr. Speaker, that I could 
hear my colleague from Illinois on the committee, [Mr. MORRISON ;] 
but I think he stated that large and important reductions had been 
accomplished by the consultations of the conference committee, and 
especially in the direction which I think this House, on both sides of 
it, greatly desired, namely, in respect to those salaries which had 
been increased since 1860, during the time of inflation, whenemployés 
of the Government could not live on the salaries previously given. 
The reductions in those salaries we have succeeded with the approval 
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of the Senate conferees in making permanent, which I regard as a 
very great gain in that direction. 

The reductions are also made permanent, which is a great gain in 

that direction, On the two remaining points I should say that there 
were two alternatives presented ; one was to take the presidential 
salary from the 4th of March entirely out of the bill, leaving Con- 
gress at its next session to dispose of that as it chose to do, and the 
other was to appropriate the money called for by the Constitution 
until the 4th of March. The conferees on the part of the Senate | 
claimed that the House having acted on a separate bill in a constitu- 
tional manner, and sent it to the Senate, and that bill having been 
vetoed by the President, the only constitutional mode of dealing with 
the question was to act on the question of the veto, and not to add 
it to an appropriation bill where a majority vote alone would be re- 
quired to act upon it. 
' On the question of congressional salaries there were two alterna- 
tives; one was to leave our salaries out of the appropriation bill, 
eliminating all questions of personal interest from the approval or 
disapproval of the bill, leaving the appropriation to go over to the | 
next session. I need not say that it was the opinion of us all that it | 
would be convenient to make that disposition of the question, and | 
therefore we were brought to the question of the necessity of asking 
the advice of the House in some way whether under these circum- 
stances, as the conferences upon this bill have been extremely la- 
borious, as to the propriety of yielding on these two points or spend 
a week or two more in endeavoring to arrive at a conclusion which 
must be eventually the same. 

Mr. LORD. Understanding from the fact that the Senate has ap- 
pointed the same conferees that that is notice to this House in the 
most emphatic legislative form that the Senate will not recede on 
these two questions, and believing that the conferees on the part of 
the House have done all that could be reasonably expected that they 
could do in the premises, I offer the resolution which I ask the Clerk 
to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Whereas the Senate has refused to yield to existing differences between the two | 
Houses on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, which differ- | 


ences relate to the salaries of members of Congress and of the President; and 
whereas we are apprised that any further conference on the subject will be useless 
and can make no change in the determination of the Senate: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the House be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to recede from such points of disagreement. 


Mr. LORD. Upon that resolution I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered. 

The question was put on agreeing to the resolution; and on a 
division, there were—ayes 109, noes 56. 

Mr. CUTLER and Mr. LUTTRELL called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, and 23 mem- 
bers voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that a sufficient num- 
ber have not voted to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered—only 22 members voting therefor. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
on and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr.RANDALL. In reference to the report of the committee of 
conference I do not understand what became of it. 

Mr. KASSON. I move that the House consent to the request of 
the Senate for a further conference upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of 
the House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. MORRISON, and Mr. Kasson. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the pend- 
ing question is on the motion of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE] to reconsider the vote by which the message of the President 
in relation to the sundry civil appropriation bill was referred, and 
upon that question the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Town- 
SEND] is entitled to the floor. 


HALLET KILBOURN—RECUSANT WITNESS. 
_ Mr. RANDALL. I would like to submit a resolution which I think 
involves a question of privilege. I have been requested to offer it. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I yield for that purpose. 


Mr. RANDALL. I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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and defense of said suit as said commit 
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with the Judiciary Committee and take such steps as to the employment of counsel 


tee shall advise; said cOmmittee to fix the 
amount of attorney fees. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to add the words “at a reasonable 
rate.” That would be an admonition that there shall not be law- 
yers employed at $25,000 apiece. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I ask leave to print in the ConGres- 
SIONAL RECORD some remarks in reference to general politics as a 
part of the proceedings of the House. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. PIERCE. I ask leave to print some remarks in the Recorp 


I yield for a moment to the 


| as a part of the proceedings of the House on the question of a reci- 


procity treaty between the United States and Canada. 
There was no objection, and leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 


ORDER BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, resumed the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and it is when I 
shall have the right to move to lay this motion to reconsider on the 
table. It is a sham and a political humbug gotten up here to inter- 
fere with the business of the House. The country is not interested 
in any controversy between the North and South, and it is all a hum- 
bug. I desire to move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri must 
not attempt to hold the floor against the rules of the House or to make 
a speech when there is a gentleman on the tloor who is entitled to it. 
He can make the motion he indicates whenever the floor is not occu- 
pied by some gentleman entitled to it. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to know when I can be recognized. 
been trying to get the floor to-day without success. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not the fault of the Chair. 

MORTGAGES IN THE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as managers of 
the conference on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3168) in reference to mortgages 
on real estate in the District of Columbia Mr. LAWRENCE, Mr. Lorpb, 
and Mr, Hoar. 


Or 


I have 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the 
same : 

An act (H. R. No. 1823) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Ella to that of Myra; 

An act (H. R. No, 2252) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to change the name of the steamboat Hiram Wood ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton 
County, Kentucky ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2692) to relinquish the title of the United States 
to certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, Cali- 
| fornia; and 

An act (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain in- 
debtedness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house 
and post-office building. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, from the same committee, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title ; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same : 

An act (S. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of lands 
held by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes, 
and for other purposes. 


. 
LEAVE ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent as follows: 

To Mr. BALLovu for one week from Friday next ; 

To Mr. Jones, of New Hampshire, an extension of ten days on 
account of sickness ; 

To Mr. WALSH indefinitely ; 

To Mr. Mackey for three days on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily ; 

To 


OF 


Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, indefinitely ; 

To Mr. CAMPBELL for ten days on account of serious illness ; 

To Mr. HoGE for ten days on account of sickness; 

To Mr. SMALLS indefinitely from the 10th instant on account of 





Whereas suit has been instituted for damages in the supreme court of the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia by Hallet Kilbourn against MicnarL C. Kerr, Speaker of this 
House, John G. Thompson, Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, and Joun M. GLOVER, 
JertHa D. New, Burwecw B. Lewis, and A. Herr Smiru, members of the same ; 
and whereas said suit is predicated upon an alleged assault and false imprisonment 


of the said Kilbourn by the said defendants when the said Kilbourn was reported | 
to this House by one of its committees asa recusant witness ; and whereas it is the | 


duty of this House to defend said suit: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That the said defendants be, and are hereby, instructed to confer | 


important business ; 

To Mr. HENKLE for two days on account of important engage- 
ments ; 

To Mr. MacDouGALt for two weeks from the 10th instant on ac- 
count of important private business ; 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, indefinitely from Thursday next ; 

To Mr. FENN for four days from Monday next; and 

To Mr. HARRISON indefinitely. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. LUTTRELL asked and obtained unanimous consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of 
Charlies Krugg, of San Francisco, California. 

MANAGEMENT OF GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimons consent, laid before the 
House the petition of Alexander Moffit, Theodore F. Wilson, James 
M. Thompson, and 22 others, citizens of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the appointment of a joint committee of three members, 
one from the Senate and two from the House of Representatives, to 
continue and finish the investigation of the charges made against the 
management of the Government hospital, the same having been par- 
tially considered and some proof taken, as stated and shown by this 
petition and evidence annexed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

ISSUE OF ARTIFICIAL LIMBS. 


Mr. RUSK. Iask unanimousconsent to have taken from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (CH. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others. That bill has been 
returned from the Senate with sundry amendments, and I desire to 
move that the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate 
and request a conference upon the disagreeing votes thereon. 

No objection being made, the motion of Mr. Rusk was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce to-morrow 
the managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I cannot yield further except 
for a motion to adjourn, if that is the wish of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. lask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
No. 1035 be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Many Mempers. [“ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, 
the question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] that the House now adjourn. 

rhe motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITION. 

The following petition was presented at the Clerk’s desk under the 
rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. VANCE, of North Carolina: Remonstrance of Robert Tramp- 
er, chairman of council, and others, of the eastern band of North Car- 
olina Cherokee Indians, against the adoption of the amendment of 
Senator WINDOM to the Indian appropriation bill, and also against 
the appointment of an agent for said band as provided by House bill 
No. 3478, to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
. THURSDAY, August 10, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NATIONAL SAVINGS BANK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
statement of the National Savings Bank of the District of Columbia 
for the year ending December 31, 1875, as required by section 8 of 
the act incorporating the bank, approved May 24, 1870; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate providing for printing copies of the report of the Special Com- 
mittee to Investigate the late Election in Mississippi. 

rhe amendment of the House of Representatives was to add after 
the word “Senate,” at the close of the resolution, the words: 

And House of Representatives ; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

So as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 4,000 copies 
of the report of the Special Committee to Investigate the late Election in Missis- 


sippi, with the views of the minority, be printed for the use of the Senate and 
House of Representatives; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 copies 
for the use of the House. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Let the original resolution be read. 

rhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That 4,000 copies of the report of the Special Committee to Investigate the late 


met a Mississippi, with the views of the minority, be printed for the use of 
the Senate . 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The House amend it how ? 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. As amended it gives the Senate fif- 
teen hundred copies and the House twenty-five hundred. 
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Mr. MORRILL. That will amount to this: It will give the Senate 
fifteen hundred copies and then leave half or at least some of the 
others to go to the old waste-paper dealers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a pension to Annie Gibson Yates 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 161) authorizing the Secretary of 
State to publish a history of the several surveys and scientific expe- 
ditions by the United States during the present century was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


PAVING OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 


The bill (H. R. No. 40285) to repeal part of section 5 of an act enti- 
titled “An act authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” 
approved July 19, 1876, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bil] 
will be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And let it be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER. I think it had better go to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, for another bill exactly like it is before that 
committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill provides for the repeal of that portion of 
the act authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue which 
fixes the date at which the work shall be completed at some period 
early in December. A communication has been received from the 
commissioners for the repaving, in which they say it is impossible 
that the work can be done in the most advantageous manner if that 
provision is retained; that while the time may be sufficient the con- 
tinuation of wet weather or some other contingency might arise which 
would render it very desirable that the period should be extended. 
They have expressed a wish that the limitation be repealed, and I sng- 
gest, if the Senator from Alabama has no special objection, chat, inas- 
much as a reference would delay the action upon this measure, and 
as the commissioners have already opened the bids and desire to make 
their award, the bill had better lie upon the table, in order that early 
action may be had upon it. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will state tothe Senator from Kansas that a 
great many property-owners on the Avenue have protested in a writ- 
ten protest against the extension of this time. The Committee on 
the District of Columbia had a bill worded exactly like this up at 
its last meeting, of which tlris bill is acopy. The committee were 
somewhat divided on it and have sent the bill to the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia for their opinion upon it. Until we have 
heard from them, we do not want to take any action. I think the 
bill had better go to the committee, and if the committee decide upon 
it favorably they can report it back very soon. 

Mr. INGALLS. The commissioners for the repaving having asked 
for the passage of this bill, I ask for its present consideration by the 
Senate. 

Mr. MERRIMON. What is the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a bill for repealing a portion of the act au- 
thorizing the repavement of the Avenue, removing the limitation that 
was prescribed in that act requiring the work to be performed and 
completed by the Ist of December. ‘The commissioners in their com- 
munication state that while the time may be suflicient, yet in case there 
should be protracted wet weather it might be impossible to have the 
work done within the time specified. If the Senate should think it 
advisable that the restriction should be removed, it certainly ought 
to be done at once, because the day of adjournment is rapidly ap- 
proaching and it is net probable that the committee could take any 
action upon the matter before that time arrives. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire of either of the gentlemen 
whether a letter from these commissioners was not addressed to the 
committees of the two Houses suggesting that this limitation be re- 
pealed ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERNAN. Has that letter been laid before the Senate ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I am not aware as to that. 

Mr. SPENCER. It has not been. 

Mr. KERNAN. Where was it sent? 

Mr. SPENCER. It was sent to the committee; it is in the hands 
of the committee. 

Mr. KERNAN. Lhave heard complaint outside that that request 
had been sent in but had not got before the Senate. I found ina 
newspaper that they had asked that this limitation should be repealed 
with a view to get good work done. 

Mr. SARGENT. It would be better to let the bill go to the com- 
mittee, and they can report it back to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope this bill will be allowed to pass. I do not 
understand that there is any great apprehension that more time will 
be required: but if there should be a long season of wet weather 
during October it might be impossible to complete the work in the 
best manner by the time limited. I think there can be no objection 
to it, for I do not understand that the commissioners propose to avail 
themselves of it unless it is absolutely indispensable to good work. 
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Mr. KERNAN. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think so. 

Mr. KERNAN. I think it is the only way to get fair bids and to 
get good work done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPENCER. I object. Iam sorry to object, because I do not 
know that I am opposed to the bill; but the committee have already 
considered the subject, and of those present a majority of the com- 
mittee were opposed to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Alabama is certainly a little 
disingenuous in speaking about the committee, because he is aware 
that there has been no quorum of the committee present to act upon 
the bill; and he ought not to produce or leave the impression upon 
the Senate that there has been any action by the committee. 

Mr. SPENCER. I said a majority of those present; I did not say a 
quorum. I think the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMoN } 
will bear me out in the statement that it is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will one objection carry the bill over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One objection will carry it over. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that one objection cannot carry it 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has just been read the 
second time, and the third reading cannot be on the same day if there 
is objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that under the rules it is within the 
power of the Senate to order that the three readings shall occur on 
the same day. 

Mr. CONKLING. O, no; a bill can be read only once on one day 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unless the Senate shall order otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the bill may lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope it will be referred with the understanding 
that it is to be reported back to-morrow or at an early day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It had better be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the bill lie on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. A motion is now in order to refer it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears none. 


I think we ought to repeal the limitation. 


Is there objection to the present 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report on House bill No. 3022, 
Mr. CONKLING. Without taking up any time, I wish to remark 


that that bill will lead to debate, which I prophesy will exhaust the | 


morning hour and something more. I do not mean to object to the 
motion, but I think if the Senator would allow the Calendar to be 
taken up and called for unobjected cases for a while, he can get in 
his appropriation bill whenever he chooses; but if he insists upon it 
now, I shall not object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think this report will lead to any pro- 
tracted debate. If it does I will give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa to take up the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the report of the committee of conference. 


DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. SPENCER. I wish the Senator from lowa would give way a 


moment that I may call up a House joint resolution which was on its 
| Wicomico, Maryland 


third reading when it was up the last time. 

Mr. ALLISON. This report will take but a few moments, and 
there will be plenty of time after we get through with it. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator yield then? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He must yield to somebody. 
claims filed at this period of the session. 

Mr. SPENCER. It will take but a moment, and will the Senator 
not yield to me now? 
, Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will yield to the Senator from Ala- 
ama. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
tion (H. R. No. 100) providing a commission to frame a permanent 


We cannot have 


form of government for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- | 


poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 
_ Mr. SPENCER. I do not think there is any necessity for reporting 
it again. I think every Senator has heard it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution, as amended, 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 
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I move that the Senate take up the joint resolu- | 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read the third time. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to ask one question, for fear I shall be 
appointed on the commission. I believe every Senator and member 
of Congress, who takes an office under the United States, loses his 
seat; and here you fix by law the duties of certain people who are 
made commissioners. It is true you appoint them by the presiding 
officers of the two Houses; you select that method, calling them heads 
of department, I suppose; but I want to put in a caveat in advance 
that I beg the Chair not to oust me from my seat by appointing me 
on this commission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have the amendments been concurred in? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments have been con- 
curred in; the joint resolution was on its third reading before and has 
been read the third time to-day. The question is on the passage of 
the joint resolution. 

The question being put, there were on adivision—ayes 13, noes 18; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let the vote be taken again. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama 
that the ebjection that has been made to the joint resclution defeats 
it. Had he not better let it go over and improve it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama had better with- 
draw it. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam anxious to dispose of it in some way or other. 

Mr. SARGENT. Are we voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators concurring in the passage 
of the joint resolution will rise and stand until they are counted. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will withdraw the joint resolution and let it go 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution goes over. 
The conference report on the river and harbor bill is before the Sen- 
ate. 


The question is on the passage of 


RIVER AND NARBOR BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the construction, re 
pair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro le mpore, 
the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When I asked that the report be read I had for- 
gotten that we had a statement which showed how it came out. I 
do not ask that all that report be read for myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. The statement is printed in the Recorp of August 
8, page 42. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that read. I do not care 
about taking up the time of the Senate to read the report. It is the 
result where it is grouped together that I want. 

Mr. ALLISON. I send the statement to the Clerk to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on concurring in 


ADDITIONS, 
Dunkirk, New York 


$12, 000 
Great Sodus, New York 


5, 000 
3, 000 
Saugatuck, Michigan 3, 000 
Pent Water, Michigan .......... a 10, 000 
White River, Michigs 5, 000 
Mouroe, Michigs on sage wear cmann 5, 000 
Passaic, New Jersey ............... ‘ 10, 000 
Iliawasseec, Tennessee. ..... . ‘ ; samewd 10, 000 
I Nad, conic Gnwenadenedaiaidetis 5, 000 
000 
000 
600 
000 
000 
000 
500 
, 500 


Fairfort, Ohio aie wean 
Cahokia Chute, Mississippi River 
Jelfast, Maine 

Choctawhatchee, Florida 
Pamlico River, North Carolina 
Perquimans, North Carolina 
Cypress Bayou, Texas 


Oak Orchard. ......... 3, 000 
Hell Gate, New York cavwadaedvecdendeswedsee GERUEe 
Hudson River, New } 16, 000 
Erie, Pennsylvania pica ‘ EE ee 
Schuylkill, Pennsylvania 5, 000 
Norfolk, Virginia. ....- 600 
Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan 20, 000 
Ohio River .... — --. 25,000 
Cape Fear River, North Carolina sees 17, 500 
Sabine Pass, Texas 2, 000 
Galveston Ship Channel, Texas 3, 000 
Galveston Bar, Texas #, 000 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa how 
much this bill foots up, this report being agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill foots up exactly $5,000,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is meeting your most sanguine expectations, 
I suppose ? 


Mr. ALLISON. It appropriates not one cent more or less. 





1 
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Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to wage any debate on this sub- 
je ct: but I feel moved to make one or two observations. 

The conference committee, in revising the bill, have, as I under- 
stand it, transplanted from place to place different appropriations 
and parts of appropriation in order I suppose to make it as nearly 


agreeable all around as the amount of money would permit, or as a | 
classical friend near me expresses it, they have put the money where | 


it would do the most good. In making that arrangement, the com- 
mittee in their wisdom and charity have taken, for example, from 
the appropriation to remove rocks in Long Island Sound 340,000, I 
mean no offense, I hope I shall give none, when I say that a more 
unwise, a more indefensible change than that could not have been 
made in the length and breadth of this bill. There is a work which 
concerns everybody, literally everybody interested in foreign com- 
merce or in cOastwise commerce; and to justify that remark I men- 
tion one fact which has not been mentioned, I believe during this 
debate, in my hearing. Those rocks may be no more plainly seen on 
any chart of the Coast Survey than they can be seen in the tariff of 
marine insurance. There they stand not only in the throat of Long 
Island Sound, but there they stand as a danger raising the rates of 
marine insurance every day in the year,as my friend from Connecti- 
eut [Mr. Eaton] knows probably better than I do. 

There are expensive preparations, costly apparatus, extensive ar- 
rangements made to carry on this work. The appropriation as it 
stood was inadequate; it was uneconomical; it was in violation of 


the principles of common sense and business-like proceeding which | 


every private individual, every corporation would observe in such a 
case, And although the appropriation was thus inadequate, thus fell 
short of a wise and enlightened economy, the committee, in order to 
reconcile something somewhere else, in order to poultice some other 
distant bruise in some locality, intending to be mathematically exact, 
laid down their rule on the bill and measured five million dollars, 
neither more nor less, but provided that it should not vary even in the 
estimation of a hair; and then take off $40,000 from thisstinted and neg- 
lected work of obvious national and universal importance ; that work 


which I may say more emphatically and fully than any other one in | 


this bill falls within the domain of Congress and its power and duty 
in making internal improvements. They take from that work, thus 
only partially regarded as the bill stood, $40,000 to peddle it out here 
and there and somewhere else round about in order to avoid friction, 
to pacify, tranquilize, if not satisfy, the various demands of various 
localities, 

Mr. EATON. I should like to say to my friend from New York that 
on a little estimate which I have made boats of a capacity of not less 
than 50,000 tons from my State, the State of Massachusetts, and the 
State of Rhode Island every twenty-four hours have to pass through 
and over that channel. In my judgment, more than 60,000 tons pass, 
but I say 50,000 so as to be very moderate, taking the three States of 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut; and every little while 
one of those boats will be found lying on the rocks; and this, as the 
Senator from New York has just remarked, causes increased rates of 
insurance. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, if every Senator has heard 
that statement, it is a more cogent one than I can make. There is a 
transit of 50,000 tons daily from three States and a transit daily of 
boats from every State whose boats are engaged in the coastwise or 
in the sea-going trade, and as the Senator says every once in a while 
there is a disaster, by which large amounts of property are lost, lives 
endangered, and by which a burden and tax by way of marine insur- 
ance, speaking of nothing else, is imposed upon every freighter, every 
consignor, every consignee, every owner of cargo upon whom insur- 
ance falls. 

I might speak of other things which have occurred in the State of 
New York; but, as I say, I do not wish to consume the time of the 
Senate, and I speak of this one. I have no doubt the committee have 
done what they thought best under the circumstances. 1 believe 
they have made in this respect, and not in this respect alone, a very 
grave error; and I believe that this bill as it stands contains items 
amounting not only to tens of thousands and to hundreds of thou- 
sands, but I think I may say to millions, which, compared with neg- 
lected or partially neglected works, are of very small merit, and I 
believe there are many appropriations in the bill which never should 
be found in any river and harbor bill and for which it would be very 
difficult for any man who understands the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion in that respect as I do to vote. But as I say I rose only to sig- 
nify the objections which I had in some general respects to this re- 
port, 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to unite with what my colleague has said 
in reference to the work he has specified and in reference to another 
work. In this bill as it passed the Senate there were $66,000 appro- 
priated for the improvement of the Hudson River, and, as will be re- 
membered, quite a large part of it to do certain dredging in front of 
the Jersey City shore, and all of it within the Hudson River where 
the tide ebbs and flows, where there are custom-houses, and where 
there is a large commerce not only through the State from the West, 
but coastwise with other States. Sixteen thousand dollars is taken 
from this, and the original appropriation for the entire river in front 
of Jersey City and other places mentioned during the debate was 
only $66,000, and it is reduced to $50,000. 

I wish to ask the Senate whether in any view of the principle on 


which these appropriations for rivers and harbors are made, we should 
take from a work like Hell Gate, which my colleague has descrily 
340,000, when we know from information direct that the engineers jy, 
| charge of that important work believe that they would be great}, 
embarrassed in carrying it on and finishing what they desire to do 
immediately even if you left the original appropriation of $290,000 ? 
It is here reduced to $250,000. I fear it will greatly embarrass this work 
postpone for a considerable time the enjoyment of the advantages “e 
commerce, not merely as to internal trade but the commerce of the ocean 
| which it is hoped will bederived from this work. Thisreport takes from 
the great works that in every sense of the term are national objects 
for the benefit of national commerce, when there is but a scanty ap- 
propriation for them and to carry on works long since commenced, 
and distributes it elsewhere, distributes it to carry on what by thi 


18 
bill I say are attempted to be carried on, internal works for the aid 
of internal navigation. 

I am not going to depreciate any works in the few minutes that I 
ask the attention of the Senate, nor do I mean to get into any col- 
lision with the notion as to what States should get. I do not think 
we should at all look to what States get except as we find within the 
borders of a State rivers and harbors which fairly come within the 
idea of national objects for the advantage of commerce generally, 
| Lhad thought that we wenta great way in attempting to appropriate 
money from the national Treasury to carry on works strictly for im- 
| proving navigation in States, interior States; but if we have got to 
the point where we will take from scanty appropriations for great 
national works, like those for the coast of Texas or those in the har- 
bor of New York and give to inferior and local works, then we are 
entirely departing from the original and correct idea of what can be 
done by the national Government, and not only are we departing 
from it, but we are taking from national works, taking from those 
long commenced and of great importance in a national point of view 
and beginning works far in the interior which are really nothing but 
aiding States to develop their internal resources. I trust that we 
| Shall not add this with all the other objections to this bill, taking 
from these works on the Hudson and at Hell Gate and putting the 
money elsewhere. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, the Senator from New York thinks 
it is a matter of grievance that $16,000, which was to be used to 
dredge in front of some wharves in Jersey City 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me. Do not get that idea. I said I consid 
ered this a departure and a very flagrant one from correct principles 
of legislation ; and did not object to it merely because it affected iny 
State. 

Mr. SARGENT. My friend, if I can quote him literally, considers 
it improper not to take $16,000 out of the Treasury to dredge the 
Hudson in front of the wharves on the Jersey shore. That is what it 
amounts to. If there is anything wrong in developing the internal 
resources of this country, in making the Mississippi what it was de- 
signed by nature with a little aid to become, a great highway, as well 
| as might be New York Harbor or Long Island Sound to reach the city 
| of New York, or improve the tributaries of that great stream, they be- 
ing easily made navigable by such work, it certainly must be wrong 
to take Government dredge-boats and Government money to dredge 
out in front of the wharves opposite Jersey City. That is nota great 
national undertaking, and it ought not to be so considered. We give 
$50,000, and every dollar of it is to be used for dredging out the Hud- 
son; but I doubt if dredging can be done at all by the Government, 
except in completing its work where it is necessary to make an origi- 
nal channel. Let commerce, after the works have been built, take 
| care of itself in the way of dredging. That is done at nearly every 
harbor in the United States outside of this proposition to dredge 
around the wharves of Jersey City. 
| The other Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] thinks that this 
| committee have by some sleight of hand robbed the appropriation for 
| Hell Gate of $40,000. There are a quarter of a million dollars appro- 
| priated in this bill, one-twentieth of the whole bill, for that single 
| work. Is not that enough? It is nearer to the estimate than any 
| other appropriation in the bill, and what is the condition of the work? 
Mr. CONKLING. I wish my friend would answer that question 
| himself. Does he think it enough ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido. I think it is enough, provided any sum in 
the bill is enough, and I think it is enough because the rock that is to 
be removed has been chambered now throughout its whole extent 
and it only stands on a few frail pillars, and is now being charged with 
dynamite and powder in order to blow it up, and very little more of 
economical work is necessary upon it. In the course of two weeks 
or thereabouts, or early in September, the fire is to be put to the ex- 
plosive materials and the rock is to be blown into the air, and it is 
entirely a question of experiment whether it will so fall that it will 
require scarcely any considerable expense at all, or whether it will so 
fall that considerable expense will be required; and a quarter of a 
million of money certainly ought to be eneugh to go very far toward 
pulling away the débris that will remain from the falling of this rock 
when the engineers themselves suppose it will fall in such a way that 
there will be very little débris to remove at all. 

There are two Houses interested in this bill. The first thing the 
House conferees declared to us was that they would not require the 
Senate conferees to increase the bill over $5,000,000. That was the 
tirst proposition. Then the question was how should that be distrib- 





























tema gee weds.» 


: 
f 





<3 


ee at 


ee 


any ated 


ene 


© 
2 
x 








1876. 








uted. The Senator fyom New York made several speeches on this bill, 
and in every one of them, if my memory serves me correctly, he dwelt | 
with great importance on the harbor at Dunkirk. He said in refer- | 
ence to Hell Gate that it was not a New York institution; that it 
concerned the nation; he did not feel interested in that; he ought 
not to defend it any more than any other member of the committee 
or the Senate; that was an affair of national concern; it was in our | 
hands, not especially in his. That was the manner in which he talked 
about Hell Gate, and I certainly did not expect this morning that | 
when the report came here giving a quarter of a million on national 
considerations for Hell Gate the Senator would consider that it was 
his duty particularly to champion that work. But what did he cham- 
pion? Let us see. 


Dunkirk is the terminus of the Erie Railway, and but one fact known to me di 
minishes the importance which used to attach to the harbor of Dunkirk. In re 
cent years the Erie Railroad has built a branch to Buffalo, and as that branch sends 
cars to the elevators in Buffalo, which as we all know are very eter elevators, 
where those cars can be loaded in bulk with corn and wheat cheaply and with sur 
prising quickness, many propellers running to carry cargoes in bulk of wheat and 
corn that formerly plied to Dunkirk go now to Buffalo. The withdrawal of a part 
of that single branch or item of the carrying-trade is the only fact known to me 
rendering Dunkirk now less important as a harbor than Dunkirk ever was or might 
have promised in the past tobe. Notwithstanding this diversion, Dunkirk remains 
a very important harbor; and between Buffalo and Dunkirk— 


See how the Senator repeats the word over and over again; it was 
necessary perhaps to make himself intelligible, but it shows his inter- 
est in the subject— 
between Buffalo and Dunkirk there is no harbor on Lake Erie. In respect there- 
fore of the safety of vessels, in respect of its trade, in respect of all that makes a 
harbor valuable and necessary, Dunkirk is an important harbor. The first amend- 
ment, I repeat, withholds from Dunkirk all appropriation whatever. 1t appropri 
ates nothing either to continue the work or to preserve the harbor, or to shield from 
the action of the elements the work already done and incomplete. 


Might not the committee’s mind be impressed that this was the 
great want of New York; that Dunkirk, the word that he repeated 
here twenty times in as many lines, was the thing that was upon the 
soul of our friend from New York; and that if there was to be any 
poulticing there was where the poultice should be applied in order to 
alleviate his feelings? I appeal to the Senator from New York him- 
self if that was not the prominent idea which ran through that por- 
tion of hisspeech? Dunkirk! Always Dunkirk; and Hell Gate wasa 
thing which he would commit to the general mercy of Congress. It 
said further : 


I do not state these facts, as Senators might suppose. for the purpose of oppos- 
ing thisamendment. Considering the strait of this bill, considering the condition 
of the country and of the Treasury, I do not feel warranted, because of an amend- 
ment which I regret so much as this, in attempting to overset or aid in overthrow- 
ing the work of thecommittee ; bat I callattention to it thus early for two or three 


reasons, one of which will suffice. If concurring now in this amendment the Sen- | 


ate shall hereafter go back and refuse to concur in other reductions or in other in- 
stances in which appropriations are stricken out, I do not wish to be held incon- 
sistent when I maintain, as I shall, that if the Senate refuses to concur with the 
committee and begins to add to this bill, in the case of local improvements or even 
of general improvements, this improvement is conspicuously one in which the Sen 
ate, should it adopt that line of action, ought to revise the recommendation of the 
committee. 


Then comes along paragraph that I will not take time to read, 
showing the importance of the harbor of Pultneyville and then the 
harbor of Great Sodus Bay. All these are dwelt on by the Senator as 
being of great importance; and when the House, speaking as they 
had a right in their own behalf, desired some re-arrangement of the 
items of this bill, (and a very little re-arrangement was made,) the 
committee on the part of the Senate having in mind these impres- 
sive considerations advanced by the Senator from New York, in- 
sisting that Dunkirk first and second Pultneyville and third Great 
Sodus, which three it seemed so important to the Senator should be 
taken care of, had the appropriations made inthis way. It seems to 
me that it might be considered that the Senator was a little ungrate- 
ful for the poulticing that was done to him at the very place where 
he asked it to be applied when he now comes in and complains of the 
committee. I say the House of Representatives, this Hell Gate oper- 
ation being a national work, in the language of the Senator from 
New York, and committed to the care of the whole country and not 
immediately to the Senators from New York, thought that a quarter 
of a million of dollars was sufficient for it. The original appropria- 
tion by the House was only $200,000. We increased it to $290,000, 
and by compromise saved most of the increase, bringing it to $250,000. 

I say for this reason that it seems to me the attacks which are made 
on this report by the Senators from New York are not well founded. 
I know that estimates are frequently much larger than in the wisdoth 
of Congress ought to be appropriated for given objects. If you run 
all through the Book of Estimates you will tind that the Departments 
ask more money than Congress ever gives. The very estimates of the 
engineers to which the Senator [Mr. CONKLING] would apply in order 
to show that more money ought to be given to this national object 
call for $14,000,000, while the Senate has considered that only $5,000,- 
000 will suffice. I simply say that we have given more in proportion 
to Hell Gate in consideration of its being a national enterprise than 
we have to any other work named in the bill. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I suppose eighteen yards of calico isa 
full pattern for a dress; I do not know exactly what it is, it is 
so long a time since I followed dress-making, [laughter;] but a 
mother who has half a dozen full-grown daughters for whom she 
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wants to make dresses starts out with the resolution that she will 
buy but thirty yards for them all must not think strange if some of 
the dresses are not tlounced as deeply as they ought to be. No man 


sympathizes more acutely than I do in such complaints as we have 


just listened to from the Senators from New York, and nobody enjoys 


such complaints better than I do at the present time. I thought this 
Senate was acting somewhat like a mistaken mother of a large fam- 
ily when it settled down upon the obstinate resolution not to expend 
but $5,000,000 of money during the next year in the interests of com- 
merce throughout this broad Republic. I hope we shall learn wis- 
dom from the result of this one experiment. 

I do not underestimate the value of this improvement at Hell Gate 
to the commerce of the nation or to the commerce of the world at all. 
I say in view of its importance it is simply scandalous, it presents the 
Republic in the attitude of a pauper when she is dealing out small 
sums of money made up of small bills, in order to make this improve- 
ment in the course of a series of years for which the commerce of the 
country is bleeding every day. There is a certain amount of money 
which can be mechanically expended, I take it, upon a work of that 
sort in a given year, and the Republic is robbing itself when it with- 
holds a dollar of the money which can be so expended; because, I 
protest, it makes no difference to the people of this country whether 
you expend $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 in a single year; the tax-payer 
would never know the difference. I hope next year we shall avoid 
all such obstacles as we have stumbled over on this occasion. So that, 
although I agree these complaints of my friends from New York are 
admirably well founded, I think there is no way of avoiding them 
this year; but if they are remembered I think we may avoid them 
next year. We undertook to restrict our appropriations to too small 
a sum, and then expect so many girls to be clothed by the expendi- 
ture of that sum. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, if this were understood to be 
the last river and harbor appropriation billever to be passed by Con- 
gress, I should see much force in the reasoning of the Senators from 
New York and Connecticut; but I take it for granted such is not the 
expectation of any Senator here; and in my opinion, although I am 
not so well posted perhaps as they are upon that point, the season is 
so far gone already, nearly two-thirds of it already past, that the ap- 
propriation as it now stands will be sufficient until another appropria- 
tion bill shall have passed Congress. This is all I wish to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I suppose it is entirely useless to 


| say anything more upon the subject of the total amount of money 


that is to be expended by this bill. It evidently, I suppose, will not 


| do any good to refer to the fact that on the idea, or profession, I will 


not say pretense, of a great state of public necessity and smallness of 
funds in the Treasury, we have cut down all the branches of the Gov- 
ernment in respect of efficiency and capacity to perform their duties, 
have raked through every Department in order to economize as we call 
it, and confessedly to the present detriment of the public service by 
which everybody having relations with the Government of the United 
States is delayed and put off, accounts are not settled, and the public 
interest suffers from the fact that they are not settled, and yet when 
it comes to appropriating money afresh to make the rivers anc harbors 
of this country better this year than they were last or in any year 
before, there is no use in talking about economy and saving money. 
A large majority of this Senate without respect to party, or, if in 
respect to party by a very large proportion of those who consider 
themselves the particular economists of the time, have determined 
that, notwithstanding all that has been said about other topics and 
all we have done and the reasons for it, this thing must go; and 
taking that for granted, as it will go against my vote, I only rise now 
to call attention to one item that appears in this bill and in respect 
of which there was considerable discussion the other day; and it is 
a typical item, because if you had the time and means of examina- 
tion you would find that a good many other items stand in much the 
same way, and that is the east pier of Cleveland where $8,000 of this 
hard-earned money wrung from the tears and blood and bone and 
sinew of the tax-payer, as the phrase of economists is on all the other 





bills, is to be appropriated for the east pier. 

Since that discussion took place I have received an unofficial letter 
from an officer of the engineers at Buffalo, New York, upon this sub- 
ject; an officer who simply happened to write to me from the cireum- 
stance that I was perhaps unduly conspicuous in endeavoring to pro- 
tect what I thought to be the interests of the United States respecting 
that work, in which-he says this: 


In reading the Senate debate on the subject of repairs of Cleveland east pier, I 
notice that some Senators spoke of a ‘quarrel’ between the “ engineer in charge” 
and the railroad company as to who should make the repairs. Allow me to say 
that this is an entire misconception. When last year some suggestions were nade 
to me about some repairs, my answer was that there were no funds for that object. 
I did not think it necessary to re-open the old question. 

Next, further damages took place, due, as far as I can learn, in part to the dredg 
ing done by the city alongside the pier, which, being too deep, caused some of the 
stones to fall in 

Next came the question who was to repairthe damage. The city did not wish to, 
because it received no wharfage from the railroad company for the use of the pier. 
Of course it will be a nice thing for the company to have the United States repair 
and keep in order a pier, or rather a wharf, which is used almost exclusively by 
that company, and that is what the company is aiming at. This part of the old 
pier is now of very littie use as a harbor pier in my opinion. Since it was built the 
pier proper has been extended far out into the lake, and the shore line ig out nearly 
as far as this old part 


Now I omit two or three lines that d6 not bear on this subject, and 
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therefore it is un essary toread them. The gentlemen of the 
mitt 10" ave seen the whole letter. 


I do not se« it my report on the subject is among the papers before the Senate 


I we abandon the whole of this part of the pier. The diflicultyistowhom? I 


f 
to the city, it will make the railroad company pay wharfage, (very properly, I 
think 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Chair would be good enough to let me | 


finish the letter, subject to a call for the regular order, of course. I 
do not wish to displace that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to lay aside the regular order 
temporarily to finish this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the floor at present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to disturb the Senator; but after 
the Senator shall have finished what he has to say, I shall malee the 
motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The letter proceeds: 

Che company now has the (almost) exclusive use of this portion of the pier gratis 
The United States does not want it, in my opinion. The case is notanewone. At 
other harbors where the shore-line has made out the original piers have become un- 


necessary, and have been abandoned by the United States and no further repairs 
made upon them 
Just what General Cram predicted in 1865 (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp August 3, 
mage 19) has come to pass. The repairs now necessary, not for the safety of the 
- bor, but for the convenience of the railroad company, will cost more than the 
company want topay. Hence the “ loud call on the Government.” I have of course 
no interest in the matter, but 1 conceive it my duty to oppose the expenditure of 
publie funds for private purposes. I know of more than one instance on the lakes 
where a single individual, or a single firm having an ax to grind at an insignifi- 
t village, obtained first a survey, then an appropriation, and I can name a har 
ron this lake where a member was elected simply on the “appropriation” issue, 
nd isthreatened with the loss of renomination if he fails to secure one ; this at 
or so petty that the light-house was abandoned some years ago. 
rhe idea of the very breakwater which has been commenced at Cleveland was, 
I believe, started as a help to election by a former member of Congress, and the 
changes rung upon it in the papers with that object. My own private opinion is 
that Cleveland could get along very well without it, and as a “ harbor of refuge ” 
“the game is not worth the candle.” 


lo repeat, I regret that this item has been passed by the Senate, as I cannot help 

considering it as practically a gratuity to a railroad company. 
Respectfully yours. 

It would not have been worth while probably, except from what 
took place before, inasmuch as I presume it is perfectly useless and 
hopeless to try to do anything about it, to have said anything about 
this, but for what this gentleman mentions as to this being a type of 
a good many other instances where there are loud calls on the public 
‘Treasury in the interest of great national commerce which is to tinker 
up some little river that empties into some lake or the sea, or some 
little river that is found away in the mountains where voters are to 
be conciliated by Senators and Members of Congress. Of course it is 
perfectly manifest to everybody who knows us and the gentlemen of 
the other House that we never have any such idea. I am almost 
ashamed to make the explanation because it must be so obvious to 
everybody. Of course there is not a Senator or Member of the other 
House who would ever think of allowing a dollar of public money to 
be spent in his State except for an object of the highest public im- 
portance, although if that high public importance should happen to 
be his election, it is just possible that there is where the public inter- 
est would come in. 

But to return now for a moment to this general question. I am 
going to vote, if I have an opportunity, against agreeing to this con- 
ference report; not that it may not be as well as the conferees could 
have done under the circumstances. Ido not take a moment to make 
any special criticism upon that. I have not even examined it. I 
take that for granted; but when we have united by our action in 
this body in the raid and foray that has been started this winter 
about a great state of public distress and a great paucity in the 
Treasury and that in every possible way the people’s money was to 
be saved by keeping it, and not spending it, even if you pay people 
whom you employ to do work only half of what they are fairly enti- 
tled to earn and what they need for the support of themselves and 
their families, I am unwilling to be a party to taking $5,000,000 of 
this same money in order to make the rivers and harbors of this 
country, even if it would do it, as I have shown it will not in a good 
many instances, better than they have been ever before. If you 
would appropriate a million or two to protect and preserve what we 
have and save our money until there is greater prosperity and a more 
full Treasury, there would be sense in it. As it stands, it appears to 
me to be wholly detrimental to public interests, and so I am going to 
vote against if, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to lay aside the regular order and continue 
the consideration of this report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. SHERMAN. Subject to a call for the reg- 
ular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be continued subject to call 
for the regular order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ver- 
mont uses this river and harbor bill as a lever to enable him better 
to present the unwise and unfair parsimony which has been mani- 
fested by Congress in the general appropriation bills, I like his speech ; 
but if he means to say that $5,000,000 is too much to devote to this 
important purpose, 1 must meet him with an arqgumentum ad hominem ; 
for if I remember rightly it was the Senator from Vermont who. in 
the motion to instruct the committee, inserted the sum of $5,000,000. 


| did; but I first moved to insert I think three and then four and thy 
| five and then five and a half millions, the House having it sj 


August 10, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, if my friend will allow m 


lid 


order to see if it was possible that anything could be saved in this 
performance. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think the first motivn was five millions 
and subsequently my friend offered three and four. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; the first motion was three and the next 
four. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The first was five, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, the first was to appropriate three or four 


| millions, I have forgotten which, to be expended by the Secretary of 


War in conformity with the act of 1269. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That may be so; but in the instruction 
to the committee the sum was five millions. I think it is not well to 
follow a bad example. I think that this country is perfectly able to 
make adequate appropriations to all the purposes of the Government, 
and I really think the fact that we have failed in that particular is no 
reason why we should not make this reasonable appropriation of 
$5,000,000 to this purpose. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, few days on which the Senate 
sits fail to give me fresh reasons to admire the lronorable Senator 
from California on my left, [Mr. SarGenr.] This day is not an ex- 
ception. I admire his ability, his alertness, his acquaintance with 
legislation, his usefulness, and the alacrity with which he performs 
the much labor cast upon him. I say this day gives me fresh occa- 
sion to admire him. ‘To-day he has looked up and read a considera- 
ble portion of a speech of my own, and I commend the taste which 
that displays in him for sound doctrine. It shows that he is inclined 
to resort to reliable sources of fact and information, pot to speak of 
advice. Indeed until the Senator associated his own elocution with 
what I said, I had no idea myself that I had so truly and properly 
presented the case in respect of the harbor of Dunkirk; and there- 
fore I am obliged to him for reproducing that; and, as I say, I ad- 
mire the disposition on his part which it evinces to profit by all the 
sources of information, and especially those which are reliable, open 
to him. 

My honorable friend, as the chief mission of his address to the 
Senate, undertook to involve me in some inconsistency touching the 
appropriation for Hell Gate. Whether he succeeded in that, or not, isa 
matter too indifferent to the Senate to justify me in expending a mo- 
ment upon it. But he undertook also to show, and fortified his argu- 
ment with his opinion, that the appropriation made in the bill for the 
work in question was adequate and suitable, and he even undertook 
to enable us to understand why and how that is so. 

Now, Mr. President, I call attention first of all to the report of the 
engineer which I put on the record by the side of the explanation of 
the Senator touching the work to be done in Long Island Sound and 
the cost and condition of it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will he be kind enough to inform me if he knows 
how much the appropriation was for the last year? If he does 
not—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I will hand the Senator this book when I finish 
reading it, and he can read it for himself. 

Mr. SARGENT. It was just the amount that is now appropriated 
by this bill, $250,000, when there was a year’s additional work to be 
done to what there is now, and without objection on the part of the 
Senator last year $250,000 was appropriated for this purpose when the 
engineers then showed what was to be done. With the same logic 
as then, I say now exactly, this year especially is it true under the 
stringent instructions of the Senate that $250,000 is sufficient. If 
the Senator asks me if $250,000 is sufficient to finish the work, I do 
not say it is; I say it is a sufficient appropriation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Having allowed my honorable friend to ask a 
question which he wanted to answer himself, and allowed him to 
answer 1t, I will show in a moment, as I think, how utterly he mis- 
conceives in supposing that because in a certain year with one con- 
dition of things a certain sum of money was adequate, therefore in 
another year upon a totally changed condition of facts he can argue 
that the same sum is necessary. My honorable friend might as well 
suppose that if a man was about to build a house and wanted to dig 
and lay the foundation in the fall and that required a thousand dol- 
lars as all he wanted that year, when it came next year to complete 
the structure a thousand dollars would be all that was necessary ; he 
need only go back and say that all he expended last year when he 
was flush was a thousand dollars, and therefore what an absurdity 
to talk about expending $20,000 this year! 

Let me turn back to what I was about to read: 


Amount asked to be appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877: 
Grappling rock at Hallett’s Point .........-.....--.-se-ee see we vecconeve $150, 000 
Continuing work on Flood Rock . , 000 
Work on Diamond Reef and Frying-Pan , 000 

0, 0v0 

Now see what the engineer says: 


These amounts designed for specitic purposes are the least that can be asked for 
continuous and economical work. 


That is what the engineer says there. But the honorable Senator 
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says only $250,000 was expended last year, and that shows that only 
$250,000 is necessary this year! 

1 turn over and read a little further from this report: 

As soon as the Hallett's Point drilling is completed, all the machinery there can 
be utilized for Flood Rock work. ‘ 

I might read other passages but I forbear, having read enough to 
show the Senate two things; First, that here is a careful and critical 
estimate of three specific ascertained works, and that estimate amounts 
to $450,000; second, a statement that the apparatus, costly and ex- 
pensive, applicable to this very peculiar work, because it is in a sense 
sui generis, When it has been used to complete one portion of it can all 
be transferred and utilized upon the other. I need not speak of the 
economy Which is concerned in this last suggestion, I need not say 
to any Senator that the difference is vast between utilizing and em- 
ploying all the material, apparatus, impedimenta for this great work 
after it is there, able as the engineers say they will be to do it, and 
do it this season, and allowing it to be dispersed and removed or laid 
up and disused and taken up in another year to be employed again. 

Now, Mr. President, on this state of facts let me inquire what these 
committees did. Inasmuch as the Committee on Commerce made no 
formal report here for lack of a quorum, I have no right to say any- 
thing about that and I forbear. But the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, of which the honorable Senator from California is one of the 
ablest members,—and those who know him well understand that he 
does not neglect the matters committed to him—reported $350,000. 
On what did they base that report? They based it on the data in 
books of which this is one, a part of which I have read, which part is 
fortified by manifold statements, by diagrams, cuts, ocular presenta- 
tions of the stage, shape, condition, magnitude, character, and require- 
ments of this great work. Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
was the sum reported. That was cutting down the estimate sent not 
on a survey referring to a future work, not a speculative estimate in 
futuro as most of these are, but an estimate predicated of a work ex- 
plored, understood, partially completed, honey-combed as the Senator 
has said speaking of a = of it, with a myriad of tiny tunnels or 
drill-holes in which explosives are to be carried. An estimate thus 
grounded, thus based, not resting in the nebulous expectation or con- 
jecture of what might be, but ascertained by actual trial and experi- 
ment, asserted that $450,000 was the least suin that could be econom- 
ically applied this year to continuous work. The committee reduced 
it $100,000, and reported as I have said $350,000. They came into the 
Senate. The Senate, impressed with the importance of this work, 
concurred in the amendment, did it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 


Mr. CONKLING. Sodol. Ihave no doubt about it. 


Mr. SARGENT. The Senate rejected all amendments reducing the 


bill and voted for all increasing it. That was the first farce. 

Mr. CONKLING. There are a great many statements besides the 
one [am making, which are important ; but it is one of my infelicities 
to be able to make only one at a time, and I was endeavoring at that 
moment to state to the Senate upon a hearing, for there was one, 
because I believe I have been taken to task for the frequency with 
which I have called attention to this work, and certainly it has not 
been done sub silentio, nor has it gone without understanding—the 
Senate on a hearing voted that $350,000 was the proper, just, and ap- 
propriate sum at this time to be devoted to that work. Then the 
Committee on Appropriations retired again, took the bill with them 
under instructions to reduce it to $5,000,000. Then it came back. 
But the committee did not make any such reduction as this. They 
reduced it, and it stood at $290,000, The Senate acted upon that. 
Then it went to a conference, and then came what politicians used to 
call “the shrieks of locality.” My honorable friend from California 
has acquitted me of shrieking in that way, because he says very 
truly that I have insisted from the first that this work was nota local, 
endemic, circumscribed affair, which, even if I thought it right to 
snatch to see what could be gotten for a particular State from which 
a Senator comes, I would make the subject of such a procedure. I 
have said throughout, as he remarked, and I say now, that this is 
in the broadest sense a national work. As my friend from Massa- 
chusetts reminded me a few moments ago, it invokes both the pow- 
ers embraced in the vagrant clause of the Constitution, the power to 
regulate commerce not only among the several States, but to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations. It does stand in the great gate-way 
of the kingdom; that great gate-way into which alone the Great 
Eastern could have touched our shores as she did not and conld not. 
She must go around Montauk Point, and she did, and anchored above 
Hell Gate, not being able to come down by reason of the presence of 
thatimpeciment which these engineers are seeking to remove. There- 
fore I fortify and confirm the Senator from California in saying that 
in every stage of this bill I have never insisted that, like some creek 
in States, which shall be nameless, this was a local work appealing to 
the heat and endeavor of local and sectional competition. I have 
left it where it is on the map and in the waters, a public, national 
work, not only of large, but of the largest concern in its application 
to people in numbers and to cargoes in value. 

_ The Senate, I say, voted upon this amendment and upon the strik- 
ing down of the whole bill to $5,000,000; voted that this work should 
be reduced to $290,000, and the committee of conference went out and 
hearing these complaints from interests which, I may say, are local— 
because the bill will bear me out that they had been skipped—the 
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committee proceeded to take off $40,000 more so as to bring this ap- 
propriation down to a point, which I undertake to say upon the report 
of these engineers and upon my knowledge of it, is a sum which 
no private owner, no business man, no board of experts or composed 
of men of common sense, would allot to the work this year. Why? 
Because if the work is to be carried on continuously and economic- 
ally, it requires more money. If it is not to be carried on in that way, 
and does not appeal strongly enough to Congress to make an appro- 
priation to carry it on, we should not appropriate for it at all. 

But the honorable Senator said—and he seemed to think he was 
speaking of all these works of which there are three—that honey- 
combed as the rocks had been with drill-holes, they were to be satu- 
rated with explosives, and when the explosion took place he said it 
was matter of speculation where these rocks would fall. 

Mr. SARGENT. So the engineers themselves say. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I was about to say, it is matter of specula- 
tion ; you cannot tell where they will fall as exactly as you could 
tell where they would be laid in a stone wall for so much a perch if 
& mason was going to lay them up; but there is one thing you can 
tell, and yon can tell that just as sure as the thing itself; that is, the 
law of gravitation. When these rocks are blown jnto the air they 
will falldown. There is not the slightest danger that they will fall 
up, nor any immediate probability that they will proceed on hori- 
zontal lines. And when they fall down, no matter exactly where 
they fall, they will fall in the track of a mighty commerce, they will 
fall in the threat of an arm of the sea, they will fall where they can- 
not lie without wrecking vessels, and accordingly the report of the 
engineer shows what will be necessary in removing the débris. 

The Senator used an expression which I wish I could remember 
on this subject. It was very graphie for the levity which it ascribed 
to these rocks. His phrase was one which would lead a body to sup- 
pose thatalmostany one after this explosion took place might take them 
with the thumb and the finger or brush them out with a wisp-broom 
in some way or the other; but everybody who will look at these re- 
ports will understand that the area of these rocks is so great, the geo- 
logical deposit to be extirpated is so ponderous and colossal that 
when it is blown up and separated by seams and fissures, you have 
come then only to the realization of the valuable part of this work, 
because if vessels are to run upon these rocks it matters very little to 
the rocks or the commerce of the country whether they lic one side 
up or whether they have been turned over in places by the explosion, 
and we do know that they will be there in substance, and the object 
of tearing them to pieces with giant powder is not to leave them 
there, but only to divide them into pieces no longer so heavy or im- 
bedded in the earth that they cannot be moved or extracted by 
machinery. 

Now, looking at this particular one of the three works, and at the 
other two works, the engineers have made this report; and the answer 
of the honorable Senator from California is that I talked about Dun- 
kirk and seemed to make that a very pet object and that I said that 
Hell Gate was not a local object and that only $250,000 were used 
last year at this place in getting ready for the fruition and culmi- 
nation of this work and, therefore, why do they want any more than 
$250,000 this year. Well, Mr. President, if it is satisfactory to the 
honorable Senator from California, I said before, and I want to re- 
peat, that I have no doubt that he and every member of this com- 
mittee did, in his own estimation, the very best he could do. I know 
from some experience with this bill, from having devoted some weeks 
to it myself in committee, that it was full of puzzles and perplexities. 
No Senator envies the task which has been put upon the Senator from 
California. I feel perfectly sure, and say it with the utmost sin- 
cerity, that that Senator exerted himself not only conscientiously 
but seriously to make the best arrangement of this bill possible; and 
I beg him to understand that in no respect, by the remotest or 
faintest implication, do I mean to suggest a doubt in that regard 
touching that honurable Senator or either of his associates on this 
committee. But, Mr. President, when I see in this bill, reported by 
a conference committee compelling us to take the whole bill in block 
or to vote against it, a diffasion of money to objects useful, of para- 
mount importance, but made in such measure as to violate the prin- 
ciples of economy and the true interests of the Government; and when 
I turn to other pages and see in many a local instance appropriations 
made which, in my judgment, should never be made if the Treasury 
were overflowing with surplus revenue—appropriations, in my belief, 
not to be defende either as matter of business judgment and discre- 
tion, or of constitutional power,—then I do not feel that I owed an 
apology. to the Senaters composing the committee of conference or to 
anybody else for respectfully entering my protest against it. 

I shall vote against this report for the reason that appropriating 
large sums of money, as I believe, where no money at any time should 
be appropriated, it also appropriates other large sums of money in 
such wise and with such application that the real ends and the justi- 
fiable ends to which they are to be devoted are not to be answered, 
or they are to be answered only in part, and that expensively to the 
detriment of the true interests of the Government and in violation of 
the real principles which ought to be observed. 

Mr. SARGENT. lL only desire to say a word or two to my friend 
from New York. He has a habit of disarming those who seem to 
be in opposition to him, and I must confess myself to be somewhat 
in that predicament. I did not desire to convict him of any incon- 
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sistency. I simply wished to show the operation of my own mind in 
remembering what he said inthe Recorp, He dwelt with great stress | 


upon the necessity to the interests of New York of the harbor of 
refage at Dunkirk, which was not merely a harbor of refuge but a 
harbor of great commerce. He also thought the Senate committee 
had made a mistake in leaving out Pultneyville, and dwelt with great 
force on the Great Sodus. When the House conference insisted that 
a quarter of a million dollars was all that could be allowed for Hell 
Gate, the Senate conferees, remembering the position of the Senator, 
from New York, said, “It will not beenough; but we will not allow 
the amount to be taken from one State and given to another asa rule ; 
but if there should happen to be a surplus after the reasonable wants 
of the State are satisfied, that may be distributed.” Consequently 
we insisted that Dankirk might go in and Pultneyville and Great 
Sodus, and I supposed that all the reasonable demands of the Senator 
from New York had been satistied. He says, however, that a quarter 
of a million dollars is not enough. I cited the fact that a quarter 
of a million dollars was all that was appropriated last year and that 
was net the commencement of the work, but three-quarters of a mil- 
lion dollars had been already expended on it. 

Mr. CONKLING, Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SARGENT. I will. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator does not want to make an erroneous 
statement. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly not. 

Mr. CONKLING. He makes a very erroneous one in what he has 
said about New York. He seems to think that this report has restored 
everything for New York. 

Mr. SARGENT. We have restored Dunkirk, and Great Sodus, and 
Pultneyville. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly you have restored them, but you have 
not restored other works. 

Mr. SARGENT. We have restored each of them. I know whereof 
I speak. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator not know that more has been 
taken from the State of New York in the aggregate, counting Hell 
Gate, than the Senate put on? 

Mr. SARGENT. I say the endeavor was to answer the demands 
made by Senators in behalf of their States. The House insisted that 
a quarter of a million, the amount appropriated last year, was suffi- 
cient for this work. We looked at the estimates, and we found the 
estimates were $450,000. We looked at the estimates the year before 
and found they were $600,000, and Congress appropriated $250,000. 
It did not seem unreasonable that $40,000 should come off and the 
amount be reduced to a quarter of a million dollars when the esti- 
mates were only about two-thirds of what they were the previous 
year. Then we demanded that the statement made on the floor of 
the Senate in behalf of New York should be accepted before there 
should be considered any surplus to come off in the neighborhood of 
New York or anywhere else, and then we restored every harbor the 
Senator himself insisted upon, and then the amount is less than 
$20,000, some $16,000; which is the only matter the Senator seems to 
be making his point upon this morning. 

I refer to the estimates of the engineer and his statements, which 
the Senator must have known, because they were before his commit- 
tee for months before they unfortunately came to us; and I regret 
that they did. Iam sorry we did not have the benetit of the Sen- 
ator’s great judgment in arranging the details of the bill; but by those 
reports before the committee the necessary estimate was $450,000. 
There came a stage in the progress of this bill when the amount was 
reduced to $290,000. I do not find that this reduction of $160,000 ex- 
cited the solicitude of the Senator at that time for so national a work, 
while he still talked about Dunkirk, always Dunkirk, and Pultney- 
ville, and Great Sodus. Ido not desire to insist on this as an incon- 
sistency, but I must say that it is a justification of our action in sup- 
posing, as $160,000 reduction did not excite the sensibility of the 
Senator that $40,000 would not produce that effect. 

Mr. CONKLING. If I understand my friend he gets the idea that 
I turned a cold shoulder to Hell Gate. 

Mr. SARGENT. I say, in other words, that this national work was 
confided to us and confided to our good judgment. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is where I made my mistake. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very likely the Senator may have made a mistake, 
though I have been trying to show him why we have done it. I still, 
however, think that the Senator ought to have shown his disappro- 
bation of any reduction whatever. When the largest amount pro- 


posed was below the estimate said by the engineers to be absolutely | 


necessary, he assented. The Senator is wrong or else I am wrong, and 
I dare say he is right, if one of us isin error. I find the engineers 
spoke as follows in 1574, when they bad already run seven hundred 
and eighty feet of tunnel under this rock before that time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why do you read the report of 1874 when there 
is a report of 1875? 

Mr. SARGENT. For several reasons; in the first place to show 
that in 1574 they estimated for $600,000 and we gave them a@ quarter 
of a million. Now they estimate for $450,000 and we give them still 
a quarter of a million, showing that the same authority which would 
condemn the reduction the year before—and I do not remember that 
there was any particular controversy over that—would condemn.it 
now, and furthermore showing that the engineers are extravagant in 











their estimates. That is to say, they tell you the whole amount they 
think they can get. They estimated $14,000,000 for rivers and har- 
bors this year. The engineer speaking about deep water and shallow 
water and the disposal of rocks there, says: 

The amount of stone grappled and remgved was twenty-eight hundred and five 
cubic yards. This does not include the amount (which is unknown) raked from 
the surface into the deeper water on the sides of the reef. 

To take the débris that falls there, as I understand it, the water on 
the sides of the reef is deep enongh, and it could be decreased several] 
feet without injuring the navigation of the harbor for vessels draw- 
ing twice the amount of water that the Great Eastern does. I under- 
stand that to be the fact. If the Senator controverts that, he may 
be right; but from my reading on the matter and from the discus- 
sions in the committee on both sides, by the House conferees and the 
Senate conferees, I am disposed to think I am correct in my under- 
standing of this matter. In other words, we have given a quarter of 
a million of dollars to this work the same as last year, when every 
other appropriation has been reduced, and we have treated that as a 
matter of national importance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word in reply to the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] before the vote is taken. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont, in commenting upon the bill, seems now, as here- 
tofore, to lay particular stress upon the action of the committes 
with reference to the harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, where the commit- 
tee had the misfortune of inserting an item of $8,000 for the repair of 
an old pier, and wherein the Senate concurred in the judgment of 
the committee, and wherein the House conferees made no objection, 
and therefore it was not a proper subject for the committee of con- 
ference to consider. The honorable Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Suer- 
MAN ] stated some days ago that there was a little bit of a conflict 
with reference to this pier between the railroad company and the 
engineer in charge. I do not know how that may be, but I should 
think not, from the fact that this engineer takes pains to explain to 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, who has opposed this appro- 
priation all the way through, by saying to him that there is no con- 
flict, and writing him an elaborate letter on the subject. I suppose, 
of course, that this letter was written to the honorable Senator for 
the reason that if it had been written to the committee having 
charge of this bill thecommittee would have had that information and 
probably might have changed its judgment. The honorable Senator 
from Vermont says that he showed the letter to the committee. That 
letter was not shown to the committee until after this report was made 
and in the Senate. I merely state these facts for what they are worth ; 
but this engineer was appealed to before by the several committees 
of Congress. He was appealed to by the Chief of Engineers tomake 
a reduction in the estimates in his district, and in that reduction 
of estimates he assigus to the breakwater at Cleveland, Ohio, 
$50,000, and says that that sum willdo. Now he writes a letter to au 
honorable Senator of this body, which letter is read here, stating that 
this breakwater at Cleveland, Ohio, is useless. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That work was recommended by the board of 
engineers. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was recommended originally by the Corps of 
Engineers. When this particular engineer is called upon for an esti- 
mate of reductions that may be made in his district ou the basis of 
two-thirds of reduction he sends here under his own signature, which 
I have, a recommendation stating that $50,000 ought to be appropri- 
ated by Congress for this breakwater at Cleveland, but he now 
writes to the honorable Senator from Vermout that it is a useless and 
wasteful expenditure of public money, and not only so, but under- 
takes to impugn the motives of local Senators and Representatives 
in Congress in asking this appropriation, to say nothing of the infer- 
ential imputation upon the members of the committee who have un- 
dertaken in a fair and legitimate way to make just appropriations in 
this bill upon the best iuformation attainable to them. 

I make this statement in order that this engineer, who seems to be 
reading the debates in Congress, may have an opportunity of know- 
ing at least what one member of the Senate thinks of him in sending 
letters to Senators instead of sending them through the regular mili- 
tary channels in order that they may reach the proper committees, and 
in time to influence their action. If he thinks this expenditure of 
money is wasteful, why does he not so report to his superior officials 
in time for use by committees, instead of sending private and un- 
official letters to Senators ata period too late to be useful? But there 
is no particular harm (and I regret the Senator from Vermont is not 
here) in making this appropriation of $3,000 for this pier at Cleveland 
Harbor. All these appropriations are expended in the discretion of 
the Engineer Corpe. Because we appropriate this money the Secre- 
tary of War is not, perforce of that appropriation, to expend the 
money. For any reason, either for its insufficiency or because this 
money is not needed at any particular place, it is within the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War to withhold this expenditure. There- 
fore we are not to be charged here, and although we make a mistake 
in this appropriation of $3,000, which has been fully discussed and 
carefully examined, and although this mistake is made by Congress, 
it does not follow that perforce of this appropriation the expenditure 


| must be made if it is a needless expenditure, although at the time 


the appropriation is made it appears to be required, as in case of this 
particular pier. 


We have also provided in this very bill that the differences exist- 
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ing between this railroad company and the Government of the United 
States with reference to this pier shal] be adjusted, and if they are 
not adjusted the Attorney-General of the United States shall take 
proper means to see that the interests of the Government are pro- 
tected in this regard. Therefore it does not amgoms to me to be nec- 
essary to speak constantly of this pier at Cleveland, Ohio, as an ex- 
ample of the general character and nature of this bill. 

I have one word to say with reference to Hell Gate. As was truly 
said by the Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] the appropriation 
this year was as large as the appropriation last year. The estimate 
this year is $150,000 less than the estimate last year. The length 
of time within which this appropriation may be expended is only 
six mouths. These river and harbor appropriations are continuous 
appropriations; they are not appropriations like others for fiscal 
years. Therefore an appropriation made at the next session of Con- 
gress will take effect immediately upon the adjournment of Congress 
or upon the passage of the appropriation bill; so that this $250,000 is 
practically an a »propriation for six months for this improvement at 
Hell Gate. If they could only expend profitably and economically as 
they estimate $450,000 in a year, they can expend profitably and eco- 
nomically then only $250,000 in six months. Whether this be a great 
national enterprise or local enterprise in which the Senator from New 
York is specially interested, we have given him and that particular 
improvement as large a sum as can be expended until Congress shall 
have another opportunity of making appropriations for that improve- 
ment. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Am I[rightin supposing that the Senatorsaid that 
there were only two or three months remaining when work could be 
done at Hell Gate, thereby meaning that it went on only during the 
summer season ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ithought the Senator said that. I wish tosay to 
him, if he does not know it, that winter as well as summer is an ad- 
vantageous time to do that work. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not having said that, it is not necessary, of course, 
to reply toit. Isaidtms: that last year, with an estimate of $600,000, 
$250,000 was appropriated. This year, with an estimate of $450,000, 
$250,000 is appropriated, and that when there are but six months left 
during which these appropriations may be expended until another 
appropriation can be made. This estimate was made for a year, and 
Congress will meet again in December. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Senator to mean that it is an 
appropriation for six months? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I mean; and that after that time 
another appropriation will be available, 

Mr. CONKLING. How can the Senator mean that, when we are 
talking about the fiscal year, and the fiscal year does not end until 
the Ist of July? Is not that more than six months from this time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I undertook to explain the fact that these river 
and harbor appropriations are not appropriations for fiscal years. 
They are continuous appropriations, and if we make an appropriation 
next year and that appropriation is passed on the 4th day of March, 
it is immediately available. It is not only available for the fiscal 
year beginning on the lst day of July, 1877, but it can be entered upon 
on the 5th day of March. 

‘ = CONKLING. Is not this appropriation available until next 
uly 

Mr. ALLISON. Thisappropriation isavailable until itis exhausted, 
if it be next July or if it be ten years from this time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then why do you say there are only six months 
in which it can be expended ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say the estimate was made for a year. This ap- 
propriation may be expended within six months, when another appro- 
priation will be made available for Hell Gate. I do not wish to 
occupy time with reference to this bill. I only wish to say that the 
conference committee made the best adjustment of this bill possible. 
When we found there was a disposition on the part of the House to 
reduce the appropriation at Hell Gate, we insisted upon the appro- 
priation at Dunkirk, as was stated by my colleague upon the com- 
mittee, [Mr. neenan) set the House also insisted upon it. They 
insisted that Dunkirk should be included within these appropriations, 
because the harbor at Dunkirk is open two or three weeks before the 
harbor of Buffalo is open, and they said the harbor of Dunkirk should, 
therefore, be maintained. The House insisted that Dunkirk should 
be kept in the bill and we agreed to it, and agreed to the reduction 
for Hell Gate. All of the different appropriations which have been 
sist hee by the conference committee amount in the aggregate to only 

91,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the report. 

Mr. CONKLING, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Iowa, as I understand, to whom 
I showed the letter that I read from an engineer, while I was not 
present said that this gentleman had made a recommendation incon- 
sistent with what he states in this letter. I ask the honorable Sena- 
tor from Iowa to produce that recommendation in order that we may 
see whether it is inconsistent or not. 


Will the Senator allow me one moment? 


The question is on concurring in 
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_ Mr. ALLISON. I have sent for it, I will state to the Senator, and 
in a moment will have it read at the Clerk’s desk. I think I had it 
once; but I am not certain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When I handed this letter to my honorable friend, 
and after he had read it and handed it back to me, he did not com- 
municate tome that he was aware of any inconsistency; but I had 
the impression that he rather sympathized—of course it is not right 
for me to state private conversation, and I do not mean to state it— 
but I mean to say that I have the impression that he ought rather to 
sympathize with the suggestions made about the piers at Cleveland. 
But what I want to get at now as a matter of justice to a worthy pub- 
lic servant as to exactly where this inconsistency comes in, and this 
is supposed to be it: 

Unirep States ENGINEER OrrFice, 


Buffalo, New York, February %, 1876. 
Brigadier-General A. A. Humrurrys 


Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 


GENERAL: After replying to the Department telegram of to-day in relation to 
the reduction of estimates, I found that I had misunderstood it and had only re- 
duced the aggregate one-third instead of to one-third. 1 have consequently sent a 
second telegtam, in which I suggest the following appropriations: Toledo, $75,000, 


Sandusky, $25,000; Cleveland, $50,000 ; Erie, $50,000; Buffalo, $85,000. Total, $285, . 
000— 


Being one-third of the Department estimates, (8855.000.) 
It will be seen that I do not recommend a reduction at Erie. 


Is there anything else in the letter that the Senator thinks touches 
this matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is one other clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill read it clear through in order to be sure. 

It is the only natural harboron Lake Erie, and the only harbor Pennsylvania has 
on the lake, and needs constant attention. The work at Toledo and Sandusky can 
not be economically executed with smaller sums than were granted last year. 
Cleveland can, I think, get along very well with the $50,000, which I estimate the 
same as last year. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


That is all. 
My friend says that is all. 
C. E. BLUNT, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Engineers. 

You will observe, Mr. President, that there is no hint here of any- 
thing about the east pier at Cleveland at all; and if you turn to 
the estimate which I suppose somewhere is in detail, I venture to 
assert—not merely do I believe, but I venture to assert, though 
without the knowledge myself—that there is no estimate anywhere 
in the Engineer Department from this gentleman of anything for the 
east pier at Cleveland. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is nothing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend says there is nothing. 
I should like to know’ where the inconsistency comes in, 

Mr.ALLISON. The honorable Senator from Vermont read a letter 
in which, if I understood the reading of the letter correctly, this en- 
gineer states that this breakwater at Cleveland is unnecessary and 
a wasteful expenditure of public money, perhaps not using those 
exact words. I simply stated that the same engineer had recom- 
mended the committee to insert that item, and therefore we had in- 
serted it. If that be inconsistent, then 1 said he was inconsistent. 
If that be not inconsistent, then I did not say he is inconsistent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then my friend is not speaking of the east pier 
at all? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only delay the Senate as an act of justice to 
this gentleman, because I think when I get his letter—it has gone 
to the reporter’s room ; it will be back in a minute—my friend will 
see he has done him an injustice, even about matters not connected 
with the east pier, which are ouly incidental in this letter; for I am 
bound to say of all the Engineer Corps, taking them at large, and this 
person in particular, whom I never saw but once in my life, they are 
men who endeavor to do their upright duty according to the light 
they have, without fear, favor, or affection. No politician, no states- 
man even, no anybody, as I believe, can swerve the gentlemen of that 
corps, speaking of them in general, and this gentleman in particular, 
one hair from the brave and upright performance of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator will yield to me one moment, 
that I may state what I did say. The Senator stated that this late 
letter which the enginer wrote had been shown to the committee. In 
justice to the committee I said it had been so shown after the report 
of the committee had been made. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Isaid that myself, when it was too late to do any 
good. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not so hear the Senator say. WhatIdid say 
was that if this engineer had written to the committee, or through 
the proper Engineer Bureau, the committee might have had early 
knowledge of these troubles and difficulties at Cleveland. That is 
what I complain of. I do not know the engineer at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, Mr. President, when we come back to the east 
pier we find that the Engineer Bureau never recommended anything 
for it at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not speaking of the east pier. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therefore this engineer in that respect had no 
occasion to write to the Engineer Bureau at all. Some politician 
foisted this contrivance for the benefit of this railroad company into 
this Lill somewhere. Of course by politician I mean a statesman, 
who had the large interests of national commerce at heart. That is 


Now 
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what I mean by politician; I do not mean it offensively at all; quite 
the reverse; but it was very evident that the country could not live 
another year unless this east pier was taken care of. Between the 
city and the railroad, away up outof the necessities of the protection 
of commerce, there had been dredging and railroad occupation, &c., 
so that the city and the company had got into a little difficulty as to 
who should pay for it; and they harmonized their difficulty, as it is 
always very comfortable to do, by agreeing that the United States 
should pay for it, which would settle their disputes at once. 

I come now to the point that my friend seems to rely upon as show- 
ing that this gentleman has recommended one thing and has then 
criticised it. Let us see if I can find that precise place, because I do 
not want to reread the whole letter. What this gentleman says as 
showing the way appropriations get into these river and harbor bills, 
the necessities of having an appropriation an issue and some member 
of Congress running upon it from some particular village, is: 


The idea of the very breakwater which has been commenced at Cleveland was, I 
believe, started as a help to election by a former memberof Congress, and the changes 
rung upon itin the papers with that object. My own private opinior is taat Cleve- 
land could get along very well withoutit; and asa “ harbor of refuge,” “ the game 
is not worth the candle.” 


That is what the Senator allndes to. Let us turn to what his com- 
mand was from the chief office here; “ You are commanded to reduce 
your estimates by two-thirds so as to leave only one-third.” Con- 
gress had already commanded the erection of this Cleveland break- 
water, which the ice in that lake every year kicks over and draws out 
the piles as a dentist will draw out a tooth; and it always will un- 
til we get a great cycle, when the democrats come in, for instance. 
Of course it will be so hot there then that there will not be any ice 
and the stumps will stay in just as they do in the Cape Fear River, 
or wherever it is, where we have an appropriation to pull out the 
stumps of the “late unpleasantness” that are still there. They will 
stay; but on this present occasion this man, acting under a law of 
Congress passed before, is called upon to estimate how much is 
necessary to go on and keep these teeth in the sand that the ice 
every winter pulls out; and he saysso much. Then he is ordered by 
telegraph to reduce by two-thirds, and he does reduce so much. What 
justification has my friend from Iowa for saying that there is any 
inconsistency in his mechanically performing the duty of reducing 
the old estimate to keep these teeth in the sand, and his statement 
that as a harbor of refuge it is good for nothing, and as a work of 
public improvement that can be made to stay it will not operate, be- 
cause everybody who goes there in the winter sees how it is that 
they cannot be kept in? I fail to see the slightest inconsistency be- 
tween the two statements. That is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on 
all political questions with the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. CamM- 
EFRON, and I am not sure but that he would regard this as a political 
question. 

Several Senators. This is not a political question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not a political question, except so far as it 
afiects States. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Tnur- 
MAN] and myself are paired on general topics, leaving it to my judg- 
ment where I thought we should differ. I really do not know how 
he would vote on this bill, and therefore I shall not vote. I should 
vote against the report, but I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. WiInDoM] is at present en- 
gaged in aconference committee and is unable to be here at this time. 
He would vote for the report. 

Mr. McDONALD. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Morton] 
on political questions. Iam not certain how he would vote on this 
question if he were here, and therefore, not being certain, I decline to 
vote, 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam paired with myself on this question. There 
are some portions of the bill that I want to vote for very much. 
Some of the appropriations I think are necessary to preserve the pub- 
lic works, but t think some are very injudicious. Upon the whole I 
will vote “ yea.” 
rien eee The Little Narraganset was rather doubtful. 

saughter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it in order to make a little speech? I should 
like to explain my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order. 

; ot EDMUNDS. It is only in order for friends of the bill; that 
is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island had 
a right to state his pair. 
oe a ee Had he a right to state his reasons for going for 
the ti 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam paired on all political qnestions with the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. GoLpTHwalte.] Not considering this 
a political question, I vote “ yea?’ - 





August 10, 


The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of 
Wisconsin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cooper, Davis, Dennis, Ednvunds, Ferry, Frelin.. 
haysen, Gordon, Harvey, Hitchcock, Hows, Ingalls, Kelly, Key, McMillan, Maxey 
Merrimon, Mitchell, Norwood, Ogleaby, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Ranson, 
Sargent, Saulsbury, West, and Withers—36 

NAYS-— Messrs. Boutwell, Cockrell, Conkling, Dawes, Eaton, McCreery, Morril] 
Wadleigh, Wallace, and Whyte—10. . , 

ABSENT—Measrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Conover 
Cragin, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones 
of Nevada, Kernan, Logan, McDonald, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Spen 
cer, Stevenson, Thurman, Windom, and Wright—25. 

So the report was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. SHERMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I want to enter a motion to reconsider the report, 

Mr. ALLISON. I want that motion disposed of now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The motion to reconsider will give rise to debate 
and I prefer to go on. I call for the regular order. The Senator 
from Vermont can make his motion at any time to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was concurred in. 

Mr. HOWE. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I called for the regular order before the Senator 
from Vermont made bis motion, and stated that such a motion would 
give rise to debate. 

Mr. HOWE. There is no debate about a motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. If I have made my motion to reconsider I am en- 
titled to the floor, and I have a little something to say upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I called for the regular order before either of 
these motions was made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio calls for 
the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand the Chair to decline to enter 
my motion to reconsider? I rose and addressed the Chair and was 
recognized, and entered my motion I think before the Senator from 
Ohio called for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator 
from Ohio if he rose and demanded the regular order before the Sen- 
ator from Vermont moved to reconsider ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. IcansaythatI did. The Senator from Vermont, 
however, immediately rose afterward and made his motion. I called 
for the regular order purposely, becanse I inferred from the vote of 
the Senator from Vermont that he would move a reconsideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio stating that 
he rose before the Senator from Vermont, the Chair will then rule 
as this report was considered subject to the regular order that the 
Hamburgh resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose I say that the Senator from Ohio did not 
rise before I did ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would then submit it to 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I supposed we stood on equal grounds here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont can make his motioa 
afterward. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I propose to have it settled now whether I have 
made it or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to prevent the delay of public business 
by a political discussion, I now surrender my right to the floor, be- 
cause I will not stand in the way if the Senator desires to make a 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio surrenders 
the floor and the Senator from Vermont enters a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the report of the committee of conference was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had entered it before; but I did not enter it 
for the purpose of filibustering against this bill at all. I was told 
while the yeas and nays were being taken—I am now speaking on 
the motion to reconsider, which is debatable—that the Senator from 
Iowa commented on the impropriety, as it appeared te him, of Colonel 
Blunt writing a private and unofficial letter to me as being a thing 
that an officer in the Engineer Corps ought not todo. Am I stating 
the Senator from Iowa correctly, for I was not in the Chamber at the 
moment when he is supposed to have made such a remark ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I said this: that if this engineer officer had made 
these communications to the committee, the committee would have 
had the information that the Senator from Vermont had and would 
have had the benefit of his views upon this subject; or if he had sent 
these communications through the regular channel, as I supposed 
Army officers were bound to do, the Committee on Appropriations 
would have had the benefit of his communications upon the subject 
before the report was made. I say now that I think it was exceed- 
ingly indiscreet for this officer to arraign members of Congress in a 
private, unofficial letter for seeking appropriations for personal ends 
and gains and to have that letter read here in the Senate as a means 
of showing that improper appropriations were in this bill; and per- 
haps I said in substance the same thing before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, so far as the first part of the ob- 
servations of my honorable friend from Iowa is concerned, that if the 
engineer had informed the committee they would have had the in- 





1876. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





formation, I can tell him that they had the information as soon as I 
had; and, as I stated before, all this information about this east-pier 
business arose out of what took place in the Senate, and therefore 
there is no accusation which can justly be made against anybody in 
that respect. It was jumped into this bill somewhere or other in one 
House or the other, I do not know where, but I believe in this body 
jn some way. 

As to the second branch of my friend’s observations, that it was 
very indiscreet in this gentleman—because I think it quite probable 
he is a gentleman still, if he has ventured to write an unofficial letter 
to me—to write a letter to me instead of writing to his superiors in 
the Engineer Bureau. That depends upon the question whether an 
Army oflicer, because he is employed in the Army, has lost all the 
characteristics and qualifications belonging to him as an American 
citizen. If my friend from Iowa supposes that to be the case, then it 
was very indiscreet, not to say very improper, that one citizen of the 
United States happening to be an Army officer should venture to write 
to another citizen of the United States on a topic upon which that 
other citizen had something to say without the authority of his supe- 
rior. That is the question. I think, Mr. President, that is a question 
that answers itself. This gentleman has not written this letter to me 
in his capacity as an engineer at all. I stated and read most explic- 
itly that the letter was a personal letter and nnoflicial. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? He dves not want to 
misrepresent what I meant to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By no means, because I did not hear it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not that he wrote a letter to the Senator from 
Vermont, but it is that he communicated to the Senator freen Vermont 
statements with reference to this breakwater, which, if communi- 
cated to the committee in time, might have influenced them with 
reference to this appropriation. Now that letter goes upon the rec- 
ord here showing that the Committee on Appropriations recommended 
an appropriation of $50,000 which is of no practical utility. There- 
fore | say that this engineer officer did an indiscret thing in not say- 
ing publicly to his superior officers what he did privately and unof- 
ficially to the Senator from Vermont. That is the complaint | make. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the person was entitled to write me a letter 
at all, I suppose he was entitled to say something in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There would be no use in writing me a letter 
that did not say anything. It evidently would not do-me any good, 
and it would not do the Senate any good, or my friend from Lowa any 
good, unless he has more potent powers than he has been suspected 
of, and those which he has are very considerable. 

His point is that this gentleman ought to have communicated to his 
superior officers what he communicated to me, arising out of his seeing 
the debates and the facts that he perceived that I had been somewhat 
obnoxious—I will take a phrase that will suit the majority of the 
Senate—in opposing appropriations and schemes for appropria‘ions 
that I did not believe to be justified by the public interest. My friend 
says that this gentleman ought to have communicated all that before 
to the Engineer Corps, to the headquarters. What had he to com- 
municate? No such proposition existed as to this pier, and as to the 
other we all agree how it did arise. I stated before that Congress 
had by law made this thing inoperative, and he was called upon by 
the Chief of Engineers to report how much money it would take to 
do a particular mechanical thing. He reported it and all the other 
engineers did, making $14,000,000 in the whole all over the country. 
Then he gets a telegram from the Chief of Engineers of the War De- 
partment, “reduce your estimates for this work by a certain percent- 
age.” In obedience to orders he does exactly that thing, which leaves 
$50,000 for Cleveland. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not the request, if the Senator will pardon 
me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The request was to reduce the total of the appro- 
priations within his district one-third. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. He might have omitted the Cleveland breakwater 
entirely, and it was his duty to omit the Cleveland breakwater if in 
his opinion it was a useless expenditure of money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator begs the very question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think so. He omitted other places and 
why shoul he not have omitted the Cleveland breakwater ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I cannot answer why he should or should 
not; but when he is commanded to reduce his estimates so much, 
and Congress having by definite legislation provided for Cleveland 
# certain contrivance of breakwaters and public works, he evidently 
«lid not feel authorized to fly in the face of the law, and accordingly 
he did it. Now the Senator criticises this gentleman because after 
this matter has at last engaged some slight examination and criti- 
cism, some little exposing of it to the light, and he sees the course of 
debate, he writes personally to another person as two citizens of the 
United States write to each other. Fhe did not write to my dis- 
tinguished friend from Iowa, I suppose, because he did not dare—I 
will not say dare, for he is an Army officer, but because he did not feel 
at liberty, for I do not want to say anything that can be in the least 
degree irritating, and my friend knows that I do not mean it; I only 
want to defend the honor and reputation of this man that I believe 
in entirely from what I hear of him rather than from what I know 
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of him. He does not write to my friend from Iowa baving the bill 
mn charge though not the chairman of the committee, because he 
might feel that it would be an intrusion, but he ventures on an old 
and casual acquaintance to write toa gentleman he happens to know, 
believing that that gentleman would not be slow as an honorable 
man to communicate what information he had, official or unoffi- 
cial, to the proper party and to the Senate at once. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator mistakes my point entirely. It is 
not that he wrote a letter to the Senator from Vermont; it is that he 
stated in that letter what he omitted to state before, and which if 
stated before might have prevented an expenditure of money. Now 
as Iam up I want the Senator from Vermont to show me the law 
which directs a breakwater at Cleveland, Ohio. If there is such a 
law I have no knowledge of it. These appropriations are made from 
year to year in the discretion of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there was no law for it, that would make it a 
great deal worse, because my friend is as responsible as the engineer 
is, and a thousand times more. My friend makes the law and con- 
trols the law and repeals the law; this engineer does not, and if 
there is no law for making estimates for a pier at Cleveland, if there 
has been no previous provision of Congress, then my friend stands 
without any excuse in going in for $50,000 for this thing until he 
himself in some proper way has investigated the subject and knows 
it to be a proper object of public expenditure, 

But, Mr. President, I did not mean to prolong this debate even this 
much. I heard, being called out for the moment, that something had 
been said that seemed to reflect upon the honorable and proper con- 
duct of this gentleman, and knowing of him rather than knowing 
him in any broad sense, knowing of him asI do, I felt bound in doing 
justice as I wish it to be done to me, to vindicate as far as I could by 
a simple statement of how the thing occurred any reflection that 
might be made upon this gentleman. 

Mr. HOWE. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want toask a question of the Chair before we 
vote on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is one reason why I was not going to de- 
bate because debate is not in order. I believe it is still in order for 
a Senator to know what he votes on, and if necessary to ask a ques- 
tion of the Chair; therefore I respectfully submit this question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair only did it to do his duty. 
He has been criticised before. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam obliged to the Chair, but I did not intend 
to violate a well-known rule of the Senate. My inquiry of the Chair 
is this: A motion being entered to reconsider, and a motion made to 
lay that on the table, and that prevailing, does not the motion for re- 
consideration lie on the table subject to be taken up at any time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It lays the motion to reconsider on 
the table, and leaves the bill stand passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I do not agree to for one. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Chair makes that ruling, I respectfully 
appeal from the decision of the Chair in order that Lmay say a word. 
lt may not be very important upon this bill; it isof some importance 
in the usage and practice of the Senate. I humbly submit to the 
Chair and to the Senate that that cannot be the rule of this body. In 
the House of Representatives it is the rule by rule; and a custom- 
ary motion is when a bill is passed to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed and to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table, and when the House so vote that puts an end to the whole 
controversy. That is by a rule in derogation of parliamentary law ; 
but by the rules of this body everything upon the table of the Sen- 
ate is pending, and everything pending may be considered by the 
Senate. Nowa Senator moves to reconsider a bill. That arrests the 
bill. The Senate lays on the table the motion to reconsider. The 
Chair suggests that that carries the bill beyond the power of the 
Senate. Still the motion to reconsider is pending, but it is a mere 
empty ceremony. The ruling of the Chair takes away the substance 
of the whole thing; and when a Senator calls up the motion which 
has been laid on the table, to wit, the motion to reconsider, the bill 
has forever gone; and yet ali the time the motion to reconsider is 
pending. I submit that is not the law. 

The Chair may be able to lay his hand upon a bill passed for the 
relief of Asbury Dickins. That bill was passed, a motion to recon- 
sider was entered, and that motion was laid on the table. When was 
it? It was the Jast day of the last session of the Congress, and every- 
thing fell with the expiration of that session. Of course the motion 
to reconsider was not pending ; it lay on the table of the Senate and 
the Senate had died as to that session ; without going into the ques- 
tion of whether it is a continuous body or not, a complete end had 
arrived of that Congress, and therefore everything fell. 

Some Senators around me will remember a discussion, a very ani- 
mated discussion, of this question in executive session two or three 
years ago where a motion was made to reconsider the vote confirming 
anomination. A motion was made by a Senator from Iowa then, not 
now, to lay that motion on the table. A very heated discussion took 
place as to the effect of it, and it was held in that case that the mo- 
tion to reconsider being laid on the table was exactly in the position 
to leave it a pending motion before the Senate, because at any mo- 
ment it was in order to move to take up from the table that motion 
lying there? That I understand to be this very case. A Senator 
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moves to reconsider this vote. I have already disclaimed any inter- | I voted on the wrong side. You can just take the vote in a second 


est in this particular question; I feel none. 
to reconsider I should be entirely willing to withdraw it; 

to preserve if I can uniformity in the action of the Senate 
events I should like as one 
rules. 


but I want 
member of the body to understand its 
A Senator moves to reconsider this bill. That he has a right 
todo. That arrests the bill. Another Senator immediately moves to 
lay that motion on the table. That vote is taken. That under all 
the rules of the Senate leaves the motion pending before the Senate. 
No Senator will deny that. 

Mr. WEST. Where does it leave the bill? 

Mr. CONKLING. Lam coming to that, if my friend will pardon 
me. If it be held that although the motion to reconsider is laid on 
the table, the only thing on which that motion can operate is to be 
immediately asported from the Senate, put entirely beyond its reach, 
as if the House had concurred, which of course it has not, in this re- 
port, (because we granted the conference and it comes here first, ) this 
would be the last act on this bill and under the ruling of the Chair 
the bili would become a law at once, when it is carried to the Presi- 
dent for his signature, which might be done in fifteen minutes, and 
yet all the time a motion to reconsider is pending. By the rules of 
the Senate any Senator has a right to move to take it up, and when 
he moves to take it up on the same day, within an hour, he is told by 
the Chair, “ Yes, you have a right to move to take this up: it is your 
right to shear the wolf; but when you get it up there is nothing for 
it to operate upon;” the whole motion has been circumvented, an 
end has been put to the whole thing, the bill has gone forever; and 
yet the motion to reconsider is all the time pending. Can that be? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And lawfully pending, too, by the rules. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not only lawfully pending, but it is twice law- 
fully pending. It is pending by parliamentary law applicable to this 
body and every other, and it is pending expressly by the rules and by 
the immemorial and daily practice of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me a moment? I rise to 
a point of order. A motion was made to reconsider and a motion 
was made to lay that motion on the table, which is not debatable. 
My point of order is that the decision of the Chair is not debatable 
because the motion which was pending was not debatable. In other 
words, the effect of the rule which prevents debate on the motion to 
lay on the table cannot be avoided by starting another proposition 
and making it debatable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that point of order I call for the regu- 
lar order of business, the resolution pending at the adjournment yes- 
terday, and which is subject to be called up. 

Mr. SARGENT. Pending that, then, I move to lay it aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio withdrew 
his right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdrew niy right to the floor, 
for the regular order, the pending question. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to lay that aside. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator cannot do that until he gets the 
floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. First I call for the regular order, and when that 
comes up I will appeal to the courtesy of the Senator from California 
that I may be allowed to proceed. Two hours have been wasted here 
in this debate now. 

Mr. SARGENT. Itis difficult for me to resist anything on the ground 
of courtesy, but it seems to me that this matter ought to be disposed 
of, as we are so near the end of the session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Ohio states 
that in his surrender he did not surrender entirely the Chair will en- 
tertain his call. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was careful to surrender only my right to the 
floor. I have no right to surrender the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Ohio to say that he withdrew and abandoned ; that was the term 
he used. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I never have seen a member of this body treated 
in this way under the circumstances in which I am placed. Here a 
debate has gone on that does not involve a particle of the public busi- 
ness. The last point of it is whether or not an officer did right in 
writing a letter to a Senator. Under the circumstance I insist on the 
regular order, and then I shall appeal to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio states that 
he retained the right to call for the regular order, which he now calls 
for. The unfinished business is the regular order, being the resolution 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MorTON] to print extra copies of 
the President’s message in relation to the massacre at Hamburgh, 
South Carolina. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SARGENT. I yield, as the demand is made on my courtesy, 
the intention which I had of asking the Senate to lay this aside that 
we might finish the pending bill. 1 will take an early opportunity to 
call it up again. 

Mr. WEST. Is not the pending bill finished? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No one wants todebate this matter any more. I 
only made the motion in order todo what I thought an act ‘of justice. 

Several Senators. Withdraw your motion. ° 

Mr. EDMUNDs. IT do not withdraw the motion for the reason that 


but not to call 
That is still pending. 


If it were my motion and refuse to reconsider, and the thing is done. 


,and ataH | 





I do not want to say 
another word. 7 
Mr. SARGENT 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


Suppose we do that. 
I did not make the motion to delay the bill. 
I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the motion to lie on the table be withdrawn, 

Mr. HOWE. I withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the confereuce report was agreed to, 
The motion to lay that on the table is withdrawn. The question is 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made a remark a moment ago, and I did it be- 
cause it seemed to me that there was a determined purpose here to 
waste the time on this important bill on a mere matter so insignificant 
that it can scarcely be deemed worthy of debate about the contents 
of a letter to a Senator from an officer of the Army. I call for the 
regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Indiana. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U.S. 
GRANT, jr., his Secretary, announced that the President had yester- 
day approved and signed the act (S. No. 866) to remove the political 
disabilities of Thomas H. Williams, of Maryland. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apams, 
its Clerk, announced that the House disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of 
artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others, asked a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. J. M. Rusk of Wisconsin, Mr. A. V. Rice of Ohio, and 
Mr. J. C. BaGBy of Illinois, managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to the 
partition of real estate in the District of Columbia, asked a conter- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. WaLt1aM LAWRENCE of Ohio, Mr. Scott Lorp of New 
York, and Mr. GeorGe F. Hoar of Massachusetts, managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


THE HAMBURGH RIOT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submittted by Mr. MORTON on the 2d instant: 
Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the President's message and Gosomneane ing docu- 


ments in regard to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Carolina, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, trying to be strictly accurate in re- 
gard to the facts I state to the Senate, I will pursue the argument I 
was interrupted in last night by the adjournment. The Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Davis ] seemed to doubt whether or not I had made 
a correct statement of the amount of the public debt paid during the 
eleven years referred to by the plank in the democratic platform. I 
have here now the official statement, and will simply read the result 
of the figures. On the Ist of July, 1865, the principal of the pub- 
lie debt, without counting the interest or money on hand, was 
$2,680,647,869.74. According to the oflicial statement I have the of 
public debt on the Ist day of July this year, at the end of the eleven 
years, it amounts to $2, 150,395,067.15. The difference between these 
sums is $500,252,802.59, and precisely the sum that I gave the Senate 
last night. But it must be remembered that the largest aggregate of 
the public debt was not reached until after the Ist of July, 1565. Tho 
public debt advanced in the next year to $2,773,236, 173.69 ; so that 
the amount that has been paid by the republican party of the pub- 
lic debt, instead of being, as I said, $500,252,802.59, is, in fact, 
$592,841,106.54. This increase of the debt was caused by the pay- 
ment of bounties and large expenses in disbanding the Army that 
occurred after the Ist of July, 1865. Thus the pnblic debt continued 
to increase during the following year, and the amount I stated was 
actually less than the amount that has been paid of the _ debt 
during these eleven years of administration. 

Having corrected the misapprehension of the Senator from West 
Virginia—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the Senator prefer not to be interrupted ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What do you want? 

Mr. DAVIS. If it is objectionable to the Senator I will not inter- 

pose. 
’ Mr. SHERMAN. If I have misquoted anything I will stop to cor- 
rect it; but Ihave given the Senator the exact data. Here is the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury and here is the statement for 
July, 1876. If there is any inaccuracy in these papers, point it out. 
There is none. 

When the Senate adjourned last night I had endeavored to show 
that the last clause of the democratic platform as to the resumption 
act was a concession to the soft-money men of that party; that it 
was opposed by Governor Tilden and his section ; that he was against 
it; that it was a mere political after-thought, intended for the Indiana 
election ; it was intended to have a double meaning, so declared by 


The regular order is the resolution 











1876. 






the very gentlemen who participated, and the leading men who 
framed that platform, by Mr. Dorsheimer and General Ewing, Gen- 
eral Ewing pointing out the fact there at the inception of this con- 
troversy that this clause did have a double meaning, and that double 
meaning would be relied upon. Now, in Ohio, the repeal of the re- 
sumption clause is held to be a repeal of the resumption act, an in- 
flation measure, while in New York and the Eastern States it is de- 
clared to be simply the removal of a hinderance to resumption. This 
diverse construction by the democratic party is entering at once into 
the canvass, and upon this, the only subject which the democratic 
party present in the platform in an affirmative way, they have a 
double meaning, purposely dividing, in order to mislead and deceive 
the people. It is precisely what was done by that same party in 
1844 when they went “for Polk and Dallas, and the tariff of 1842,” and 
the good yeomanry of Pennsylvania really believed that the tariff of 
1242, which was popular in that State, would be promoted and con- 
tinued and supported by the election of Polk and Dallas; but two 
years after the election, one of the earliest acts of the democratic 
party was to repeal the tariff of 1842 by the tariff of 1846. This 
double-headed construction was devised by these political managers 
for the same purposes of deception. 

I said that Governor Tilden was opposed to it; and as an evidence 
of that I can point to the fact that every democratic Representative 
from the State of New York, except one, voted against the bill that 
was sent tous the other day. He was quoted against it. It was 
passed, a great many members being absent from their seats for some 
cause or other, by a meager majority on a small vote, the democratic 
Representatives from the States where the resumption of specie pay- 
ments is popular avoiding the vote or voting against the proposi- 
tion. 

Now I come to consider the objection stated by Mr. Tilden in his 
letter of acceptance to fixing a time for resumption. I read this par- 
agraph from Governor Tilden’s letter: 





The proper time for resumption is the time when wise preparations shall have 


ripened into a perfect ability to accomplish the object with a certainty and ease | 


that will inspire confidence and encourage tho reviving of business. The earliest 
time in which such a result can be brought about isthe best. Even when the 
preparations shall have been matured the exact date would have to be chosen with 
reference to the then existing state of trade and credit operations in our own coun- 
try, the course of foreign commerce, and the condition of the exchanges with other 
nations. The specific measures and the actual date are matters of detail, having 
reference to everchanging conditions. They belong to the domain of practical ad- 
ministrative statesmansbip. 

What Governor Tilden says as to wise preparations is eminently 
true; but where has the democratic party in its action in this House 
of Representatives—and it now has the power of Congress practically 
in its hands—shown a disposition to adopt wise preparations? The 
resumption act was passed in January, 1875, and since that time the 
power of the House has passed into the hands of the democratic party. 
What wise preparations have they suggested, proposed, or adopted ? 
None whatever. As I will show you, Governor Tilden points out 
what those preparations should be; but they have devised none. 
We, however, by the resumption act, did provide for wise preparation 
by a gradual reduction of the greenbacks, by a gradual retirement 
of bank-notes, by authority given the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell bonds and accumulate coin, and by the authority given the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to replace the fractional currency with silver 
coin, and thus to retire it from the field of redemption. Thus we have 
proposed and put into the law of the land all the necessary measures 
of preparation that are needed to carry out this act. And then, be- 
fore the time comes for redemption, we have armed the Secretary of 
the Treasury with all the power over the public funds and the public 
credit. But what act has been passed by the democratic party or 
peepee by any member of it in the nature of a wise preparation ? 
None whatever. 

But that is not all. He objects to the time for redemption and says 
it is not well to fix a time for redemption. Why, sir, i have shown 
here to the Senate again and again that by the experience of all na- 
tions and States and communities who ever resumed specie payments 
after having had a suspension of them, a time has been fixed, and 
that time has been worked upto. The great example is that of Great 
Britain, where, after a suspension of eighteen years, they fixed a time, 
having to postpone it once or twice; but finally it was upon a law 
fixing the time for resumption that Great Britain resumed after her 
wars with Napoleon. That is not all; the United States Bank did 
the same. In the State of New York they did the same. In France, 
the most intelligent financial country, Where their financial measures 
are studied with more care and more scientific research than in any 
country in the world, even in their recent trouble they fixed a time 
for resumption, and are now going through the process of resumption, 
the time having been fixed; and before the time fixed they will re- 
sume upon the specie standard. So again in the State of New York. 
Twice when the banks were suspended in that State, by the action 
of the Legislature, a time was fixed and they worked up to it. By 
the act of Governor Tilden himself a time was fixed in the State of 
New York to resume on the very day that the United States propose 
to resume. I have here an act passed by the Legislature of New 


York, approved by Governor Tilden, passed a few months after the 
passage of the resumption act of Congress, in which the State of New 
ork came forward and conformed her action to the action of Cou- 
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gress. This law was passed, and is now on the statute-book of New 


York, while Governor Tilden has been governor. I will read it: 


An act to establish specie payments on all contracts or obligations payable in this 
State in dollars, and made after January 1, 1879. Passed March 22, 1875. 

The people of the State of New York, represented in Senate and assembly, do enact 
as follows: Section 1. All taxes levied and confirmed in this State on and after 
January 1, 1879, shall be collected in gold, United States gold certificates, or na- 
tional-bank notes, which are redeemable in gold on demand. 

Sec. 2. Every contract or obligation made or implied and payable within this 
State, and made or implied after January 1, 1879, on payable in dollars but not in 
a specitied kind of dollars, shall be payable in Umted States coin of the standard 
of weight and fineness established by the laws of the United States at the time the 
contract or obligation shall bave been made or implied. (Laws of New York, 
ninety-eighth session, 1875, page 67.) 

Here is an act of a Legislature of the State of New York fixing : 
time for resumption in New York, and the act was submitted to Gov- 
ernor Tilden and it received his approval; and now he calls this 
thing of fixing a time for resumption a sham promise, when I show 
you by the experience of all nations and all mankind, and of Gov- 
ernor Tilden among the rest, that a time for resumption has always 
been the first measure adopted and then wise preparations have been 
made to meet that time. And yet Governor Tilden has surrendered 
his convictions, the convictions of his life-time, his open declarations 
in favor of resumption, his approval of this very act, when he wrote 
the passage that I have read to you in his letter. It did require 
nearly forty days of incubation to get him to confess that he had been 
wrong all the time, and then he agreed to the repeal of this clause, 
not because it prevented resumption, as many of our people in the 
West think, but because fixing the day was a hinderance to resump- 
tion, it delayed resumption, it put off resumption, and he sits in that 
end of the saddle-bags and Governor Hendricks sitting on the other 
in favor of inflation or indefinite postponement of specie resump- 
tion, and thus these two candidates expect to ride into power. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
he can point to any declaration or statement of Governor Hendricks, 
made at any time or in any place, in which he has advocated an infla- 
tion of the currency ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam standing on my feet here under a reasona- 
ble limit tospeak ; but I am perfectly astonished to hear such a ques- 
tion as that put tome. Iam not prepared to quote Governor Hen- 
dricks’s speeches, nor have I got his letters; but I know that he 
appeared in our canvass last year. I will tell my friend a fact that, 
I think, is better than a quotation. 1 know that Governor Hendricks 
appeared in our canvass last year when the democratic party was 
committed to the wildest ideas about inflation. 

Mr. MCDONALD. And so did I; but neither Governor Hendricks 
nor myself ever advocated inflation of the currency, and if the gen- 
tleman is not prepared to state that he has, lam prepared to state 
that he has not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know one thing: No one suspected any differ. 
ence of opinion between Governor Hendricks and the democratic party 
of Ohio, while the Senator from Indiana, I will say to his credit did 
say openly and above board that he was a hard-money man and did 
not approve of some of the positions taken by the democracy of Ohio. 
There was the difference. 

Now let us goa little further. Not only has Governor Tilden sur- 
rendered his opinions, but he now gives us a plan for resumption ; 
and I think he is the first democratic statesman that has gone so far 
as to put his hand to pen and paper and say what measures for re- 
sumption he is willing to advocate. Many of them, no doubt, are 
hard-money men like my friend from Delaware, who is honest and 
sincere, constant always in voting for measures to promote specie pay- 
ment; but these democratic leaders have been very chary about put- 
ting pen to paper and advocating a specific measure for resumption. 
Governor Tilden has done so. I will examine the plan he proposes. 
He says: 

How shall the Government make these notes at all times as good as specie? It 
has to provide in reference to the mass which would be —_ in use by the wants of 
business, a central reservoir of coin adequate to the adjustment of the tempo- 
rary fluctuations of international balances, and as a guarantee against transient 
drains artificially created by panic or by speculation. It has also to provide forthe 
payment in coin of such fractional currency as may be presented for redemption, 
and such inconsiderable portions of legal-tenders as individuals may from time to 
time desire to convert for special use, or in order to lay by in coin their little stores 
of money. 

What does Governor Tilden mean by this? He means to hoard 
gold and silver. I am quite sure that in many States of this Union 
the proposition from a democratic candidate would be regarded as 
strange to hoard gold and silver, one of the devices of the decaying 
despots—I have not got the phrase strong enough—“ effete despetisms 
of Europe ;” this is one of the plans to cheat and rob the people, this 
hoarding of money. How often have we heard the changes rung on 
that phrase. Now he proposes to accumulate gold; but in this re- 
spect how does his proposition differ in the slightest degree from that 
of General Grant in his annual message? Have you not heard that 
proposition come to the Senate over and over again from republicans? 
President Grant stated it in his last message which I read last night 
in a more distinct way than Governor Tilden has presented it. He 
speaks out in plain Anglo Saxon, and advises accumulation of coin for 
the purpose of bringing about redemption. 

But Governor Tilden also tells us that we must have enough coin 
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to redeem the fractional currency. Heis behind the time. We have | 
done it and have already provided by the resumption act itself for 
the payment of every dollar of the fractional currency that comes | 
in, and not only that, we have devised ascheme by which this re- | 
demption is facilitated by authorizing the exchange of silver coin for 
United States notes. So that this part of his platform has already 
heen accomplished by the republican party and the first part has 
heen recommended by General Grant to the democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives and has been disregarded by them precisely as they will 
disregard and have disregarded this recommendation of Governor 
Tilden. Although this letter was written only a few days ago, yet al- 
ready the democratic House have sent us a bill to repeal the resump- 
tion clause because they believe in that. Have they sent us any bill | 
to accumulate coin? Why do they not respond to this plan of Gov- 
ernor Tilden? Why do they not give us measures of wise prepara- 
tion, to use his language? Whoexpectsthemtodoit? It is absurd. 

The next clause in the letter is: 

With respect to whatever surplus of legal-tenders the wants of business may 
fail to keep in use, and which, in order to save interest, will be returned for re- 
demption, they can either be paid or they can be funded. Whether they continue 


as currency or be absorbed into the vast mass of securities held as investments, is 
merely a question of the rate of interest they draw. 


Here he wants to pay or fund the greenbacks. “Do you want to 
pay off the money of the people that does not bear interest to take 
that away fromthem?” “Do you want to contract the currency ?” 
How often have I heard the changes rung from democratic lips on 
these questions? Yet here is their candidate for President proposing 
to contract the carrency, to pay off the greenbacks, and worse than 
that he proposes to fund them to pay interest on them. Sir, I have | 
seen a computation of the amount of interest that would be paid on 
the greenbacks that you propose to fund. My colleague who is not 
present now at one time frightened himself, if nobody else, by com- 
puting the amount of interest that would have been paid upon the 
greenbacks if the funding act that I read last night of 1870 was 
passed. Now Governor Tilden comes in six years after we passed in 
the Senate a funding bill of this character and proposes to fund the 
publie debt, as if if was a new panacea for all our ills and a wise pre- 
paration. I should like to have him go with this proposition, sub- 
mitted by him, to the House of Representatives. They would be 
blind as bats to such a demand. 

Further he says: 

Even if they were to remain in their present form, and the Government were to 
agree to pay on them arate of interest making them desirable as investments, they 
would cease to circulate, and take their place with Government, State, municipal, 


and other corporate and private bonds, of which thousands of millions exist among 
us . 





Governor Tilden goes far beyond what I would go. He proposes 
not only to pay and fund a portion of the greenbacks, but to pay in- 
terest on the whole of them and thus absorb them, convert them into 
a capitalized fund, retire them in this way as was done with the com- 
pound-interest notes, Are you, Senators, are you, democrats, propos- 
ing to fund the whole mass of greenbacks? I have thonght myself 
a pretty good specie-paying man, but I have always thonght the 
greenbacks ought to be maintained as the basis of our national cur- 
rency supported in asubsidiary way by the national-bank currency ; 
but here Governor Tilden proposes to pay interest on the whole mass 
of the greenbacks, to capitalize them so as tosink them into the great 
mass ot investments of the country. What then? How, then, is he 
to supply currency? I suppose by the national banks. But the 
democrats of Ohio resolved that they were going to be done with the 
national banks. Last year we were fighting the democrats on a 
proposition to put down the national banks and issue more green- 
backs; and now Governor Tilden proposes to retire the greenbacks, 
pay them off, fund them, capitalize them, get them out of sight 
among the great investments of the country, and then I suppose to 
issue bank-notes. What strange inconsistencies we are called to meet 
in this political world! 

But here is one paragraph more : 

The Government ought not to specniate on its own dishonor in order to save the 
interest of its broken promises, which it still compels private dealers to accept at 
a fictitious par. The highest national honor is not only right, but would prove 
protitable. * * * If, however, theimprovidence and waste which have conducted 


us to a period of falling revenues oblige us to supplement the resuits of economies 
and retrenchments by some resort to loans, we should not hesitate. 


Not only is Governor Tilden anxious to retire the greenbacks and 
fund them by allowing them to be converted into bonds and sink the 
balance of them out of sight in the form of an investment, but he pro- 
poses to do it by a resort to direct loans for that purpose. This is the 
plan proposed by Governor Tilden; and upon this plan, without one 
single act of any democratic agent or party-man in aid of the plan, 
he expects to carry the vote of the State of New York, where the feel- 
ing in favor of the resumption of specie payments is strong and almost 
unanimous. He proposes to satisfy the people of the West where 
there is a contrary feeling by quite another policy—by the other end 
of the saddle-bag—by yielding to the repeal of the resumption clause 
of the resumption act and by denouncing this clause asa sham. He 
hopes and expects that the South, governed by different ideas and 
by different animating impulses, will be united in his favor for a 
widely different reason than any mere financial policy. With the 
South it is a struggle for power and domination. But, sir, this ceali- 
tion of a nnited South with snch men as in the West may be deceived 
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by this repeal of the resumption clause, and by Governor Hendricks’s 
letter, and hard-money men in the State of New York, where they 
believe in it—this kind of a combination will be used to cheat and 
mislead the people and gain political power. 

I said in my remarks last night that I intended to read every word 
contained in the democratic platform in regard to the financial ques- 
tion, and I think I have read all that is really material, but I will now 
read another plank of the platform with the commentary of Goy- 
ernor Tilden upon it. I read from the platform: 

We demand a judicious system of preparation by — economies, by official re. 
trenchments, and by wise tinance, which shall enable the nation soon to assure the 


whole world of its perfect ability and its perfect readiness to meet any of its prow 
ises at the call of the creditor entitled to payment. 

Governor Tilden in his letter says: 

Public economies, official retrenchments, and wise finance are the means which 
the Saint Louis convention indicates as provision for reserves and redemptions. 
The best resource is a reduction of the expenses of the Government below its insome, for 
that imposes no new charge on the people. If, however, the improvidence and waste 
which have conducted us to a patted of falling revenues oblige us to supplement 
the results of economies and retrenchment by some resort to loans, we should not 
hesitate. The Government onght not to speculate on its own dishonor in order to 
save interest on its broken promises, which it still compels private dealers to accept 
at a fictitious par. The highest national honor is not only right, but would prove 
profitable. of the public debt $985,000,000 bear interest at 6 per cent. in gold, and 


| $712,000,000 at 5 per cent. in gold. ‘The average interest is 5.58 per cent. 


So far as this clause of the platform is concerned, it is one of those 


| “glittering generalities ” which mean nothing whatever, and I most 


cordially assent to it. It may be copied directly out of the messages 
of General Grant; but there isin it nothing that any man, with leave 
to make his own construction of the words chosen, will not readily 
assent to. In other words, he would say it is all correct. The com- 
mentary of Governor Tilden, however, is a good deal like the com- 
mentary of Sir Edward Coke on Littleton. Sometimes Littleton’s 
law-French phrases were very confused and obscure, very brief and 
unimportant, while the commentary of Chief Justice Coke enlarged 
and expanded it into the light of the law. So with Governor Til- 
den’s commentary upon this plank of the democratic platform. It 
says some things that I appeal to democrats to look at, and I espe- 
cially want to call the attention of my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BoGy ] to one portion of this commentary. He talks about reducing 
expenses below income. The republican party, ever since it has been 
in power since the close of the war, has done that. Since General 
Grant has been in power every year, year by year our expenditures 
have fallen below our income. I have a statement of every year by 
months, a statement of the national debt showing that in every year 
from 1869, including the present, we have paid off more or less of the 
national debt. One year after the panic we had fallen as low as 
$4,730,000 ; last year the reduction was $13,390,000. This year we 
again have come up to the old standard of $29,249,000, nearly equal 
to the sinking fund. One year we paid $100,000,000 of the debt; an- 
other, $102,000,000, Every year the republican party, even in the 
hardest times, has saved money and applied it to the payment of the 
public debt. So it is not necessary to restore the democratie party to 
power again to bring about this favorable balance in our finances. 
It is done already, and has continued ever since General Grant has 
been President. During General Graut’s eight years—Senators may 
not recall it—the amount of the public debt paid off is $426,023,915, 
and here is the table showing the dates and amounts : 

There is another point that is significant in this commentary of 
Governor Tilden’s, and that is he precludes all those democrats who 
believe in the old silver dollar from all consideration or opportunity 
to consider that question. He crroneously, it is true, says that your 
bonds are payable in gold, and repeats that phrase twice; and this 
commentary of his has been studied over and parsed from beginning 
to end, and it is significant of his construction of this whole silver 
question. I will again refer to that: 

Of the public debt$985,000,000 bear interest at 6 per cent. in gold, and $712,000,000 
at 5 per cent. in gold. 

Those words are carefully chosen. Where is the law that makes 
this debt payable in gold? 

Mr. BOGY. Is it not the same mistake that you made some time 
ago and other distinguished men made, that the debt of the United 
States was payable in gold? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. BOGY. I think I can show that my friend from Ohio himself 
was convinced at the beginning of the discussion on the silver ques- 
tion that the public debt of the United States was payable in gold. 
When the word “coin” was used it was supposed to be synonymous 
with gold. Governor Tilden, I think, is laboring under the same mis- 
egptiansion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is totally mistaken. I was the first 
man in either House to propose the restoration of the old silver dol- 
lar. As to the extent to which it should be made a legal tender on 
grounds of public policy, I stated my convictions strongly and intro- 
duced a bill in aid of my proposition ; byt for the use of silver in our 
road to redemption, I believe I can fairly claim to be the man who 
first proposed it in either House. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr.SHERMAN. My friend is to come after me, and I think I must 
decline. When he comes to speak, | hope he will take the opportu- 
nity to express his view. 











1876. 





To show you that Governor Tilden in this carefully prepared letter 
has given a construction to the law which is not justitied by its lan- 
guage, I have here the law before me. I find in the act of February 
#5, 1862, which is the act on which our public credit was founded, 
that these bonds shall “ be paid in coin” and also the customs receipts 
are to be paid in coin, and so the interest on bonds and notes of the 
United States. Soin the “act to strengthen the public credit,” I find 
that gold and silver coin are both spoken of in the same connection. 
In the act for the refunding of the public debt it was supposed by 
many that we had provided for the payment of bonds in gold coin. 
It provides for the payment of them “in coin of the present standard 
value,” that is of 1870, when gold and silver were both the established 
standards of value. And yet Governor Tilden, not idly, not care- 
lessly—for he is not 4 man that does a thing of this kind carelessly, 
it was only after full reflection—has endeavored to preclude the whole 
question of the use of silver money in the road to and in the ultimate 
redemption of our United States notes. 

Mr. KERNAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 
What amount is the chairman of the Finance Committee willing to 
wake silver a legal tender for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to make it a legal tender to the 
amount of $20. Iam also willing to make it receivable for all dues 
to the United States for internal revenue. Besides that, what I want 
to do, and the gate-way and the very road to specie resumption now 
before us, is to do with the United States notes what we have already 
done with the fractional currency, that is, to give toany holder of legal- 
tender notes the right to demand at the Treasury of the United States 
a silver dollar of the old standard. I would use that as a means of 
resumption and as the road to resumption, leaving, however, the 
question of the trae market relations of gold and silver to be settled 
hereafter after the fullest consideration by a commission if you please, 
and then upon the final settlement of the question it may be neces- 
sary to make a new relation between silver and gold and bring them 
up to that standard. But in the mean time I have proposed, and I 
think my friend from New York agrees with me, that we ought to 
allow any holder of United States notes to receive the old silver dol- 
lar who desires to receive it; not that we would force him to take it, 
but give him the option to take it as fast as we can coin it. 

Mr. BOGY. May I be allowed to ask a question here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOGY. Are you ig favor of exchanging the silver doMar for a 
greenback dullar, ove being a legal tender and the other not beiug a 
legal tender? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If anybody wants to surrender a United States 
note for an old silver dollar, 1 will give it to him with the greatest 
pleasure. 

Mr. BOGY. And yet not make the silver dollar a legal tender ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not make it a full legal tender for cus- 
toms duties now payable in coin, and as such now pledged for the 
payment of interest of the debt, and this for reasons of public policy 
l have fully stated heretofore. 

Mr. BOGY. Nobody would exchange one for the other under such 
a condition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken. It was stated every- 
where that people would not take your subsidiary silver coin because 
it was only worth seventy-five cents on the dollar while the frac- 
tional currency was equal to greenbacks; and yet we cannot get it 
out as fast as the people want that subsidiary coinage. 

Now I hope my friends will let me go on. I do not want to be ear- 
ried off into the silver question any further now, becanse I think that 
will probably be delegated to a commission toexamine the matter fully. 
I again repeat my conviction that the true mode is gradually to retire 
United States notes by their voluntary conversion into silver dollars 
so far as any person desires to take them. This process must neces- 
sarily be very slow, because the mints of the United States cannot 
possibly coin all that is pow authorized by law of subsidiary money 
before July 1, 1877. It would not be possible for the mints to coin 
more than the $50,000,000 now provided by law. Therefore no large 
amount of these dollars could be issued until after July, 1877. Next 
winter when this question comes up, the manner in which the old sil- 
ver dollars can be made use of in order to promote resumption we 
can so act in my judgment as to secure a resumption of specie pay- 
ments even before the day fixed by the resumption act. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the Senator from Ohio tell me whether 
he will aid us in repealing the law of 1873, so that silver may become 
a legal-tender for all debts and all bonds ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think I ought to answer that question 
now, 
xreat propriety ; but as both Houses will probably agree to appoint a 
commission to examine the matter thoroughly, it ought to be left, 
and we all ought to leave it, tothe consideration of the facts and 
principles that may be elucidated by that commission. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 


| 
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I think I could diseuss it with my friend from Kentucky with | 


I understand that the Senator from Ohio was | 
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was not a division of the Senate, and the Committee on Finance con- 
sidered that measure for nearly three years and dropped the silver 
dollar from among the silver coins because the silver dollar during 
all that time and for fifty years before had been worth more than 


a gold dollar and none of us were wise enough to foresee the change 
in the relation between silver and gold. I was no more responsible 
than be or any other member of this body or the other House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I did not intend to charge the Senator with 
any responsibility, because I believe the act passed without any dis- 
cussion ; but the pertinency of my inquiry is now, as the distinction 
between gold and silver is shown and silver is becoming more abun- 
dant, will he help us to repeal that law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will refer that to the commission for the present, 
but I now deem it due to frankness to state that my present impres- 
sion is thaton grounds of public policy it is not wise to make the silver 
dollar a legal tender for all debts public and private. I have stated 
that by my votes; but I am willing to leave that question open for 
discussion before the commission. Sir, you put that question to Gov- 


| ernor Tilden, and Governor Tilden will tell you, “No, it would dis- 


honor our country, dishonor our Government; these bonds are payable 
in gold.” Do not question me, but question some of your political 
friends. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lonly questioned the gentleman because he was 
lecturing Governor Tilden for saying this debt was payable in gold 
when he will not tell us what his opinions are. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have said all that I believe is necessary to be 
said on that subject. I will now read another of these glittering 
generalities of the democratic platform. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Perhaps my friend will tell us how Governor 
Hayes is on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When Governor Hayes writes about it I will tell 
you. This platform says: 

We believe such a system, well devised, and, above all, intrusted to competent 
hands for execution, creating at no time an artiticial scarcity of currency and at no 
time alarming the public mind into # withdrawal of that vaster mac hinery of credit 
by which 95 per cent. of all busipess transactions are performed—a system open, 
— and inspiring general conthience—would from the day of its adoption bring 
1ealing on its wings to all our harassed industries, set in motion the wheels of com 
merece, mannfactures, and mechanic arts, restore employment to labor, and renew 
in all its natural sources the prosperity of the people 


That is very well-written English and I believe we could all voto 
for it; but would the democratic party as it is now organized vote 
for the measures that are recommended by Governor Tilden and upon 
which basis he rests this hopeful era of prosperity? I think I have 
myself in speeches more feebly made than his endeavored to depict a 
degree of prosperity that would undoubtedly arise from our going 
back to the okl specie standard, but I could not convert all my repuab- 
lican friends to agree with me that the policy I recommended was 
wise, and I think Governor Tilden will have a good deal harder task 
with the democratic party. Sir, these glittering generalities meau 
nothing except to catch very ignorant people. The peculiar clause 
of this platform is: 

We believe such a system, well devised, and, above all, intrusted to competent 
hands for execution. 

As the making of this platform is attributed to Governor Tilden, 
perhaps his response to that tlattering comment might be read also in 
this connection. . The plank says: 

We believe such a system, well devised, and, above all, intrusted to competent 
hands for execution, &c. 


In his response to that he says: “ Thatis me.” Let us see. 


The Government of the United States, in my opinion, can advance to a resump 
tion of specie payments on its legal-tender notes by gradual and safe processes 
tending to relieve the present business distress. If charged by the people with tbe 
administration of the Executive otlice, I should deem it a duty so to exercise the powers 
with which it has been or may be invested by Congress as best and soonest to con- 
duct the country to that bencticent result. 


The same declaration has been made by General Grant ; the same 
declaration is made by Governor Hayes; and after all it is a question 
for the people to say who are the competent hands to carry on your 
great Government and to administer al] these great affairs, and es- 
pecially to secure peace, order, and equal rights to all citizens. Both 
these candidates are committed by their letters of acceptance to get- 
ting back to the specie standard ; and we then come to the question, 
which party, which set of men can best be trusted to bring about 
this great result? 

Mr. President, I will read another paragraph from Governor Til- 
den’s letter to show how glaringly he is mistaken in the matter of 
figures: 

A financial policy which should secure the highest eredit, wisely availed of, 
| ought gradually to obtain a reduction of | per cent. in the interest on most of the 
loans. A saving of | per cent. on the average would be $17,000,000 a year in gold. 
That saving regularly invested at 4} per cent would, in less than thirty-cight 
years, extinguish the principal. The whole $1,700,000,000 of funded debt might be 
paid by this saving alone, without cost to the people. 





one of the leaders who passed the act of 1873, by which silver, which 


had always been a legal-tender from 1793 to any amount, ceased to | 


be a legal-tender; and as he is commenting on Mr. Tilden, I hope he 


will tell us whether he will lend us his influence in restoring silver 


as it was before the act of 1873. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I, it is true, voted for, as the Senator from Ken- 


tucky voted for, the law of 1873, because as I remember aright there 


I entirely agree with Governor Tilden, except as to the general ex- 
aggerations contained in the statement. He is in favor of funding 
the debt into a bond bearing a lower rate of interest, and he shows 
that in saying that by saving 1 per cent. we may gain $17,000,000 a 
| year in gold. If Governor Tilden had thought a moment he would 
| have known that only a thousand millions of our bonded debt beac 


| interest at 6 per cent. and that is the only kind we can fand now, and 
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all we can hope is to redace the interest on that one thousand mill- 
ions of debt which bears interest at 6 per cent. What has he to say 
to his democratic House, who utterly refuse to consider a funding 
bill? The bill that I referred to last night that we sent them early 


in the session would have enabled the Secretary of the Treasury to | though the statements we quote here are the official statements of 
have reduced a thousand millions of your bonded debt 1} per cent. | 


interest or $15,000,000 a year, and the Secretary of the Treasury gave 
us bis official assurance that we could enter with success upon such a 
funding system; but the House of Representatives, a democratic 
House, utterly refused to make provision for the necessary legislation. 

I agree that the public debt ought to be funded, and I ask you as 
sensible men to say to me whether the public debt is more likely to 
be funded under a democratic administration than under a republi- 
can administration? What is in the composition or elements, the 
threatenings, the dangers in the democratic party that could tend to 





Mr. EATON. I think it entirely proper. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio declines to 
yield. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The trouble in dealing with this question is that 


Mr. McCulloch, Mr. BouTWELL, and General Bristow in official doc- 


; uments published to the world, and yet they deny them, or qualify 
| them, or doubt them. Ido believe my friend from Connecticat would 


give it a higher tone, a stronger claim upon the credit of the people | 


of the world than the republican party? We know that there are 
elements in the democratic party which would make men cautious 
about loaning large sums of money on our Government securities, 
while tie republican party has given you in its history a successful 


honestly rather take a statement in a democratic platform indorsed 
by Governor Tilden, though proven to be erroneous, than all the law 
or testimony, human or divine, from the origin of the world to this 
hour. He believes in the infallibility of the democratic party. 

Mr. EATON. I will not interrupt the honorable gentleman, but I 
will endeavor to answer a remark of that sort, which is unworthy of 
the Senator from Ohio. 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido believe that the prejudices and party fec)- 
ings of my friend—and I speak it with great kindness, for we all have 


| more or less of them—lead him when he is dealing with sober facts 


example of the process of fanding almost without precedent. If it | 


is intrusted again with power I have no doubt that Governor Hayes, 
with his orderly mind, with his sober, sensible character and quali- 
ties, will inspire that confidence which will enable us to fund our 
debt even on better terms than Governor Tilden proposes. 

But that is not all. Governor Tilden says: 


That saving regularly invested at 44 per cent. would in less than thirty-eight | 


years extinguish the principal. 


We have already reduced the interest on the public debt from $138,- 
000,000, as it was when the Senator from Massachusetts was first Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, I believe. The Senator can tell me how 
much it was. We have doubled Governor Tilden’s figures already by 
actual performance. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I thought I had the statement of the interest, 
but I have not. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will give it as I remember it. As I remember, 
the interest on the public debt when General Grant came into power 
was about $134,000,000. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I think abont that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now it is $100,000,000, So we have by our policy 
of paying part of the debt and reducing the rate of interest saved 
to the people of the United States already $34,000,000 in gold annu- 
ally since General Grant came into power. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that we paid 
in 1867 $143,000,000 of interest on the public debt, and the interest 
that we paid last year was $103,000,000, making $40,000,000 gain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lshow you that it is my purpose to be entirely 
Within the figures. As to the policy pursued by the republican party 
in funding the debt alluded to by Governor Tilden, we have already 
saved 334,000,000 a year, and now he promises, by a wise financial 
measure that the democratic House will not pass, to save you $17,000,- 
000 a year. Well, sir, we will do better. I have no doubt that if 
the republican party is continued in power four years longer, with 
the high credit already attained by our Government securities, the 
whole mass of our debt, all that is available and fundable will be con- 
verted into 4 or 44 per cents, saving from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 a 
year in gold. Whois most likely to do that, the republican party or 
the democratic party? There is the question. We have done it. 
They never have, and the very measures by which we have done it 
they have opposed and resisted to the bitter end. As I showed you, 
they opposed the funding act by the unanimous vote of every demo: 
crat in this body, and [suppose it was soin the House, though I have 
not examined the record of the vote in the House. 

Iu another clause which I will not trouble you to read in full, 
Governor Tilden says that— 


Che Federal taxes of the last eleven years reach the gigantic sum of $4,500,- 
000,000. 

I showed you last night, in reply to another statement, that that 
was totally erroneous. He has fallen down $100,000,000 or $200,000,000 
below the democratic platform ; but the whole amount, as I showed 
you, that was collected from all sources, was $4,192,633,000, and one 
hundred and sixty-odd millions of this was for the premium on gold 
sold, which was a source of revenue used to pay off the premium on 
bounds purchased. Dedueting one sum from the other leaves about 
34,000,000,000; and now Governor Tilden, on a simple fact that 
might be solved by reference to a public document, states the amount 
that was raised at $4,500,000,000, or a mistake of $500,000,000. My 
friend from Pennsylvania says that if he found a single error ina 
statement he condemned the whole statement. Apply that common 


maxim of the law to this, and how would you read the democratic plat- | 


form and the commentary of Governor Tilden ? 
Mr. EATON. It is first necessary to show that there is any error. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I did last night conclusively. 
Mr. EATON. You think it to be so? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I know it. 


Mr. EATON. You are mistaken in your figures. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CockreE.t in the chair.) Does 


the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Connecticut ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly not. That is an improper interruption 
even if I should yield. 





| 


like these to call in question public records and public statements. 
However, if he can prove what he says, all right. 

Governor Tilden goes further. He speaks of the local taxation, and 
says: 

Local taxation has amounted to two-thirds as much more. The vast aggregate is 
not less than $7,500,000,000, 

To a certain extent, with some allowance for exaggeration, this is 
true, and I showed you last night from the official statements what 
was done with all the revenues collected by the Government of the 
United States, every dollar. The great body of it was paid out for 


| the interest on your debt, for the principal of the debt, for southern 


claims, for claims growing out of the war, and only from $1,400,000,000 
to $1,600,000,000 of it paid for ordinary purposes of the Government 
in eleven years; and now when Governor Tilden arraigus the repub- 
lican party for this enormous aggregate of taxation, | ask him who 
did it? Was it the men who were fighting at the head of our column 
in 1364 leading “the boys in blue” to victory, or was it Governor 
Tilden in the democratic convention in Chicago proposing to sur- 
render, “ peace on any terms?” Ah, Mr. President, the people of the 
United States will know who have saddled them with this enormous 
weight of taxation. 

He alludes to local taxes. Millions and hundreds of millions of 
these have been caused by the war. The distinguished economist 
from the State of Connecticut, Mr. Wells, furnished us a statement 
in his last report, which I have not before me, showing that the debts 
of the loyal States were largely increased both in counties and mu- 
nicipalities by money raised for bounties and in various ways; anid 
he estimated the amount of this debt created by the States and by 
corporations within the States to aid in the war at from two hundred 
to four hundred million dollars. We know that every county, every 
town, every city almost in all the Northern States did levy large taxes 
and did borrow inoney to pay bounties for soldiers during the war. Our 
taxes are heavy, and I believe I could appeal to the Senate to say 
whether I have not done all I could as one person to keep down ex- 
penditures and modify taxes. It has been my good fortune since I 
have occupied the position I have held here to aid in the repeal of 
taxes that yielded more than $300,000,000 a year. We have rapidly 
advanced in tiat direction, perhaps not rapidly enough, and I hail as 
an auspicious omen every reasonable effort for economy ; but it should 
be that wise economy which consists in getting the greatest result 
from a given sum of money, not that economy which strikes at the 
hire of a clerk, which decapitates seven or eight hundred poor people 
in the Departments, which stops the public improvements in the name 
of economy; not that kind of economy which is done by sapping at 
the little fountaiv and cutting off little expenses here and there, but 
that broader economy which demands honest service for competent 
wages fairly paid. 

Of all such economy I am in favor, and so has the republican party 
been. For years since the close of the war we have gradually reduced 


| our expenses; perhaps at all times we have not gone far enough. I| 


think myself we might have gone faster and farther; but we went 
as fast as those who were charged with the public service believed it 
was wise and expedient to go. And in this whole pore of reduc- 
tion and economy I believe it has never occurred when a democratic 
House has not been able to pile on our appropriation bills their full 
share of expenditures for the public service. Take the bill that was 
passed a few miuutes ago, called a river and harbor bill. Is that a 
measure of extravagance on the part of the republican party? On 
the contrary, where are these creeks and rivulets, where are these 
mountain streams, where are these cat-fish pools and harbors? Large 
portions of them are in the Southern States. The billis passed. Now 
to arraign the repnblican party for a want of due economy is not 
justice. You may by blind strokes greatly disturb the public service. 
I am told that even to this day no appropriations have been made 
for the payment of the judgments of the Court of Claims this year, 
and large sums will undoubtedly be necessary to make good deti- 
ciencies caused by this manner of dealing with the appropriation 
bills at the next session of Congress and after the election is over. 
Mr. President, there is one other thing and only one other that I 
wish to notice, and that is Governor Tilden’s promises about reform 
in the civil service. It is rather a curious spectacle for the people of 
the United States to find this enunciation from a gentleman trained in 
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that school of politics from which the great rule of democratic ortho- | England occurred when after two reigns they drove the Stuarts from 
doxy came, and that is “To the victors belong the spoils,” for if | power. I say to you now that if the democratic party with its pres- 
] remember it was a distinguished son of New York, Mr. Marcy, who | ent composition shall come into power in this country, and if the evils 
first thrust that phrase into our politics. Governor Tilden no doubt | that are inevitable should come upon us, the reaction would be instan 
will proudly tell you that he belongs to that school well known as | taneous and decisive. The feeling of every man would be that a 
the Van Buren school. Governor Tilden is an able and accomplished | party that was untrue to the country, that for any reason whatever, 
disciple of that same school and really boasts and prides himself | whether it may have been as honorable and manly, as noble and brave 
upon the faithfulness with which he has adhered to it. I ask if it is | a motive as ever actuated any people—that any party that during the 
wise for the people of the United States to depend upon Governor | struggle of a country in a civil war was false to the country and re- 
Tilden for bringing about great administrative reforms with the aid | fused to stand by the national banner, refused to aid to the full extent 
of a democratic Congress? The best answer is the experience we of their power the Government in putting down a rebellion—that they 


have had of civil-service reform in the democratic House. and the men who fought against the country ought not to be restored 
General HURLBUT, a distinguished member of that body, thus de- | to power in the Government. There will be a feeling of injustice, of 
scribes the democratic practice of civil-service reform : wrong, of humiliation suffered by this reaction that will react again. 
How has this House applied civil-service reform in itsown appointments? Has I say to my friends also that, while I do not intend te enter into 


it retained omer ae ea ae ones for the sole eee of | the discussion of the scenes that have occurred in the Southern States 
fitness? Sir, the advent of this democratic House to power was signalized by a ee — alii ae : siecle iad a “ c : 
pilgrimage such as has not been scen before. Lean, gaunt, famished by long ab- painful to the last de gree, so that I never can read of the m without 
stinence the multitude of applicants passed belief. From Maryland to Texas came | horror, every occasion of that kind does create a feeling of strong 
the hordes of office-hunters on the trail of their unhappy patrons, whose life they | and irresistible indignation in the mindsof thousandsof honest people. 
made miserable by brazen importunity. They trooped to the plunder as the vul- | J would to God that many of the declarations made by Senators on this 
tures seek the carcass. You selected a Doorkeeper on the sole ground of his ex- floor and Representatives in the other H s could be carried and 
perience in the same capacity in the confederate congress, and you summarily or and hepresentatives in the other House could be carried out anc 
turned him out because he honestly wrote to a private friend what you all felt but that you wholove law and order, who have respect for the rightsofothers, 
dared not say: that office was a good thing to have. It was hard on Fitzhugh, for the poor as well asthe rich, would prevent and punish these atrocities 
he was not the only man on the floor that felt “ biger than old Grant.’ when they occur. If youdo not, whether you are in power or out 


y The: slerk afte lerk, g , srienc i ° » si . 
sien aaa iter clack, gray ond experienced in duty, and Silled their of power, these unpunished crimes, these bloody ghosts of men sent 


You removed disabled Union soldiers and filled their places with others of an- | prematurely to their end, will haunt you every day of your lives. 
other stripe, and would have made a clean sweep but for the popular indignation. | You are chargeable with them; your friends and your associates have 

You refused ot Sret clerks te come of the committess, but Rave curreptitionsly | done these things. Upon you rests the responsibility of putting down 
and in detail appointed more clerks than ever before known. aa : ee . > ; 

You have twice exhausted the contingent fund of the House by needless and ex- these atrocities. I know my friend from Kentucky would do it as 
travagant sums expended for witnesses on trivial matters, and have ran up bills to | reatlily as I would, but we have no power; we cannot spread the arm 
be met mane yt ye — es — elingile ox a | of the nation all over the Southern States. We must depend upon 

ave Si a € esldac 7 ons demi ¢ g Sa or y io) B > . a : 4 , 
ona of his official Jeoatines aatekiincel dnaaiie of Walkinaten, and bave tees you to protect these blacks. rhe people of the North have been geu 
ignominiously convicted of ignorance of law and of history by his crashing reply. | TOUS to the people of the South. Our history has not been marked 

You have demanded elaborate reports on all manner of subjects from the De- | like the history of other nations, by bloody reprisals, by executions 
partments and hindered the public service by exacting these replies on matters | after war was over, by contiscation, by wrong, and by outrage. No 
which had already been officially reported and were in print. blood was shed after the war was over; no property was taken; all 

Such is the foretaste of the reform we have had in the House of | the offenses committed in the war were forgiven and forgotten. You 
Representatives. That is the only branch of our National Government | were in due time, and very speedily, restored to political power. You 
that is now in possession of the democratic party. Where is Barclay, | have in your hands eleven or twelve of these Southern States. You 
whosurvived during great numbers of administrations? Where are | are responsible for everything that occurs there. Every act of vio- 
the soldiers of the Union Army, many of them wounded and disabled? | lence and murder is charged to your account, and you owe it to your 
Nearly all gone, a clean sweep; to use a phrase that I never heard | manhood to put down these things. You must not teach the south- 
before, although I am told it is common in some sections of the coun- | ern people that we hate you, or wrong you, or would do you injustice. 
try, they are “ bounced.” Nine months of such experience is far | So help me God I never have felt such a feeling, and I do not believe 
more suggestive than an elegant letter on civil-service reform. that is the feeling of the people of the State of Ohio. We would be 

I have read to you, Mr. President, every part of the democratic plat- | glad to see you prosper. We share in your prosperity. Your develop- 
form which relates to currency or the public debt. I have presented | ment, your wealth, your growth all inure to our benefit as well as 
you my views of such questions. I now say in conclusion that while | yours. God forbid that we should ever seek to oppress you in any 
these questions are important and instructive, that while we must | way by unjust laws or the exercise of unjust power. 
take care that issues manufactured to deceive and to mislead the peo- Go on and develop your country; cultivate your fields; build up 
ple are fully debated, while cunning devices to frame a platform with | yoar manufactures; improve your rivers and your harbors if you 
a double construction must be exposed, Iam bound to say that the | will,and we willaid you. Deall that you can todevelop yourcounsry. 
real question is whether the old democratic party will be able to | What you do is for the benefit of us all. We are all of one country, 
bring together a united South with a fragment in the West and a| under one flag and one Government. The worst thing that could 
fragment in the East and thus secure political power. It is not any | happen to the people of the Southern States, in my judgment, would 
hope or promise of reform that will secure success to this movement. | be the success of the democratic party in this election, because that 
Ou the question of civil-service reform, while you have the promise | success could only be brought about by aunited South. In Louisiana 
of Governor Tilden, you have also the promise of Governor Hayes, | and Alabama and Mississippi and South Carolina a majority of the 
and he has added to that promise a self-abnegation of all idea of re- | people consists of negroes emancipated by republican policy and now 
election. Governor Tilden promises tosupport aconstitutional amend- | in terror from innumerable murders committed in those States. If 
ment that will prevent him from running; so upon this matter the | in the great convocation where the electoral vote is counted, we see 
two great and distinguished candidates are even. the votes of States counted for the democratic party when we know 

Dismiss these things. I tell you, Senators, that the controversy into | that the natural instinct, the sense of duty, the sense of obligation, 
which we are about to enter will not turn upon the financial ques- | the natural feeling of the majority of the people, are with the republi- 
tion. I have discussed it; I have discussed it here because I thought | can party; if you bring the votes of those States by violence and 
it was my duty to do it, and not very well prepared either, in reply to | fraud to your aid, it will be a short-lived power that you will exer- 
the ingenious commentary of Governor Tilden on the democratic | cise. We will not resort to arms; we will not make a revolution; we 
platform. 1 have presented that platform. Ihave presented hiscom- | will not make asecessioa; but a public opinion will be aroused in all 
mentary, and I have shown you that it is made up of empty promises, | the free States that the Southern States must be just to those who 
vain as air, bearing a double construction which will not be exe- | have been freed by our policy or we willsecure them justice. Other- 
cuted if the democratic party is brought back to power. But the | wise the power of numbersin the North will be exercised against you 
real question of this campaign which every day has been rising and | again at the ballot-box. If you carry these States by fraud or force, 
will still rise above the clouds until it is seen in the heavens by every | watchful eyes will be over you; millions of free people will be watch- 
citizen of the United States is whether the democratic party shall be | ing yon. If you give the negrocs a fair vote, if you only use that in- 
restored to power again in this country of ours. That is the issue, not | fluence which your superior wealth and superior intelligence give you 
upon the financial question, not upon the question of civil-service re- | over their minds, well and good, it is your right and duty; but if you 
form, but whether from the elements and composition of that party | violate the law, if you use intimidation, murder, or that nameless 
it is safe again to trust power with the men who were driven from | feeling of fear which may check an ignorant population from exerecis- 
power in 1860, a portion of whom waged war against us, a portion of | ing their rights, you will gain no permanent results from it. That is 
whom voted against us, and all of whom now when they are back | my conviction. 4 : ) 

again are resisting and opposing so far as they can all the great meas- I say again that for myself, although I claim to be a republican al- 

ures that we, the republican party, have placed upon your Constitu- | ways, I never have felt and do not now entertain one single feeling 

tion and your statute-books. These are the questions. of unkindness against the southern people. [I know that the great 

Sir, during this long struggle the democratic party has been simply | body of them went into this war with honest motives; I feel that 
a party of opposition. You have proposed nothing; you have op- | they were wrong. I know their success would have been to their in- 








posed everything we have done, and therefore may be classed dis- | jury. If they had succeeded in establishing a southern confederacy in 
the southern part of this country of ours, we should have been war- 
ring nations, hostile races, and ceaseless controversies would have 
been waged, as between England and Scotland, uatil both under oue 
banner were reunited again. Gentlemen, it was well for you that 


tivetly as a party of opposition. If, therefore, you are restored to 
power it is a reaction, it is a restoration; it is such a restoration as the 
people of England had when they restored Charles II to power after 
the commonwealth under Cromwell. And, sir, another rebellion in 
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this war ended as it did. It was well for your future that it was so. 
It was best for us all. 

And, gentlemen, allow me plainly to tell you that though we are 
willing to do you absolute justice and share with you all political 
power, yet we do feel that we were the victors in this great war, and 
that our ideas, our principles, and our policy should prevail in the 
administration of the Government while the issues of the war are 
pending. The arbitrament of war settled these issucs in our favor. 
‘These issues are written upon the Constitution and are the supreme 
law of the land. We do not think it safe to trust you with the ad- 
ministration of these great safeguards of liberty over men whom you 
have held for generations as slaves. We frankly say we cannot trust 
to the democratic party the power to guard and protect the rights 
that have been won by the war. I deeply regret that political parties 
in this country are not based upon other issues than the issues of 
the war. It would be far better for the South if one-half of the white 
vote was now voting the republican ticket and one-half of the black 
vote with the democratic ticket. But when the white men by their 
policy seek to combine all the Southern States into a compact polit- 
ical power and by force and fraud vote the negro against his wishes, 
they establish a conviction in the mind of every man who supported 
the northern cause that they are determined to revive and to continue 
the old contest and the old issues. It is for this reason this convic- 
tion is now deepening upon the northern mind; and it is this convic- 
tion that more than all else impresses me deeply with the absolute 


continue and establish upon a safe basis the enduring guarantees won 
in the war. 

Now, Mr. President, why can we not enter into this great contest 
with a manly spirit, each man presenting his own clear convictions, 
boldly and fearlessly trying to secure a fair election, and by the vote 
of a majority of the people of the United States in the form of the 
electoral college select a President of the United States? I believe 
that the safety of all, north and south, east and west, the good of 
our country, the record of history, demand the success of the repub- 
lican party. I am glad to say that the standard-bearer of that great 
party is one of the citizens of my State, a man in the full vigor of 
life, aman unblemished in name, character, and reputation, with a 
strong manly intellect, one of those self-made men who receive 
nothing from the mere factitious circumstances of fortune or wealth, 
but has made his own way from the time he entered a school-boy 
till he became a member of Congress and a general of your Army, a 
brave soldier without one particle of feeling against the South, and 
full of kindness to his countrymen in all sections of our nation. I 
believe it is for the best interest of the people of the United States 
that this man, thus taken from the ranks of the people, unaffected 
by political combinations, unembarrassed by any pledge whatever, 
should be intrusted with the high power of President of the United 
States. Governor Tilden with all his promises, with the record of 
the democratic party behind him, and with the tendency and action 
of the democratic party to guide him, ought not to be trusted with 


necessity to preserve the power of the republican party in order to ; power. 
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Mr. McDONALD obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Indiana is kind enough to give 
way for a moment only that I may say a word in connection with 
what has been stated regarding the public debt. The Senator from 
Ohio this morning referred to the statement which I made yesterday 
evening about his being mistaken in the amount of the reduction of 
the public debt, I then sought in a polite way to ask the Senator 
whether I understood him correctly, and the Senator turned to me 
to know what I wanted. I will tell him what I want now, as he is 
through. In 1865-’66 the public debt, as reported by the Register 
and as remodeled by the then Secretary, in round numbers was 
$2,680,000,000. In 1875-76, at the same date, it is $2,232,000,000, being 
a reduction of $448,000,000 instead of $500,000,000 ; and these figures 
are taken from the finance reports. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam very happy that the Senator has made that 
statement, for now I think I can correct him. I took eleven years. 

Mr. DAVIS. Allow me to go on and I will yield directly., 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to goon and the Senator will have a little 
more to answer. If you take the debt statement in 1865, before it 
was remodeled in 1871, you will find that it differs about $2,000,000 in 
that year. In other words, there is a change of about $2,000,000 
there, which would make no difference as to this statement. Then if 
you take the monthly statement which the Senator quoted from, we 
tind it is $2,180,000,000, leaving out of question the interest. Inclad- 
ing the interest it is $2,218,000,000. If you take the largest amount 
as reported in the report of 1865, and then take the smaller amount 
as reported in the debt statement, the Senator is correct; but I sub- 
mit is it fair, is it right, or is it proper, in one instance to go to the 
reports of the Secretary of the Treasury, or of the Register, and take 
the amount that he reports, and then when you come to 1875~76 to 
go to the monthly debt statement? Of course, if you take the higher 
and the lower, the difference may be as great as the Senator says; 
but bear in mind that it is admitted on all hands that there are about 
four different statements for each year’s indebtedness. In other 
words, if you take the monthly debt statement, if you take the Reg- 
ister’s statement, or the Secretary's statement, they all differ. Now, 
then, if the reduction is to be looked at properly the same statement 
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ought to have been adhered to; in other words, the Secretary’s state- 
ment, or the Register’s statement, but when the Senator comes to 
make his deduction of $500,000,000 for ten or eleven years he changes 
from one statement to the other, which, I submit, ought not to be 
done, 

I want to say one word more and I will then leave the debt state- 
ment. ‘The Senator spoke of the bill relative to 44 per cent. bonds. 
He charged the House of Representatives with being accountable for 
not having the reduction made of interest from 6 or 5 to 44, and says 
it was their fault that it has not been done. The Senator knew bet- 
ter than I can tell him that in 1870 there was an act passed giving 
the Treasury the right to change $300,000,000 from 6 to 44, and that 
act is in force to-day, but not one dollar, as I understand, has ever 
been changed from 6 to 44 per cent. Those bonds run fifteen years. 
The difference in the bill which we passed was that we gave a longer 
time; that is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire to say in reply is that my friend has 
only made a mistake in omitting one year. I said eleven years from 
the Ist day of July, 1865. 

Mr. DAVIS. To when? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To the Ist day of July, 1876. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is just what I took. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; here are the papers. Here is the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, a statement of the outstanding 
principal of the public debt of the United States, from the Ist of Jan- 
uary, each year, &c. I gave the amount $2,680,647,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I took the statement of the principal of the pub- 
lic debt now, the total debt, $2,180,395,000, and deducted one from 
the other. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will my friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. Does he desire to make any correc- 
tion ? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; I am not denying the statement, but I beg 
the Senator’s pardon, he has changed from the debt statement as re- 
ported by the Secretary or the Register, and he takes that from the 
tinance reports ; but when he comes to take his reduction he takes it 
not from that same report—— 
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Mr. SHERMAN. But I take it from the monthly statement because 


this is a year later. 
Mr. DAVIS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The statement isas late as this year. 
it down to the Ist of July. The book was printed six months ago. 
Mr. DAVIS. And the year was out six months ago. 
Mr. SHERMAN. . But I brought it down to the Ist of July of this 


This brings 
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year. 

, Mr. DAVIS. Either the Senator or I, one of us, is mistaken in the 
statement. The book which he holds in his hands is for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1876. 

“ Mr. SHERMAN. This book was printed six months ago, and how 
could it be? 

Mr. DAVIS. Why, Mr. President, the Senator knows that that 
1875 means the fiscal year always, and that comes up to June 30. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Eighteen hundred and seventy-five? 

Mr. DAVIS. It means the fiscal year 1875, and comes up to June, 
1876. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, it does not. The Senator is very much mis- 
taken. The year that we are now going upon is 1876-77. We have 
made appropriations now for the year ending the 30th day of June, 
1877. That gives the name to the fiscal year the year 1877. The Sen- 
ator will see that the statement in the book is only brought down to 
the Ist day of July, 1875. That is called the fiscal year 1375, but the 
fiseal year 1876 extends from the Ist of July, 1875, to the 30th of 
June, 1876. My friend is just wrong one year. That is all there is 
about it. 

Mr. DAVIS. If that should be so, but Ido not understand it—of 
course it cannot be so—then the Senator is greatly in error, because 
he admits and all admit that the reduction last year was less than 
$20,000,000. The Senator knows that. I stated if that be so the re- 
duction in the present year was less than $20,000,000. Therefore the 
$50,000,000 that the Senator shows could not be correct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reduction in the present year is $29,000,000. 

Mr. EATON. I want to ask the Senator from Ohio what his fig- 
ures are for the eleven years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I gave the statement containing those figures to 
the reporter. I will send the Senator a copy of the statement, but I 
cannot send him that copy, because it is in the hands of the reporter. 

Mr. EATON. The Senator gave $4,192,000,000 as the net revenues 
of the Government for eleven years, | understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the gross revenues of all kinds; I will sim- 
ply send the printed statement of that to the Senator. 

Mr. EATON. Very well. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the petition of Madeline V. Dahlgren, Romaine de Overbeck, 
and Vinton Goddard, praying the passage of an enabling act author- 
izing the trustee of the estate of the late Samnel F. Vinton to sell or 
otherwise dispose of certain securities and other property belonging 
to that estate and re-invest the proceeds in other property, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration and that the petitioners 
have leave to withdraw their papers; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds, reported a bill (S. No. 1039) to repeal a portion of an act 
entitled “ An act to confirm the action of the board of aldermen and 
common council of the city of Washington designating a depot site 
for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company ;” which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 310) granting a pension to William H. Har- 
rison, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1539) to authorize the con- 
struction of a ponton-bridge across the Mississippi River from some 
feasible point in Buffalo County, in the State of Wisconsin, to some 


feasible point in Winona County, in the State of Minnesota, reported 
it without amendment. 


and 


BILL INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1040) to allow the late collector of internal 
revenue for the fourth district of Georgia his salary hitherto with- 
held ; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


tHE HAMBURGI RIOTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Morton to print extra copies of the President’s message and 
accompanying documents relating to the riots at Hamburgh, South 
Carolina. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, the question pending before the 
Senate is the resolution of my colleague to print ten thousand copies of 
the President’s message and accompanying documents relating to the 
Hamburgh affair. 1 propose, in the first place, to give a few reasons 
why I shall support the resolution. 1 shall support it for the reason 
stated by my colleague when he introduced it, that the people of this 
country may have some light upon the subject. It is true that these 
documents are ex parte in their character. ‘They do not profess to draw 
their facts from more than one side of the question. There is no testi 
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mony contained in them except that which is brought from one party to 
that affair; but yet with all that they are much fairer, much less par- 
tisan in their character, much better calculated to give to the country 
a correct idea of the transactions than the comments which have been 
made on the Hamburgh matter in the partisan press of the country, 
or the comments which have been made on documents contained in 
this message by Senators upon this floor. It is becanse they do tend 
to furnish to some extent and in some degree light upon this transac- 
tion by which the people of this country can form some correct esti- 
mate of its character that I prefer these documents shall be published, 
rather than that such statements as have been made in regard to the 
affair shall go before the country. Among the accompanying docu- 
ments the most reliable statement is that furnished by the attorney- 
general of South Carolina, not of what he saw, not of any fact that 
he knows of his own knowledge, but such facts as he gathered after 
the affair had occurred while visiting the scene and from the sources 
which he has here stated. I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to his own statement of his sources of information: 

My information has been derived chiefly from Trial Justice Rivers and from the 
testimony of persons who have been examined before the coroner's jury now in 


session, and from those who received wounds from the armed body of white men 
who had taken them prisoners. 


I do not feel that a Senator is called upon in discussing questions 
of this kind to start out with a denunciation of the ontrage, and as 
for myself, if my life has not established the fact that I have always 
stood for law aud order and opposed all unlawful violence from what- 
ever quarter it might proceed, then a mere assertion of mine upon a 
question of this kind would be but an empty declaration. But let 
us see, if we can, what this transaction was and learn something of 
its origin and character. Let us take, in the first place, the state- 
ment ot the attorney-general as to what he discovered at Hamburgh. 
I have already said that it was ex parte. I may say that it is clear 
upon its face that he is giving but one side of the case. It appears, 
however, from this statement that on the 4th of July some difficulty 
took place between two white men who were riding in the streets of 
Hambargh and a negro militia company which was engaged in pa- 
rading in the same street. But little is said in reference to that dif- 
ficulty in this report or in any of the documents accompanying it; 
but this much is established, that whatever that difliculty might 
have been, it was of such a character that an attidavit for a breach 
of the peace against the officers of that company or some portion of 
them was made the next day, and the trial justice, Rivers, who also 
seems to have been the military commander of that district under 
Governor Chamberlain, issued his warrant upon that aflidavit. The 
captain of the company was arrested upon that warrant and brought 
before the justice, and it seems from the statement of the attorney- 
general the first act of this defendant in that proceeding was to com- 
mit a contempt of court, which rendered bis arrest or attempted ar- 
rest for that contempt necessary in the opinion of the justice, who 
was one of his own color and his friend. Here is what the attorney- 
general states upon that point: 

During the progress of the trial Adams was arrested by the trial justice for con- 
tempt of court, and subsequently the case was continued until four o'clock Satur- 
day afternoon, July 8. 

This took place on the return of the warrant. The conduct of this 
negro captain was such as required his arrest for a contempt of court, 
and when the case was continued he left the office of the justice and 
never made his appearance there again in connection with this trans- 
action. It passed over until thesth of July. What transpired in the 
mean time does not appear from these papers. What crimination or 
recrimination, if any, passed with respect to these parties does not 
appear; but it does appear that on the Sth of July the parties who 
had sued this warrant, with their attorney, came before the justice 
of the peace, but the defendant did not come; on the contrary, he left 
both the prosecution for a breach of the peace and the arrest for con- 
tempt unanswered. 

The difficulties seem not to have slhumbered during that time. Al- 
though the facts are not stated, the circumstances that transpired in- 
dicate most clearly that there were facts and that matters were pro- 
gressing toward a collision between the white and colored people of 
that section of the country. It appears that on the 8th, in place of 
presenting himself before this justice who had issued an order for his 
arrest for contempt, and before whom he was required to appear upon 
the warrant that had regularly issued, this captain placed himself at 
the head of his company and under arms. A demand seems to have 
been made by the white citizens who had assembled that the com- 
pany should surrender their arms. There is an attempt in this report 
to a certain extent to involve the counsel for the prosecution in what 
occurred ; but he has furnished to the public his own statement of 
this transaction. I would not perhaps feel authorized to refer to it 
if it had not been for the fact that the Senator from South Carolina 
[ Mr. PATTERSON ] has testified in the strongest possible terms that he 
is a man of unexceptionable character, of the very highest character, 
and he has expressed the great gratification that would accrue to him 
if in the final investigation of this unfortunate tragedy it should be 
found that Mr. Butler is entirely innocent. His support of Butler's 
cnaracter as a man authorizes me to refer to the statement that But- 
ler has made, in which he shows that in the violence that transpired 
there he took no part, and that so far as he did act he attempted to 
act as a mediator for peace. It has been said on this floor, and I 
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shall call the attention of the Senate more directly to the statement 
hereafter, that this military company had surrendered their arms. 
There is not one word in any of the papers connected with this report 
that authorizes that statement. They refused to surrender their arms. 
l:ventually they retired to their armory, a bnck building, and there 
they remained until the difficulty had become a war between them 
and those who were demanding a surrender of their arms. 

That part of the transaction I desire to give from the statement of 
the attorney-general in his own language. He says: 

While these negotiations were going on, the armed body of white men in the 
town were concentrated on the bank of the river near the Sibley building. Soon 
after they were broken off firing began 

Men who were in the building say that it was commenced by the whites firing 
ayon the building. 

Would it not be well enough to know what the men on the outside 
of the building said upon that subject? This report states that the 
men in the building said the firing was commenced by the white 
people outside; but no statement is taken or embodied is this report 
of what the men outside said upon that point. This same Mr. Butler, 
whose character has been so highly sustained by the Senator from his 
own State, (Mr. PATTERSON,] has spoken upon that subject and his 
statement is contained among the documents that have been sub- 
mitted to as and for publication of which this resolution is pending. 
On that question he says: 

The negroes were fortified in their drill-room, in a brick building known as Sib- 


ley's corner, and they raised a yell and tired from the windows, which was responded 
tw by the whites, and a genera! firing took place. 


That is the statement of one of the parties from the outside. That 
is astatement that has not been made at any time in the presenta- 
tion of this case to the Senate and to the country during this discus- 
sion. There is one point upon which both the attorney-generad in 
his report and Mr. Butler agree, a point also that has been studiously 
kept out of the discussion, that is, as to who were the first suffer ers 
in this unfortunate affair. The attorney-general says: 

After the firing had begun, it was returned by the militia, and one of the attack- 
ing party, McKee Merriwether, was shot through the head and instantly killed. 

On that point Mr. Butler says: 


Not a very great while after the firing began, Mr. McKee Merriwether, a most 
estimable young man, was shot through the head and killed. Not a negro had then 
been touched— 


And then he says, what you might naturally suppose would oceur—- 


and Merriwether’s death naturally infuriated the already excited crowd, and they 
were under the leadership of no one. 


Then this company of negro militia exhausted their ammunition. 
It is stated in the report of the attorney-general that the company 
had brought little ammunition, and all they had was a portion of 
that issued to the company when it was organized. After they had 
exhausted their ammunition then they sought safety by flight. They 
had not surrendered their arms; they never surrendered their per- 
sous or their arms. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator if he has read 
the evidence? The evidence is that when the negroes fled to the 
building the parties outside brought a cannon to bear upon it, and 
had commenced firing on the building with the cannon. That is when 
they fled. That is the evidence. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The affidavit of the captain of the company is 
among these documents, and he states that he corstructed a mode of 
escape for them from the back part of the building. I am giving 
this narrative, this er parte narrative we are called upon to publish 
to the country, and Lam giving also what I widerstand even this 
ex parte testimony to present in regard to this case. 1 state again 
that there was no surrender on the part of that negro company. 
When they fled from the building they secreted themselves and were 
hunted and captured one by one, not upon 2 ny surrender. I do not 
say that that authorized, justified, or excr.sed this infuriated mob 
shooting down the colored men they had (hus captured; but it has 
been constantly presented to the Senate und to the country by those 
who have undertaken to discuss this qr.estion that the negroes had 
given up their arms peaceably, that they had surrendered their arms 
into the hands of white men and suvrendered their persons, and that 
then, wichout any outrage having been committed by them, without 
any act being done that could justify heated blood much less such an 
atrocity as followed upon it, they were taken out and shot down in 
cold bleod. But the attorney-general states no such case at that. 

. 


After the firing had begun, it was returned by the militia, and one of the attack- 
ing party McKee Merriwother, was shot through the head and instantly killed. 
After this a piece of artillery, said to belong to the Washington Artillery, of Au- 
gusta, was brought over from Augusta and four charges of canister were fired 
from it upon the armory, but without injuring avy one. The persons in the ar- 
mory escaped from the rear by means of ladders, and hid under floors of adjacent 
buildings or wherever else they could flad shelter. 


He goes on then to state that some twenty-five colored men were 
captured by white mon who made search for them, and of the num- 
ber captured six were killed and three were wounded. To show you 
how much fairer that statement is than the statements that have 
been made with reference to this transaction by those who have at- 
tempted to present it to the Senate and to the country, I ask the 
Secretary to read from the speech of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUN®S] the passages which I have marked. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The poor, misguided, uneducated colored miluiia company supposed that they 
had some rights as a military company to occupy the strect as well, and they did 
not let them drive through, whereupon the next day—— 

Mr. Patrenson. They did drive through. The company opened ranks and let 
them go through for the sake of peace. 

Mr. Eomuxps. But having been delayed until their cigars went out, or nntil 
they got dry again, or whatever it might have been, they then complained of the 
captain or some officer of this military company before a justice of the peace for 
some kind of an assault or some nuisance that interrupted the public highway 
when their lordships wished to drive ulong; and a warrant was got out for the ar 
rest of this colored captain, or whateverotlicer he was. The celored people in that 
region may have bad some suspicions from what they had notieed before about ar 
rests of their race that if their captain was arrested on a warrant from this justice 
the moment he was taken into custody the next moment he would die. That was 
the way justice was frequently administered ; and they naturally had alittle relic 
tance to seeing their captain disposed of with such summary justiee as that, to be 
shot the moment he laid down his gun and handed him over to the sberiff so that it 
would be safe to shoot him when he could not shoot back. They were a little reluc- 
tant that he should surrender himself on the warrant of the magistrate. What 
did they do? Didthey threaten to kill anybody? No; but they did assemble the 
company again under arms in the street and near their armory ; and in that com 
pany this man took shelter. Is there any evidence at all that the sheriff was x 
sisted? No! He did not go into the ranks to try to get the man. Not a bayonet 
was poised or a musket loaded, so far as we know. Then appeared the other But 
ler on the scene; and hastening over into the convenicnt and friendly State of 
Georgia, which was the nearest at hand, he told some of the young men that there 
was tronble brewing, for a considerable number of whites also had begun to as 
semble over in Hamburgh, and that the young men had better go over and see whut 
was guing on. That is the mildest way of putting it. So they did go over; and a 
large organized mob, under the command of somebody, assembled there. 

Mr. Parrersox. Taking a cannon with them, too. 

Mr. Epmcenps. And taking acannon with them. Then this negro company re 
treated, without firing a shot, without injuring the property or liberty of any hu 
man being, into their armory which for the purposes of that case and at that time 
was their castle as mvch as your house or mine is ours; and this mob trained their 
guns upon them and threatened to destroy the whole lot if they did not surrender. 
Then there was turbulence, alittle violenoe, and some shooting, I believe. Finally 
the colored company on a parley engaged to lay down their arms, which they had 
only raised in self-detense, and surrender them if they coald be protected. They 
did lay down their arms and surrendered—laid down their arms to a body of men 
who had no more right to demand it than it has that you shall leave that chair at 
this moment and threaten to shoot yon if yeu donot. Andas they emerged ono 
by one from that place of refuge of their own to which they had resorted, thoy 
were shot down by this organized body of the white respectable and responsible 
citizens of the States of South Carolina and Georgia. 


Mr. McDONALD. Now, Mr. President, I do not think that any 
person could listen to the two statements, the statement of the attor- 
ney-general of South Carolina giving a narrative of this transaction, 
and the statement of the Senator from Vermont in undertaking to 
characterize that transaction, and suppose that they referred to the 
same thingatall. Itisstated by the Senator that there wassome little 
trouble after they had retired to the armory ; that a parley took place 
between them and the force outside ; that upon that parley they sur- 
rendered their arms, and after they had thus surrendered their arms 
and were taken prisoners then this shooting took place. The cirecum- 
Atances that caused that mob to become infuriated, the killing of the 
man Merriwether before any other person was hurt, is kept studiously 
out of sight. 

But there are other points to which I wish to refer very briefly. 
‘These transactions are to be sent out to the country for their consid- 
eration, It seems to me that when commenting upon ex parte testi- 
mony a greater degree of care and caution not to exaggerate should 
be: observed than where the testimony is presented on both sides. 
But the partisan purpose of the comments we have listened to is 
plain enough to any one. It is to continue to incite and agitate the 
sectional prejudices of one section of the country against another by 
firing the northern heart, as it is sometimes termed, against the peo- 
ple of the South for the purpose of controlling the election and keep- 
ing the present party in power. 

The governor of South Carolina has sent his view on this question 
with the documents which he transmitted to the President, and it is 
in that statement alone that you can tind any trace of a political 
atfair in this Hamburgh matter; and this is to be found in the innu- 
endoes of the governor of South Carolina, not in any statement of 
facts, because he was not present. He does not pretend to give any 
fact within his knowledge, but he has stated some facts that to a 
certain extent contradict his assumption that there was any political 
purpose in this difficulty. He says: 

I do not intend to overstate any matters connected with this affair, nor to omit 
any statement which seems to me essential toa full understanding of its signiti 
cance. It is certainly true that most, though not all, of those who have spoken 
through the newspapers or otherwise here, on the white or democratic side, upon 
this matter, have condemned the massacre. Their opposition to such conduct has 
not, however, sufliced to prevent this massacre, nor do I see any greater reason for 
believing that it will do so iy the future. 

Their opposition, he says, has not prevented it. He gives them the 
credit of having denounced it. It would be very hard for them to 
prevent it, not being present to exercise their influence over those 
who had become a mere mob under the circumstances of that affair. 
It would be very difficult for those white democrats of South Carolina 
who have denounced it to have prevented this difficulty. I might 
say also that nnder the circumstances they were no more to be blame: 
than the governor of that State. They had less power than he had, 
to prevent a difficulty of that kind if he had exercised the official 
power he possessed. It may be possible that Governor Chamberlain 
stands with respect to white people and tax-payers over whom he 
has been placed as governor very much in the attitude that the late 
governor of Mississippi occupied to the people of that State. He 
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had been placed over them as military governor in 1369, he had been 
elected to the United States Senate, he had been elected governor of | 
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year by year, and have ceased in those States where the democratic 
party has come into power, and they exist now only in those States 


the State in 1871, re-elected again in 1873, and yet in the summer of | that are under radical rule. 


1875, when the agent and emissary of the Department of Justice 
went to that State for the perress of looking into the question and 
determining whether any armed interference on the part of the Federal 
Government was necessary, this agent stated in his testimony taken 
by the Senate committee that when he arrived there he learned the 
fact very much to his surprise that Governor Ames had not the ac- 
quaintance of the most influential citizens of the State of Mississippi 
residing in the capital of the State where he himself resided. The 
first act of this agent, who seems to have been a man of some common 
discretion and common sense, was to make Governor Ames acquainted 
with the leading men of the State of Mississippi, over whom he had 
been exercising his rule for so many years. It may be that Governor 
Chamberlain was in the same condiiion and that he would require 
an introduction to these leading men in order to impress upon them 
his views in regard to this matter, if he had any. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from Indiana.allow me to in- 
terrupt him ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can inform the Senator that Governor Cham- 
berlain stands to-day in South Carolina as popular in the democratic 
party as in his own party; and the democrats are agitating the ques- 
tion to-day whether they shall not adopt Governor Chamberlain as 
their candidate for governor next Tuesday. That never was the case 
with Governor Ames. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Iam very glad to hear that. I am certain if 
that course should be adopted disturbances such as occurred at Ham- 
burgh will cease. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will allow me to say that it seems 
to me if the old residents of Jackson, the natives of the South, had 
exercised the proper etiquette in calling upon the executive of the 
State they would have been acquainted with him. 

Mr. MCDONALD. If Governor Ames had gone to Mississippi sim- 
ply to settle there as men emigrate from one part of this country to 
another, it would undoubtedly have been the polite thing, according 
to the rules of etiquette, for those in whose midst he settled to call 
and make his acquaintance; but Governor Ames went there in the 
first place as a military governor. He afterward sought and ob- 
tained the position of United States Senator. He was afterward a 
candidate for governor, elected and re-elected ; and so holding that 
ofliee, pretending to be the governor of these people, I apprehend 
that it devolved upon him, if he entertained a just sense of his re- 
sponsibility and his position, to make himself acquainted with the 
people over whom he was attempting to exercise the powers of aruler, 
and especially when it was an admitted fact that they owned four- 
tifths of all the property in the State and consequently contributed 
four-fifths of all money that went into his pocket on account of the 
services he was supposed to have rendered them. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Ido not quite understand the position which 
the honorable Senator takes in regard to the matter of etiquette. I 
understand him to say that Governor Ames was first military gov- 
ernor, then United States Senator 

Mr. MCDONALD. LI shall not give way for a speech. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Oh, Iam not going to make a speech. 

Mr. MCDONALD. For any question Iam ready to give way or if 
I make a mistake I am ready to be corrected, but I cannot permit a 
Senator to put a speech into mine under the plea of asking a question. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I want to know if, on the ground the Senator 
takes, Governor Ames should have called on the people of Jackson. 
I am interested in the question of etiquette. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I ee attempted to state the grotinds; he did 
not go there for the purpose of casting his fortunes with the people 
of that State, but that he thrust himself upon them as their ruler. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Therefore he was regarded as a carpet-bagger, 
and nobody would associate with him. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Through the aid of the negro votes and a few 
political adventurers, who did not represent the property or the peo- 
ple under his control, he kept himself there ; and yet when this agent 
went down for the purpose of looking into the affairs of that State 
he though* that it would be a proper thing to bring this governor 
into some kind of acquaimtanceship with the men of property whose 

life and whose destiny he undertook to control. Nor did he meet 
with any difficulty in so doing from those people. 
_ The Senator from South Carolina says that Governor Chamberlain 
is acquainted with these people. I am satisfied that the more 
thoroughly he extends his acquaintance in that direction the better 
undersianding there will be between the different elements in that 
State. The objection that I have had to this discussion and to the 
misuse that is made of these difficulties, these race collisions, arises 
from the very fact that men seek mere political advantage, mere po- 





litical success by the use of these means rather than in endeavoring 


to understand their secret springs and to bring about some kind of 
remedy. As one very significant fact these race collisions were begun 
very soon after the reconstruction policy of the republican party was 
put in force in the Southern States, and they have grown less auil less 





Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. How abont the massacre of negroes in Tennes- 
see two years ago, under Governor Brown? That was a democratic 
State at that time. 

Mr. MCDONALD. That affair was investigated at the time, and 
late developments show that it was a great fraud, as the Senator may 
learn by reading the public press. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The perpetrators were never punished. 

Mr. MCDONALD. It only seems necessary, in order to bring about 
amicable relations politically between the two races in the South, that 
radical rule should be shaken off. .I know the republican party are 
loath to give up the great fund of political capital that they held in 
their hands when the negro of this country became a voter. They 
supposed that he would always remain — in their hands, and by 
that means they would secure an ascendency in at least half of the 
Southern States. In the very beginning a system was organized 
which was intended te hold that race wp to the party lines of the 
party that claimed their votes. A great deal has been said about the 
terrorism of the South growing out of these race collisions, but there 
has been a terrorism that has not yet been spoken of, and it is that 
which has been exercised over the negro voters in Southern States by 
their own race through the instigation of the white men who are prot- 
iting by their aid. I say now, and I say it in the light of facts, that 
the bravest man in the South to-day is the negro man who has the 
courage to vote the democratic ticket. 

As proof of that proposition and to show the means resorted to for 
the purpose of affecting their votes and keeping them under political 
subjection I ask the Secretary to read the card of a prominent colored 
minister of the South showing his trials and difficulties. First state 
the paper that contains it. 

The Curer CLerk. This paper is the Daily Dispatch, published in 
Richmond, Virginia, under date of August 9, 1876: 

A CARD FROM A PROMINENT COLORED TILDENITE. 


The cause of Tilden and Hendricks among our colored friends is on the increase. 
Many of the most intelligent among them are falling in ranks. We append the 
following from Rev. J. W. Dungee: 

To the editors of the Dispatch: 

I feel compelled. in justice to myself, the good of my race, and the best welfare 
of the community in which I live, to say a few things which I think ought to be 
said. 

A card appeared in the Evening State a few days ago stating that myself, Mr. 
Derrick, and Holmes were at work for the great reform movement. Mr. Derrick, 
and Holmes of the First Baptist Church, (colored,) published in the Enquirer of 
this city a card declaring their allegiance to the sultesl party, at the same time 
saying they are for peace and prosperity. Now, these two declarations are in con- 
flict with each other. You cannot serve God and the devil at the sametime. [ 
warn these gentlemen now of the fearful calamity which their present course will 
entail upon the colored people of the South. 

For vears we bave seen our people marched to the polls and compelled to vote 
for any man brought out by the radical party, without regard to his moral charac- 
ter or fitness for the office. This has been practiced all over the South. The men 
thus voted for or put in office have plundered the southern people in the most 
shameful manner. Every State where they have had the opportunity has been 
sunk beneath a burden of debt. Behold the cunning duplicity which they prac- 
ticed upon our people in the Freedmen's Bank fraud, as well as in many other 
instances. In Washington, right under the eye of the Government, they had a 
board of public works which plundered the district government in the most 
wretched manner. The report of Hon. B. B. DouGias, of Virginia, and Hon. 
W. S. Stencer, of Pennsylvania, expose the most startling frauds practiced 
upon us at a time when we were belpless and contiding in their friendship. It 
turns out to have been a scheme concocted for the very purpose of robbing our 

wor people. They have robbed every State government in the South where they 
loos had the chance. They have labored steadily to keep us arrayed against the 
white people of our section who are our best friends. They have only used us as 
political tools. True, they have kept a few colored men in ofliee, but it has been 
to do their dirty work. The position of Messrs. Derrick and Holmes make them a 
party to these frauds, and the only way they can eclvar themselves from it is to 
come out from bad associates. But I fear they are carrying two faces, and, if so, 
the community ought to be informed of it. On last Sunday all the leading colored 
pulpits were used tora medium +f advertisement for the radical purty, and Rev. 
James I. Holmes took occasion to warn his people not to have anything to do with 
me At Rev. R. Wells's church they indorsed Mr. Derrick as a good radical, 
I also hear from good authority that Rev. Mr. Derrick belongs to one of the Hayes 
and Wheeler clubs of this city. 

If they are “for peace and prosperity,"’ why have these gentlemen witbin the last 
six months used every means to persecate and drive ont of town the pastor of the 
Navy Hill charch, because he chooses to differ with them in polities? Why do they 
use their churebhes for such unholy purposes, and then pretend that they have noth- 
ing to do with politics? 

It gives me great pain to speak of the outrages practiced against me and my 
church of late. The whole neighborhood of my church has been canvassed and the 

vcople warned not to attend my church. They havo also compelled the children to 
nens my Sabbath school. Some of these children have been to my house and wept 
bitterly because they were made to leave. They have threatened to burn my house 
and church; they have left no stone unturned to drive me out of the city heard 
one minister say that he would compel me to leave by all means he could resort ta, 
Now, all these are facts. Docs this look like peace and prosperity? No, no; it is 
just the work which they are bid todo by the radical party. I say to these geutie- 
men and to the colored people at large, that these are things which they cannot 
overlook. The first thing for us to do isto make full and manly reconciliation wi*’, 
the whites among whom welive I was born inthe South, and served twenty. sey, np 
years of my life a slave, and I have traveled over nearly every part of th’, Nort’ 
and I know that the colored people of the South are hetter off than any™ jere a 
North; and I would advise our people to be frugal and upright  educ 
| children, give them good trades, buy homes, get property, and sand w os your 
| people; drive all carpet-baggers out of the South by letting tr om ° «Ch our own 
| we will have peace. Bury the dead past, go in for honesty *,4 re’ =10n0 and then 
have peace aud prosperity indeed. «orm, and we will 


J. W. PUNGEE. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator allow me one word again? 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will yield for a question, but not for a state- 
ment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is merely a question, because I know the 
Senator did not interrupt me; and if he had I should have yielded 
cheerfully. That statement which has been read is the statement of 
a colored man, I understand ? 

Mr McDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Do you believe it? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senatorif he believes the sworn state- 
ment of these colored men taken before this coroner’s inquest ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. I have already said what I intended to say of 
the documents contained in the President’s message. I simply have 
this further remark to make in regard to that transaction, that upon 
the face of those documents it is clear that it was simply a race col- 
lision, in which there was not mingled in any form any political ele- 
ment. It was such a collision as perhaps springs from the distrust 
that exists there between the white and the colored people, kept 
alive to a very great extent by those who have been using the colored 
people of the South as political machines. That will account for 
the fact that as the power of that party passes away in any southern 
State these race collisions begin at. once to cease. In the State of 
Virginia, in the State of North Carolina, in West Virginia, in all the 
States of the South except in the States of South Carolina and Lou- 
isiana, they bave ceased; for even in Mississippi there has been no 
race collision of this character since the political power in that State 
went into the hands of the democratic party. 

In the course of this discussion the status of the States lately in 
rebellion has been to some extent considered. The State of Texas 
has been taxed with attempting to throw off what has been termed 
the irrevocable condition on which her right of representation was 
conceded to her. On that subject I desire to say that the Constitu- 
tion does not recognize two classes of States with different rights and 
powers. Every State entitled to representation stands upon an equal 
rooting with every other State in all respects whatsoever. The sole 
condition upon which States are entitled to representation and to be 
regarded as in full accord with all other States in the Federal Gov- 
ernment is obedience to the Constitution of the United States and 
the laws made in pursuance thereof, and there can be no conditions 
irrevocable in their character that are not demanded by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It is a very common thing I find here to 
use atone of argument in reference to southern States and southern 
representatives which would imply that there is some distinction be- 
tween them and other States and Senators and Representatives from 
other States of the Union. I have only this tosay in reference to the 
State of Texas or any other southern State: If there is anything in 
the reconstruction laws of Congress providing for a representation of 
those States that places them as States upon any different footing 
here from any other State, north, south, east, or west, such provisions 
are, in my judgment, void. Not only are they void, but they are in- 
jurious in their character as affecting the natae of our institutions ; as 


affecting the equilibrium of the Union. The instance that has been 


cited with respect to the State of Texas in her amended constitution 
does not-seem to me to be in any degree in contlict with the provis- 
ions of the reconstruction act under which she was admitted to rep- 
resentation; but if there is a conflict between them, if her present 
constitution, as her people have seen proper to frame it, is in accord 
with the Constitution of the United States and is not in contlict with 
any of its provisions, if it isrepublican in form as that instrument re- 
quires, then Linsist that the State of Texas is not to be arraigned be- 
cause she has seen proper to make a different constitution than theone 
under which she was admitted to representation, any more than any 
State which has formed a constitution under an enabling act of Con- 
gress and may have been admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing in all respects with every other State is prohibited in her own 
good time and when her people so desire from remodeling that con- 
stitution so as to put other and different provisions in it. 

What is the complaint, so far as the State of Texas is concerned ? 
That she has made some change in her proposed constitution in ref- 
erence to her common schools. One of those changes she made to 
conform her constitution and organic law to the decisions of her own 
supreme court, the court having held that the provisions of the con- 
stitution of 1869, under which she was admitted, had violated the 
vested rights of the counties with respect to the county school land and 
school fund. It was stated in the course of this debate that in the 
judgment of Congress—and that of course meant the majority at that 
time—it was highly essential that the State of Texas should have a 
permapent school system and that education should be disseminated 
among all her people. For that purpose peculiar exactions had been 
made at the time of her admission with respect to that question. Yet 
it seems that these exactions had the effect to take the school fand 
belonging to the inhabitants of counties and blend it with the com- 
mon-school fund of the State, disregarding the vested rights of the 
counties in regard to thatfund. The supreme court of the State hav- 
ing pronounced that unconstitutional, as affecting vested rights, the 
people of the State in reframing their constitution very properly 
thought that it would be a proper thing for them to make their con- 
stitution conform to that decision. There was nothing new in that 





decision. The same principle has been settled in a number of other 
States by their supreme courts. The supreme court of the State of 
Missouri, of the State of Ohio, of the State of Indiana, each and ail, 
had decided that where lands had been vested ina township, or a 
county, for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of that county or 
township for common-school purposes, it was not competent for the 
State, even in a change of its organic law, to take that money and 
blend it with the commen-school fund of the State. : 

But again, it is complained that in her constitution of 1869 there 
was a provision that she should forever set apart one-fourth of her 
entire revenue for common-school purposes, and in her present con- 
stitution she simply provides that it shall not exceed one-fourth, 
vesting in the Legislature of the State from time to time the power 
to determine what amount of her gross revenues upon her general 
levies shall be set apart for common-school purposes. This is said to 
be in violation of the compact under which it is claimed she was re- 
admitted to representation. Her reconstruction constitution required 
that one-fourth of her whole revenue should be set apart for all time, 
it mattered not what her common-school fund might be. It seems 
from the tables that have been presented bere that she has now a 
common-school fund of over $2,000,000 invested in Government bonds, 
and over sixty million acres of land, selected and unselected, that are 
to be disposed of and to go into the common-school fund as a perma- 
ment endowment of that fund. From these sources and others she 
might pile up her school fund until she was enabled to keep her 
schools open twelve months in the year in every school district and 
extend the privilege of education to every child throughout the en- 
tire State out of this endowment alone, and yet under this constitu- 
tion, which is claimed to be in the nature of a compact and to con- 
tain irrevocable provisions, she would still be required to set apart 
one-fourth of her whole revenue to go into that common-school fund, 
whether it was needed or not. 

This question might as well be considered and met now before the 
country as not. The intimation has gone forth in this debate that if 
these conditions termed irrevocable with respéct to the State of Texas 
and other southern States are not continued and complied with what- 
ever may be the local interests of the people in regard to them, at 
some time or other the Congress of the United States or the Federal 
Government will undertake to deal with them for having exercised 
just such powers as every other State exercises. 

Mr. President, the animus of this whole question may perhaps be 
found in one expression contained in the speech of the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont at the very close of his speech. Speaking of 
the irrevocable laws that had been imposed upon the people of the 
States lately in rebellion, he says: 

We have ‘only enacted wholesome, equal laws, that meet in the State of Vi 
mout—we having similar State laws—with the universal appyobation of every 
body. 

These laws meet with the universal approbation of everybody in 
the State of Vermont, and therefore they ought to be good enough 
for the State of Texas or any other State. That is the Procrastean 
bed by which the rights of other States are to be measured. Such 
good and whoiesome laws as meet the approbation of the people of a 
particular State are to be pressed upon the people of every other State, 
especially upon that part of our country which was engaged in re- 
bellion, No, sir; that proposition will not do. If that doctrine is to 
be presented and pressed, difficulties are still ahead of us that it is 
very hard to see the end of, there must be but one test upon this ques- 
tion. There must be but one demand made in regard to this matter, 
and that is the testof the Constitution of the United States, the demand 
that every State shall conform its constitution and laws to that Con- 
stitution and obey the laws made in pursuance thereof. Whatever 
is asserted outside of that is as revolutionary in its character as the 
very act that it seeks to condemn on the part of the Southern States, 
not forcible, not military, but still a dangerous attempt to overturn 
a fundamental principle of our Government that cannot meet with 
any favor when it comes to be examined before the people. 

When General Grant in his brief letter eight years ago accepted 
the nomination tendered him by the republican national convention 
he closed it with the laconic sentence, *‘ Let us have peace.” When 
will we have peace? When willthat time come? Will it be reached 
by attempting to undermine the principles of our Government and 
destroy the harmony of our system by dwarting certain States of the 
Union, and to hold over them in terrorem the threat of reconstruction 
if they do not conform their action to what is claimed to be irrevoca- 
ble conditions upon which they were admitted again to representation 
here? No, sir; we cannot have peace by such means. Peace can 
only come when we once more have a perfect Union by a clear and 
distinct recognition of the rights of the several States under the con- 
stitution; when there shall be no distiction claimed between any 
States that are represented in the Federal Union. 

When there shall be but one demand made upon any State, that of 
obedience to the Constitution of the United States and the laws made 
in pursuance thereof, and when we shall know neither North, South, 
East, nor West in regard to the administration of those laws; when 
that time shall come then we may “have peace.” It will be a peace 
founded upon a reunion of the different sections of this country under 
the one common bond of the Constitution, and may defy even time 
itself. It will be a restoration of our old ship of state with all its 
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sails set to the breeze. Then it may bein the power of the whole 
people of this broad land to join in singing— 






Sail on, O ship of state! 

Sail on, O Union, strong and great! 
Humanity with all its fears, 

With all the hopes of future years, 
Is hanging breathless on thy fate! 









We know what master laid thy keel, 
What workmen wrought thy ribs of steel ; 
Who made each mast, and sail, and rope; 
What anvils rang, what hammers beat; 
In what a forge and what a heat, 

Were shaped the anchors of thy hope. 









We can never reach that by constantly criminating and recrimi- 

y nating, and by distorting the difficulties that must necessarily arise 
from time to time in various sections of the country, particularly in 
the southern sections of the country, growing out of the anomalous 
condition in which the people there are placed. If the whole people 
of this country, North and South, could once come together on a com 
ion plane and mingle together so as to understand each other, so as to 

become acquainted with each other thoroughly, then would this see- 
tional prejudice vanish, then would cease these attempts to distort 
infortunate difficulties and lawless acts that the civil authorities for 
the time being may not be able to cope with or put down ; in a very 
short time anything like color line in the South would be broken up. 
New parties would form upon real issues of policy and statesmanship, 













Mr. President, I desire to say something, not exactly in reply to the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] but upon a proposi- 
tion in the same general line of discussion. He concluded his very 







try was whether the democratic party should be restored to power. 
lle very properly omitted from his stand-point another question that 







party stand the ordeal of the trial before the bar of public opinion ? 
Because those two things necessarily to a very considerable extent 
run together. When you consider whether you will bring one party 
into power, you very naturally consider whether the party in power 
ought to remain there, whether its course and conduct have been such 
is to entitle it to a still further lease of that power. I propose to 
examine this other question which runs along with the one stated by 

m. Has the republican party so conducted itself as to entitle it to 
the continued confidence of the people of this country? In his open- 
ng remarks the Senator spoke of the platform adopted by the dem- 
wratic party in its recent convention at Saint Louis. He said 
commenced with a demand for reform. It would be very natural to 

quire whether there was that condition of things now existing that 
iiakes such ademand proper? Has the republican party recognized 
such a condition of things? I shall not examine the record of that 











the seventh resolution alopted by it in its national convention of 
that year. It is as follows: 

(he Government of the United States should be administered with strict econ- 

; and the corruptions that have been so shamefully nursed and fostered by 
(Andrew Johnson a loudly for radical reform. 

So it seems that when the party met in convention in 1868 it found 
corruption in the Government. It charges that this corruption had 
been “carefully nursed” by Andrew Johnson, who he!d the pres- 
idential office by the support of the republican party, and it insisted 
that corruptions in office should no longer continue. 

lhe people took them at their promise and elected the candidates 
they nominated on that occasion, General Grant, and Mr. Colfax, of 
my own State. 
tion, I am sorry to say that the Vice-President was involved in some 
ditlieulties growing out of a Credit Mobilier and in the receipt of 
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Mr. Colfax disclosed a very strange increase in his exchequer by do- 






York who had a contract with the Government for furnishing envel- 
opes. 






Mr. Ames and the Vice-President elected on this platform I am un- 
able to state, nor is the matterof much consequence. But the four 
years passed away, and it seems that when the republican party as- 
sembled again in national convention they had not fully accomplished 
this work of reform. 
grown worse, and involved the whole system of our civil service. 
he corruptions which had been so “ shamefully nursed and fostered ” 
by Andrew Johnson still seemed to cling to the body-politic, and in 
72 they took another tack upon this question. Their fifth resolution 
is as follows: 

Any system of civil service under which the subordinate positions of the Gov 
ernment are considered rewards for mere party zeal is fatally demoralizing; and 
we therefore favor a reform of the system by laws which shall abolish the evils of 
patronage and make honesty, efficiency, and fidelity the essential qualifications for 
public positions, without practically creating a life-tenure of office. 

That is what they said four years ago. 
uce an entirely new system of civil service, one where honesty and 
efliciency were to be the sole qualification. 
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account of their party zeal. 
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Would it not be interesting to see how 
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and the dangers that are still ahead of us would forever pass away. | 


able partisan speech by saying that the question now before the coun- | 


very naturally arose along with that, and that is, Can the republican | 


it | 


party behind the canvass of 1868, but I shall commence with reading | 


Before the term of office had expired under that elec- | 


certain moneys which a Mr. Oakes Ames, of the republican party, | 
charged him with having received asa part of the fruits of this frand- | 
ulent corporation; and in his discharging himself from that charge | 
nations made to him by a very liberal-minded man in the city of New | 


How that question of veracity has ever been settled between | 


In fact, matters had not improved, but had | 


They were going to intro- | 


They proposed to strike | 
(own the system by which political patronage was given to men on 
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much of that they have accomplished? Where is that civil service 
they promised us then that should be based on these exalted ideas of 
capacity and honesty? Where is that system of laws which “ abolish 
the evils of patronage” and “ make honesty, efficiency, and fidelity 
the essential qualifications for office?” Where are these reforms that 
they thus promised? 

But, Mr. President, let me come on down to their present position 
on thissubject. In their platform adopted at Cincinnati in June last 
they say: 

We rejoice in the quickened conscience of the people concerning political affairs 
and will hold all public officers to a rigid responsibility, and engage that the prose 
cution and punishment of all who betray official trust shall be speedy, thoroug! 
and unsparing. 

That isa most remarkable declaration made less than twomonthsago 

in the city of Cincinnati. They rejoice in the quickened conscience 
of the people. Iam one of the doubting Thomases on that subject. 
I cannot believe that they rejoice in that quickened conscience. It 
seems to me that they are more like the Hibernian who was trembling 
in the prisoners’ dock, and when the judge said to him, “You need 
not be alarmed, Patrick; you shall have justice done to you,” replied, 
“Oh! faith, your honor, and that is just what I object to.” [Laugh 
ter.] When they talk about their joy at the quickened conscience of 
the people, in view of all their surroundings, it is not strange that 
plain, practical people should doubt their sincerity. 

But what do they propose to do? Hold all public officers to a 
| “rigid responsibility, and engage that the prosecution and punish 
ment of all who betray official trust shall be speedy, thorough, and 
unsparing.” Here are their promises, what have been their perform 
What has been their past record? What fruits have they 
brought forth from such an abundant bloom of promises? “ For by 
| their fruits ye shall know them.” Running along with this specious 
declaration of theirs, they denounced the corruption of the adminis- 
tration of Andrew Johnson, after they bad put it out of his power to 
| remove an officer by their tenure of oflicelaw. Then four years afte 
| they proposed a radical change in the civil-service system by legis- 
lation, by which the patronage of the Administration should be con 
trolled so that it should no longer be given out to men on account of 
partisan services; and at Cincinnati they expressed their great joy 
at the fact of the quickened conscience of the people on the subject of 
public affairs. Well, sir, in that time we have had the Credit Mo- 
bilier, and then came the Sanborn contracts, by which in certain 
cases one-half the revenue was given to the party who collected the 
money. Fifty per cent. of the collections! That was much better 
than the man who was engaged in picking up lime; he said it re 
quired no capital, and all that he got was clear gain, but still he 
had to find something before he realized any gains at all. But un 
der this Sanborn contract the thing was already at hand in the form of 
a tax levied. “O, but,” they say “ was not the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury who permitted these contracts to be made driven from his office 
by the action of the republican party ?” No; public opinion compelled 
him to resign the secretaryship, and then he was appointed to an 
office for life and confirmed by the republican Senate. That was ad 
ministering punishment speedily and with a vengeance. Not much 
of a vengeance! To be kicked out of an office that would expire with 
| the life of the Administration and be placed in one that would only 
expire with the life of the occupant is not very harsh punishment. 

Then came Leet and Stocking, young adventurers, into whose hands 
was intrusted the general-order business for the port of New York, 
and who in ashort time, less than twelve months, without any capital 
| whatever of their own, filched from the commerce of that one port 
over $100,000. Their punishment was speedy. When the merchants 
of New York, aroused at the injustice and smarting under this extor- 
tion, demanded an investigation, their punishment was to let them off 
with their ill-gotten gains. 

Then under this Administration and under these promises of re- 
form we find a firm in New Jersey, the Cattell Brothers, who it seems 
have made enormous sums of money as brokers for contracts in the 
Navy Department, brokerage on contracts that they obtained. There 
is no corruption about that that I know of, but it seems strange and 
singular that this firm, one of whom was formerly, as I am informed, 
a copartner of the present Secretary of the Navy, should be able to 
| sit down at the door of the Navy Department and there take toll day 
| by day and thronghout the year from all who come forward to get 
| contracts, until the toll was counted up by thousands and tens of 
thousands of dollars. 

Then the late Secretary of War made a good thing out of the post- 
traderships. One post, not perhaps a very important one either, for 
we understand that the sales at that post for a year did not amount 
to over $100,000 or $150,000, paid money that went almost directly 
into the pockets of the Secretary of War until he had received over 
$21,000 in the course of four or five years, receiving it quarterly. 
That was better than the tub-mill. A few such positions as that 
would make any man’s fortune; and yet the speedy justice that has 
been promised has so far not been meted out, as far as I can understand. 

But there is one thing, the whisky frauds, where punishment has 
been meted ont to some of the offenders. There was one Depart- 
ment of the Government that was under the control of a man who 
seems to have thought that an enforcement of the law was a neces- 
sary obligation resting upon him as a public officer, and he therefore 
called around him other men who had similar ideas on that subject 
| and they commenced the enforcement of the laws and did break up 


ances? 
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a number of rich and powerful rings that had been formed in vari- 
ous States to defraud the revenue and to contribute to the corrup- 
tion fund of the republican party for election purposes, but by no 
means reached the whole of them, by no means accomplished all that 
might have been accomplished in that way. It is true as this inves- 


tigation went on they drew nearer and nearer around the seat and | 


center of power until it entered the very portals of the White House. 
Ido not believe that General Grant has any taint of personal dis- 
honesty about him. I never have believed it. I believe so far as 
his honesty and personal integrity are concerned they are with- 
out reproach; but he had given his confidence to men in regard 
to whom it cannot be said that they stood like him, and as this in- 
vestigation went on it reached nearer and nearer to that confidence. 
It is true, General Grant said, and it was a worthy saying, as these 
investigations seemed to point with more directness to some in whom 
he had confided and trusted, “ Let no guilty man escape ;” yet when 
it came to a final attempt to enforce the law, such arrangements were 
made, such instrumentalities used, such action taken by the courts, 
that another saying came in, and that was, “let no guilt-edged man 
be punished.” Ido not think that any one believes for a moment 
that these investigations would have reached their end if they were 
still continued to be pressed. 

But a very singular thing took place. The people had become con- 
scious that something was going wrong. It was no idle declaration 
wher it was stated in the republican platform that the “ conscience” 
of the people concerning public affairs has become quickened. The 
people proposed to take the man who had inaugurated these prose- 
cutions and that reform—I mean the people represented in the re- 
publican party—and put him at the head of affairs and see if on be- 
ing placed there he would accomplish for the whole system of Gov- 
ernment what he was endeavoring to accomplish in one Department 
of it. But the people were not represented at Cincinnati, and he was 
not placed there, and then in @ very short time he was invited to “step 
down and out,” and those who aided him most in carrying on these 
investigations and bringing these whisky rings to justice were one 
by one invited to “step down and out” until a complete change was 
made. Now I will say of that Department, instead of that Sec- 
retary, another good man has been placed at the head of the Depart- 
ment, but whether he can accomplish the work which was thus 
eommenced as one who had already his hand upon the work and was 
engaged in going forward to its completion is a very different ques- 
tion. But what a commentary on the pledge of the republican party 
to see that speedy punishment should be meted out to the guilty. 
The guilty are permitted to escape, and the man who attempted to 
bring them to justice is driven from office in disgrace. 

It seems to me that when this canvass opens and we come to con- 
sider whether the democratic party shall be restored to power the 
people will not find it difficult to decide between that party which 
can point to its past record on which no taint of dishonesty rests and 
the republican party which has only made promises to break them. 
The verdict in regard to the republican party will be, “ Weighed in the 
balance, and found wanting.” 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
continuing this debate, but rather to lay before the Senate tables 
touching one or two questions that have been the subject of discus- 
sion recently in the Senate. First, I ask attention to a table, which 
I will send to the reporter to be printed when I have considered it, 
showing the public debt of the United States each year from 1836 to 
1871, when the change was made in the system of stating the ac- 
counts in the Treasury. This table is made up upon each of the plans 
which have been the subject of discussion. One of the tables shows 
the debt each year by the receipts and expenditures account, and 
the other table shows it by the issues and redemption account. The 
difference has been frequently stated to the Senate that the issues 
and redemption account is the account iv the Register’s Office of 
bonds and other securities which have passed through his Office, 
whether they have been actually issued to the public and the pro- 
ceeds received or not, and also the amount outstanding as appears 
from his books on a givenday whenever there is a settlement, whether 
or not some of those securities have been actually redeemed by the 
Treasurer and have not been entered on the books of the Register. 
The amount by receipts and expenditures represents the = debt 
by warrants covering into the Treasury the proceeds of bonds sold, 
and also by warrants authorizing the issue of payments made on ac- 
count of the public debt. It is apparent therefore that at any par- 
ticular time these two statements must differ if there are any trans- 
actions going on in the Treasury requiring time. This table gives 
the commencement of the public debt in 1836, and the increase of 
that debt each year as appears from the reports made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury upon both systems. The two accounts are to be 
found in the statement of the public debt for the years 1870 and 1871. 

The other statement of the public debt by issues and redemptions 
commences at the same time. It is given for each year, and the in- 
crease of the public debt by each of these statements for each year 
isshown. At the end of the period named, 1870, when the account 
was opened in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury by receipts 
and expenditures, it appears that the aggregate of increase upon the 
two systems of accounting agree, with the exeeption of $426,399.98. 
That difference was explained by the Treasury Department in the re- 
port which the Finance Committee made to the Senate a short time 
since, and is to be found on page 21 of that report; but in order that 
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the explanation of this difference might appear it has been appended 
to this statement. 


Now, it appears that these two statements for this period of time, 


| however they differ, as they do differ from the very nature of the ac- 


counting for particular years, show in the aggregate for this entire 
period of time the same increase of the public debt by each system; 
and therefore each is a test of the accuracy of the other. This dis- 
crepancy of $426,399.98, which occurred some time ago, is explained 
fully in detail in this account. I cannot but think that this state- 
ment presented to the Senate under the authority of the Treasury 
Department where it was made, and presented to the country, wil] 
be conclusive upon the point which has been raised here: 


Statement of the increase or decrease of the public debt in each year from 
1836 to 1871, inclusive, from the receipts and expenditures account. 


SS —___—__— —--- —_ 


Omnis Increase. Decrease. 


December 31, 1835 | , 513 05 
December 31, 1836 336, 9: 0, 444 
December 31, 1837 } ; 2, 971, 166 
December 31, 1838 | , 434, , 128, 097 


December 31, 1840 5. . , 677, 531 
December 31, 1841 : 
December 31, 1842 

SUD BR, OED cnccccsecccee 

June 30, 1844 

June 30, 1545 

June 30, 1846 

June 30, 1847 

June 30, 1848 

June 30, 1849 

June 30, 1850 

June 30, 1851 

June 30, 1852 

i 6h onc cckguedeanwel 

June 30, 1354 | 

June 30, 1855 - . . 

June 30, 1856 .... 

June 30, 1857 

June 30, 1858 

June 30, | 

June 30, | 

June 30, 

June 30, 1863 | §24,17 

June 30, 1863 , | 1,119,7 

June 30, 186 1, 815, 7 

June 30, Seer UT 
June 30, 1866 | 2, 773, 

June 30, ome 2, 678, 

ae eee UCU 
June W, 1869 . . . , 2, 588, 453, 213 § é ene ; , 
June 30, 1 2, 480, 672, 427 . . --| 107, 780, 7 


356, 222, 306 





~ *The item of “interest onold debt” is not included in the outstanding in the 
ceipts and expenditures" account until 1837. 
Old unfunded debt $27,437.96, old Treasury notes $5,755, and Missis- 

sippi stock $4,320.09 $37, 513 05 
Undlaimed interest and principal of old debt . 253, 576 00 


291, 089 05 


Statement of the increase or decrease of the public debt in each year from 
1836 to 1871, inclusive, from the issue and redemption account. 





Increase. 


2' 979, 436 91 
7,126, 077 07 


a eee 
July 1, 184 soos] 
July 1, ae orenen sekieand 
suly i 1850 476, 455 34 
TUly 2, IBS) o. wcvcccccccesse- r 1, 667, 843 11 
July 1, 1852 

July 1, 1853 .. 

July 1, 1854.. 

July 1, 1855 

July 1, 1856 

July 1, 1857 

July 

July 

July 1, 

July 1, 

July 1, 1862.... 

July 1, 1863.... 

Duly 1, 1086............0---- 
July 1, 1865 





5s 
2 
233 


a 
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1876. 


Statement of the increase or decrease of the public debt—Continued. 


Cate ng Increase. 


$2, 783, 425, 879 2 
2, 692, 199, 215 
2, 636, 320, 964 6 

*2, 597, 722, 983 ¢ 

*2, 480, 246, 027 


| 2, 841, 161, 603 
Decrease 360, 915, 575 


Outstanding 2, 480, 246, 027 


rt for 1869 


*In the Register’ sre 
co debt was 


the outsanding public 
published as 

Which is the amount of the public 
debt less cash and sinking fund 
in the Treasury,to which should 
be added the amount of cash 
and sinking fund 

Less accrued interest 


$2, 489, 002, 480 


$156,167,813 58 
47,447,310 79 
_ 108, 720, 502 


*In the same report for 1870 the 
outstanding public debt was 
atau as 
To which should be added the 
amount of cash and sinking 
fund 

Less accrued interest 


2, 386, 358, 599 


144, 494, 984 61 
50, 607, 556 52 


Outstanding as shown by the receipts and expenditure accoun 


Outstanding as shown by the issue and redemption account. . .. 


Difference 


93, 837, 428 09 


Decrease. 


$91, 226, 664 09 
55, 878, 250 45 
38, 597, 981 30 

117, 476, 955 54 


80 | 360,915,575 97 
97 ‘ 


8&3 


58 


7 
— $2, 597, 722, 983 


74 


2, 480, 246, 027 83 


t. 2, 420, 672, 427 81 
2' 480, 246, 027 83 


426, 399 98 


This difference or apparent increase of the debt as shown in the finance report 


for 1870 consists of the following items : 

Amount of the bonds purchased for the sinking and 
special funds prior to July 1, 1870, but not received 

and paid for prior to the passage of the act of July 14, 
1870, and conse unently not deducted from the out- 
standing publicdebt on July 1, 1870, on “receipts and 
expenditures "’ account 

(See note 14, finance report, 1871, page 7.) 

Amounts not included in the “ issues and redemptions ” 
account, but included in the “receipts and expendi- 
tures" account: 

Old debt, $57,665 ; interest, $64,164.81 
Mexican indemnity 
Bounty land-scrip 

(See note 10, finance report for 1871, 

\mount advanced to the Treasurer to pay interest on 
certificates of indebtedness, used to redeem principal, 
thus making a differencs between the two accounts of 21 

\monunt of Treasury notes of 1857, checked off on the 
loan-books in excess of redemptions 5, 

(See note 6, finance report for 1871, page 7. 

Amount of loan of 1848 redeemed and twice dedneted 

on loan-books 

(See note 9, finance report for 1871, page 7.) 
In the examination of the account of the Texan indem- 
nity loan, it was discovered that $30.62 had been cov- 
ered as principal which should have been covered as 
interest, also that $17,080 was covered as prine ipal 
which should have been covered as premium” 17, 

(See note 7, finance report for 1871, page 7.) 
In the re ending September 30, 1868, $150.22 was 
covered to the credit of principal of the loan of 1863, 
which should have been covered as premium’ 

(See note 3, finance report for 1871, page 7.) 

Miscellaneous covering-warrant No. 459, of December 
20, 1865, covered as receipts from principal of 5.20 
loan of 1865, $995,247, which should have been cov- 
ered as premium 995, 


Making a total discrepancy of 


From which deduct the following items: 
Purloined Treasury notes redeemed under the first sec- 

tion of the act of August 10, 1846, charged on “ re- 

ceipts and aa ” account to this loan, bein 

equivalent to a duplicate issue, should be exclude 

altogether 23 
Lost note of 1860 redeemed on bond of indemnity, and 

penin redeemed when the note was nes vy the 

older 


$3, 689, 


e 7.) 


100 00 


, 435 52 


100 00 


800 00 


, 110 62 


, 247 00 
$4, 855, 843 08 


, 289 86 


500 00 


| Bonds, Texas indemnity 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Amount of certain 7.30 notes of 1861 returned by the 
urer as not issued, and canceled, as shown by 
the Register’s books 


from the Treasury after the Ti Treasure r had t received 
credit for their redemption, and again put in cireula- 
tion. These amounts were recovered, but, instead of 
being deposited as debits to the loans, were covered as 
miscellaneous receipts : 
Old demand notes. 
Legal-tenders s 
(The actual amount recovered on account of legal- 
tenders was $6,000, $3.94 in excess of the amount nec- 
essary to make the account good.) 

An examination of the loans of one and two year notes 
of 1863 shows that the amount outstanding is $140 
less than shown by the “issues and redemptions , 

140 

Pm of compound- inte re est note 8 lost at sea in the 
steamship Republic, paid to Ober, Nanson & Co. pe 
act of February 22, 1967 ; 

(See note 11, finance report of 1871, pag ge 7.) 

Discount on fifty-million loan of July and August, 1861, 
only the net amount of receipts from this loan being 
covered into the Treasury. The actual discount at 
which this note was negotiated was $5,338,768.09, but 
the receipts were increased by $1,134,168.71 accrned 
interest 

Discount on loan of 1842 -. 

Amount of bonds of the loan of June, 186 64, issued to the 
Plainfield Bank of New Jersey, in lieu of sameamount 
stolen before delivery to the bank . 


59, 500 


4, 204, 599 
42, 417 


30, 000 


00 


00 


38 
80 


00 


onan MG AN Oe Oe 


Difference explained 


I will also present to the Senate in this connection 
design that the two may be printed in the REcorD t 


426, 399 98 


and with the 
he debt state- 


ment as prepared by Secretary McCulloch on the Ist day of March, 


1869, and also the debt statement that was subsequent 


ly prepared in 


amore detailed form, showing the changes that were made in the 


debt statement under my administration, of which c 


omplaint has 


been made, and showing also that when the difference is taken into 


account in regard to the Pacific 
earned interest to the debt they 


railroad bonds and 


charging the 


are precisely the same: 


Statement of the public debt of the United States on the 1st of March, 1869. 


Debt bearing coin interest. 
$221, 589, 300 00 
-. 283, 677,400 00 
coos by 602, 587, 350 00 


Five per cent. bonds...... 
Six per cent. bonds, 1881 
Six per cent. 5.20 bonds... 


Debt bearing currency interest. 


140, 000 00 
14, 000, 000 00 


Certificates at 3 per cent ; 
Navy pension fund, at 3 per ce ent - 


Matured debt not presented for payment. 
Three-year 7.30 notes, due August 15, 1867, and 
June and July, 1868 
Compound-interest notes, mat ured June 10, July 
15, August 15, October 15, December 15, 1867, 
May 15, August 1, _— mber 1 and 15, and Oc 
tober 1 and 16, 1868 ' 


1, 816, 350 00 


3, 422, 460 00 
coce eee 256, 000 00 
Treasury notes, acts July 17, 1861, and on 
thereto. ... 
Bonds, A pril 15, 1842, 
31, 1848 . 
Treasury notes, March 3, 1863 
Temporary loan 
Certificates of inde bte dnes 488 


148, 411 64 
January 28, 1847, and March 
202, 800 
375, 432 
189, 010 
12, 000 


Debt bearing no interest. 
United States notes canal ; 356, -_ 073 00 
Fractional currency — 36, 781, 547 50 
Gold certificates of deposit. ccoececce 28,7 775, 500 00 


Six per cent. (lawful money) bonds, issued to Pacific Railroad 
Companies name 


Total debt 
Amount in Treasury, coin. 
Amount in Treasury, currency 


98, 741, 260 72 
16, 853, 529 04 


Amount of debt, less cash in Treasury 


$2, 107, 854, 050 00 


71, 140, 000 00 


6, 422, 463 64 


421, 578, 180 50 


2, 606, 994, 694 14 


53, 937, 000 00 


2, 660, 931, 694 14 


115, 594, 789 76 


2, 545, 336, 904 38 


The foregoing is a correct statement of the public de bt, as appears from the books 


and Treasurer's returns in the Department on Ist of March, 1869. 


HUGH McCULLOCH, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Statement of the public debt of the United States on the 1st day of March, 1869. 
DEBT BEARING INTEREST IN LAWFUL MONEY. 


Rate of interest. 


| 
Authorizing acts. mi Character of issue. 


March 2, 1867, and 
July 2, 1968 Certificates 


Navy Pension 
| 3 per cent 


Aggregate of debt bearing interest in lawful money 


$57, 140, 000 00 


Amount out- 


| 
standing. | 


14, 000, 000 00 | Interest only applicable to payment of pensions. . 
| 

71, 140, 000 00 | 

| 


On demand, (interest estimated for 7 menths).. - . 


Accrued in- 
terest. = 
} 


When redeemable or payable. 


714, 250 00 | 


70,000 00 | Januz 


When payable. 


Annually or on redemp- 
tion o 


certificate. 


ary and July. 
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Statement of the public debt of 


Character of issue.| Rate of interest 


Bonds 5 yp 


In61 Bonds, 1881 6 per 41 
Ieol Bonds Oregon — 6 pe “4 
war,) 1581 
Jand Auguat Bonds, 1881 I 


1 
Bonds 5 per 7, 02 
I 


“OH Bonds Ws) I 


Bonds, 1881 
Bonds, (10-40's 


Bonds, (5-20's 


une 30, 1864 Bond 


March 3, 18% 


Amount ont 
Standing 


000, 000 00 | Payable after 15 years from January 1, 1859 


the United States on the 1st day of March, 1869—Continued. 
DEBT BEARING COIN INTEREST 


When redeemable or payable 
terest 


$166, 666 


2 000 00 | Payable after 10 years from January 1, 1561 58, 516 
5,000 00 | Pavable after December 31, 1880 184, 150 


5,000 00 | Redeemable 20 years from July 1, 1861 9, 450 
400 00 | Payable at pleasure of Government after 20 years) 1, 893, 174 
from June 30, 1861. 

600 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from May) 10, 295, 432 

We 


000 00 | Payable after June 30, 1581 ‘ 750, 


57, 300 00 | Redeemable after 10 and payable 40 years from! 4, 864 


March 1, 1864 
2,500 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from No 77 

vember 1, 1864 

300 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from No 
vember 1, 1264 

250 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from No 
vember 1, 1565. 

950 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from July 

| _ 1, 1865. 


379, 506, 40 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from July 


1, 1867 


42, 539, 350 00 | Redeemable after 5 and payable 20 years from July 25, 393 


2, 107, 854, 050 00 


DEBT ON W 


April 15 2 Bonds oecece r cent 
Janu y2 Bonds ) r cent 
March 31 i Bonds er cent 
September Bonds 
demni ces| @ r cent 
Prior lreasury notes 1 mill to 6 per ct 
Decer l'reasury notes g } per cent 
Decemly lreasury note 6 to 12 per cent 
M I notes 6 per cent 
July 17 rres notes 

(3 years) 
March 5 Treasury notes 

(land 2 years). 5 per cent 

Certiticates of in 

debtedne 

March 3, 1863, and | Compound-inter 
Jun 10, 1864 est notes 6 per cent eee 
June WO, 1864 lemporary lean 4,5, and 6 per ct 
June 30, 1°64, and Treasury notes 
March 3, 1865 (3 years) 


7 3-10 per cent 


6 per cent 


7 3-10 per cent 


1, 1862 


HICH INTEREST HAS CEASED SINCE MATURITY 


000 00 | Matured December 31, 1862 as oe ia ete $360 
850 00 | Matured December 31, 1867 3, 531 


Avaust 10, 


Accrued in 


When payable 


67 | January and July 
67 | January and July 
00 | January and July 
00 | January and July 
00 | January and July 
00 | May and Novembe 


00 | January and Jal) 
50 | March and September 


00 | May and Novem: 

00 | May and November 
May and Novembe 
January and July 
January and July 


” | January and July 


7,439 84 


950 00 | Matured July 1, 1868, (9 months’ interest 4, 828 25 


000 00 | Matured December 31, 1864 : 12, 800 
511 64 | Matared at various dates 3, 125 
400 00 | Matured March 1, 1259 120 
500 00 | Matared January, February, and March, 1862 | 30 
450 00 Matured April and May, 1863 . 


207 


7,550 00 | Matured August 19 and October 1, 186: 2, #16 * 


, 432 00 | Matured from January 7 to April 1, 1866........ 771 


} 

, 000 00 | Matured at various dates in 1866 720 
' 
| 


460 00 | Matured June 10, 1867, and October 16, 1868... - 663 
»,010 00 | Matured October 15, 1866 . 7,7 


957 § 


or 
4, (99 Oe 


Aggregate of debt on which interest has ceased | 
since maturity 


July 17, 1861 


© tna {| Demand notes | No interest 
February 12, 1862. | 


February 25, 1262 ? | 
July 11, 1862 >1U. S. legal-tender 
March 3, 1863 5 notes No interest. ... 


July 17, 1862 Postal currency | No interest 
| 

March 3, 1863 ? | Fractional curren- | 

June 30, 1864 S| cy No interest 

Certificates for 

| gold deposited No interest 


March 3, 1863 


Aggregate of debt bearing no interest 


6, 422, 463 64 


DEBT BEARING NO INTEREST. 


$126, 213 75 


| 
1, 816, 350 00 | Matured August 15, 1867, and July 15, 1868 132, 593 5: 


Bonds issued to the Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches, interest payable in lawful money. 


| 


Authorizing acts Character of issue 


July 1, 1862, and July 2, ....---| Bonds, (Union Pacific Co) .| 

July 1, 1862, and July .......| Bonds, (Union Pacific, | 
Eastern Division.) 

Bonds, (Sioux City and | 
Pacific.) 

Bonds, (Central Pacific) 


July 1, 1862, and July ‘ 


July 1, 1862, and July § 

July 1, 1862, and July ‘ ...--.| Bonds, (Central Branch | 
Union Pacific, assignees 
of Atchison and Pike's 
Peak.) 


July 1, 1962, and July | Bonds, (Western Pacific) | 


Total issued 


[Interest at the rate of 6 per cent.; bonds payable in thirty years from date.) 


| 


id by 
tes. 


ta 


Amount out- 


standing. Interest payable. 


Interest accrued 
and not yet paid. 
United Rt 


25, 998, 000 00 | Jan. land July 1....} $259, 980 00 , 313, 765 52 
6, 303,000 00 | Jan. land July1.... 63, 030 00 , 723 


1, 112,000 00 | Jan. land July 1.... 11, 120 00 2, 963 


2, 362,000 00 | Jan. 16 and July 16./ 17, 715 00 7, 956 
; 16, 242,000 00 | Jan. land Julyl....| 162,242 00 584, 829 


1,600,000 00 | Jan.land July1....| 16,000 00 | 7, 808 26 
| 


| 
320,000 00 | Jan. 1 and July 1. 


53, 937, 000 00 


3, 200 00 | 37, 006 03 | 
534, 287 00 3, 310, 053 25 


transportation of 
est due United 


Interest repaid by 
States. 


Balance of inter- 


40, 206 03 


2, 664, 470 99 


1, 178, 869 26 
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Recapitulation of the public debt of the United States on the 1st day of March, 1869. 


- Amonnt out Total amount out- Ir a 
standing standing nterest. | Total 


Debt bearing interest in coin, namely : 





Bonds at 5 per cent., issued before March 3, 1864 .............- — ; ; $27, 022, 000 00 
Bonds at 5 per cent., (ten-forties,) issued under act of March 3, 1864... sin 194, 567, 300 00 
aw Oe ere babwrietwewsnenes ..--| 283,677, 400 00 
Five-twenty bonds at 6 per cent ...... Siewawneesodhenerenasas peceswe : 1, 602, 587 
















$2, 107, 854, 050 00 ($32, 427, 439 84 | 
Debt bearing interest in lawful money, namely: 


Ce ee SI EE ovcen ccnn ne cedsenceuses cosessdccenccs - Sa | 57, 140, 000 00 ; 





Navy pension fund, 3 per cent. interest. ......... 2.2.0. cccccccccece cceeccceceee tient 14, 000, 000 00 
—_—__ —_— _ 71, 140, 000 00 724, 250 00 
Debt bearing no interest, namely : | 
I By IE SIONS nee wondee sccscccsecccccencacecoucces ‘ 356, 021, 073 00 | 
Postal and fractional currency. . 36,7 | 
: Certificates of gold deposited. .........2...000..00.ccccs cocccncocess 28 















Peete — 421, 578, 180 50 
y Debt on which interest has ceased since maturity. .................22202ceceee cee eeeeeeeeeeee 6, 422, 463 64 851, 665 79 
a Total debt—Principal outstanding. ......... .............-...20.-- aia coma’ ed 2, 606, 994, 694 14 
E EE wteciadacnceedduacequateqisaveseuinesae sousebysenvestriiess ; viniies 34, 063 SanaseaEeEnietee 
| $2, 641, 058, 049 77 
z Total debt—Principal and interest. ........... Rie daa snark wep a Melaeeeseonaibesters eae ere 









Amount in Treasury—Coin belonging to Government. .-. 


$69, 965, 700 72 
92 





A Coin, for which certificates of deposit are outstanding ..............-. seccse 2 5, 560 00 

: Currency .......... aqncaweee aeecouss . , 529 04 

3 —__. _ 115, 591, 789 76 
Amount of public debt, less cash in Treasury i peacewdudeeus : 2, 525, 463, 260 01 






The foregoing is a correct statement of the public debt, as appears from the books and Treasurer's returns in the Department, on the Ist of July, 1869 
GEORGE 8S. BOUTWELL, Secretary of the Treasury 






I will also take this occasion to call attention to another matter 
which has been the subject of discussion here and which was referred 
to particularly last evening by the honorable Senator from Pennsy]- | 
vania, [Mr. WALLACE.] The honorable Senator from Indiana [ Mr. | 


Che Secretary read as follows: 
[TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 10, 1876. 


Sik: Your letter of above date requesting me to furnish you a statement of the 
receipts and disbursements of the Government from its organization down to June 
























; McDONALD] this morning called the attention of the Senate to the | 30, 1875, exhibiting the amount of defalcations and the ratio of losses per $1,000 to 
; sielenadacen aa ee healt 5 lin. ed the aggregate receipts and disbursements, arranged as nearly as practicable accord 
. circumstance that in 1868, when the national republican party met in ing to administrations, and also in periods prior and subsequent to June 30, 1861, 


’ convention, a resolution was passed declaring that there were corrup- 
; tions in the Government which had been nursed by Andrew Johuson, 
3 and that we promised, if power were confided to us again, that we 
| would make some reform. He also said that we proposed this year 
| 


has been received 

In reply I have the honor to transmit herewith the statement called for. 

Very respectfully 
LOT M. MORRILL, Secretary. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The statement contains the rece ipts of the Gov- 
ernment each year from its organization arranged by administrations. 
It shows also the losses per $1,000 on the receipts and the losses per 
$1,000 on the disbursements for each administration from the organ- 
ization of the Government to the present time. 


to do the same thing. I have in my hands a communication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury in reply to a letter which I addressed 
tohim. I will ask the Clerk to read the letter, because I wish to es- 
tablish the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury is responsible for 
the paper which I propose to lay before the Senate. 








TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINTON, D. C., August 10, 1876. 
Statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Government from its organization to June 30, 1875; exhibiting also the amount of defalcations 
and the ratio of such losses per $1,000 to the aggregate received and disbursed, arranged as nearly as practicable in periods of Administrations, and 
also in the periods prior and subsequent to June 30, 1861; prepared under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


RECEIPTS, LOSSES, AND RATIO OF LOSSES PER $1,000 TO AGGREGATE OF RECEIPTS. 


Customs All other sources.* 






Administration. 


—— Receipts | Losses 


Loss on 


#1,000 


Receipts. Losses 


Period of service. 






























I Coa hc snc wacnek oneness sesdacenbacesecess $36, 605, 014 63 $5 $19, 843, 706 69 $6,023 61 $0 30 
Adams, John Pe eemin Suan sanisxers 4 33, 548, 222 90 12 12, 537, 195 50 
Ee a er ae eacieun bseneneatnees 8 101, 086, 982 70 2 68 7, 151,994 84 1 0 75 2 18 
NS oc as cect eehecectehawk ocnebe claaen chan 8 119, 951, 870 49 1 80 iti, 294, 644 29 77, 933 00 3 
Monroe, James ~ 140, 125, 287 60 1 62 ie, 524, 676 84 37 10 44 
Adams, John Q 4 88, 941, 104 61 49 x76, 950 17 ” 12 4s 
Jackson, Andrew............ 8 830, O77 97 ow Hl, 352, 697 19 17 |e a 
— Buren, Martin............ 4 444 08 9 02, 665, 104 83 10) us 
larrison, William Henry. ; > 7 8 i 
Tyler, Jobn ...... * ; 4 436 31 22 780, 568 56 4 a 
Polk. James K 4 342 31 Of 11, 293, 166 14 ~ il 
Taylor, Zachary... ‘ 7 ; ( ~ ) 
Fillmore, Millard .. } 4 194, 257, 446 -o 6, Se, ee , ; 
Pierce, Franklin 4 245, 148, 753 03 131, 277 05 53 37, 031, 076 53 73 2 20 
Buchanan, James .............--.- 4 184, 125, 0R2 85 38, 776 03 21 128, 234,596 71 80 1 2 
Lincoln, Abraham. ......... 4 305, 360, 453 61 31, 261 99 10 4, 365, 099, G24 00 61 10 
I, ee en ne 4 699. 977. 482 65 254, 498 55 aa) 3, 342, 33%, 949 #1 2 3 x 6a 
Oe Bou un natbawewanereae 6 5 . 148 00 24,342 43 02 2, 871, 328, 335 84 i 17 43 
7 992,156 & 3, 623, 395 73 97 11, 267, 313,514 37 5, 458, 722 61 4 

















1, 575, 114, 065 96 3, 313, 292 76 210 688, 546,544 72 1, 420, 727 48 2 06 
2, 130, 878, 090 26 310, 192 9% 14 10, 578, 766, 969 65 4, 037, 995 13 33 









*Includes internal revenue, direct tax, public lands, miscellaneous, dividends, interest, premiums, and receipts from loans and treasury notes 


iPtetee od 
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Statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Government from its organization to June 30, 1875—Continued. 


RECEIPTS, LOSSES, AND RATIO OF LOSSES PER $1,000 TO AGGREGATE OF RECEIPTS—Continued 


Total. Post-oftice.t 
Administration | a 
| 
Loss on 


$1,000 Disbursements 


Receipts Losses. 


Washington, George > . iw ome _ $56, 448, 721 32 $210, 551 7 $684, 960 | 73 
Adama, John . . 46, 085, 418 40 42, 249 836, 267 2,211 43 
Jefferson, ‘Thomas . 108, 238, 977 54 287, 260 2 65 3, 147, 447 12, 373 13 
Madison, James ssl dhabaie 266, 246,514 78 294, 975 2 5, 412, 429 41, 238 14 
Monroe, James 178, 649, 964 44 629, 946 d 240, 531 ( 107, 304 77 | 
Adams, John Q 97, 818, 054 78 332, 953 406, 022 | 38, 591 35 
Jackson, Andrew » . 255, 182, 775 16 , 412, 384 5k 21, 352, 923 2, 487 51 
Van Buren, Martin . eesees 129, 948, 548 91 392, 328 34 3 , 284, 961 7 51, 809 86 
~~ oo _ illiam Henry 116, 736, 004 87 429, 981 39 3 6 , 666, 750 20 | 2, 679 46 
y Ler onn eee eee 

Polk, James K Seenninuee 4 7 201, 857, : 45 18, 109 Ox , 861, 478 2,571 24 
Seger, Lacsary ; , 211, 908, 612 91 276, 270 58 26, 582, 570 52, 946 20 
Fillmore, Millard . } , 
Pierce, Franklin paie he io 282, 179, 829 56 213, 001 78 : 439, 110 280, 128 05 
Buchanan, James ... on awh 312, 359, 679 56 194, 003 &3 56, 957, 922 74 172, 278 46 
Lincoln, Abraham amie we , 670, 460, 137 61 508, 493 60 779, 085 | 93, 467 63 
Jobnaon, Andrew . . , 042, 316, 438 46 2, 562,721 90 63 016, 236 167, 236 74 
Grant, Ulysses 8S ~ , 3, 996, 868, 483 #4 1, 276, 882 60 31 R69 ‘ 152, 768 23 


, 973, 305, 670 59 9, 082,118 34 524, 538, 5 2) 1,222,012 93 
Prior to June 30, 1861 2 263, 660,610 68 4, 734, 020 24 873, 37: 808, 540, 33 
From July 1}, 1861, to June 30, 1875 2, 709, 745, 059 91 4, 348, 098 10 : 7 | 413, 472 60 


t Collects and disburses its own revenues. 


DISBURSEMENTS, LOSSES, AND KATIO OF LOSS PER $1,000 TO AGGREGATE DISBURSEMENTS 


War, Navy, Pensions, and Indians, Miscellaneous. 
Administration 


; 


Loss on 


| $1,000 


: Loss on | : . 
) sements. | ini ns 
Disbursements | Losses. $1,000. | Disbursements. | Losses 
' 


Period of service 


~ 
+ 


Washington, George > : $12, 401, 544 51 3, 722 30 $43, 

Adama, John . > 4 18, 8953, : , 419 29 24, ¢ 

Jefferson, Thomas ; ° 27, 041, 49% ‘ 735 71 80, 

Madison, James .. see 135, 228, : . 167 j 14 119 27° 
Monroe, James 7 ‘ . , 506! 23 63 113, 650, q 25, 029 
Adama, John Q ‘ | 222, 423 5 61 57, 68 ‘ 406 
Jackson, Andrew 29, #5 % 923, 217 10 93, 085 | O19 56 | 
Van Buren, Martin & 4 : 297 : 85 51, 783, { 4 5, 356 
es © illiam Henry — , 56. 68 36 24,790 15 20 52. 55 

Polk, James K ...... : : 133, 247, { 5 945, 907 % 09 71 

Taylor, Zachary ..... ee . a ss . » ™ 

Fillmore, Millard J nae ‘ 5 90, 100, ORS OF 585, 406 ‘ 6 04 97, 

Pierce, Franklin. .... — san 129, 975, 229 73 768 5: 6 25 155, 

Buchavan, James — 159, 856, 92 | , 458, 093 56 912 168, 

Lincoln, Abraham . ‘ i 3, 064, 5 86 5, 487, 741 1 79 | 1, 603, 

Johnson, Andrew.......... . os . ” 811, 869, 437 99 | 809, 484 3: 99 | 3, 079, 

Grant, Ulysses 5S... : eta eae 617, 100, 119 23 658, 339 106) 3,390,7 





, 992, 794, 936 06 | 16, 116,020 39 288 | 9,205, 


Prior to June 30, 1861 - _ . , 099, 598, 872 98 9, 160, 455 59 8 33 1, 131, < f 9, 7 
From July 1, 1861, to June? : pee . sae , 493, 196, 063 08 6, 955, 564 80 1 M4 8, 073, , 06 45 : 640 5 
| | 


= — 


Total. Recapitulation. t 


Disbursements. Losses. —— | Amount involved. | Total losses 


| Loss on 
| $1,000 


Washington, George . a $55, 426, 822 38, 78 | 69 $112, 560, 503 60 250, 970 31 | 
Adama, John _ yen en owudbuteubeeneds eoeasieiensessen 43, 811, 926 g 35 90, 733, 611 84 | 235, 411 87 | 
Jefferson, Thomas ‘ : pwesee 107, 686, 311 | 30% 5s 2 8 219, 072, 736 30 603, 467 79 
Madison, James : ne 255,105,106 08 | 1, 855 3 | 27 526, 764, 049 86 , 191, 660 16 
Monroe, James - . oe SOS -nebeces 188, 437, 779 q 3 22 | 76, 328, 274 9: , 229, 787 20 
Adams, JohnQ .. ili * paisa 97, 264, 000 4: 513, 5 28 201, 482, 077 20 | 885, 274 05 
Jackson,*Andrew suaninicmeedas ain . 223, 346, 049 | 2, 306, 236 31 500. 47 1 3, 761, 111 87 | 
Van Buren, Martin woes Se peewee 137, 094, 438 ¢ 2, 899, 15 285, 327, 949 3, 343, 792 04 | 
nee, oi illiam ey ae 7 ees on 109, 187, 401 , 133, 248 37 244, 590, 156 , 965, 903 25 | 
Polk, James K cient wl apeentets . , 194, 700 57 , 71s 83 8 34 | 423, 913, 687 4° 732, 851 04 | 
raylor, Zachary } 


aaa nes : aa 94,370,493 14| 1, 485, 192 6 64 | 432, 861, 676 79 , 814, 409 46 


Pierce, Franklin . ‘ . 85, 638, 875 , 674, 852 5 86 608, 257, 815 91 | , 167, 982 47 
Buchanan, James a | 328, 183, 268 36 , 292. 52 | 5 98 697, , 870 69 . 659, 107 BL 
Lincoln, Abraham. .. . nebeen , 667, 457, 921 5, 599. 1 41 | 9, 386, 697, 144 28 | , 200, 984 14 
Johnson, Andrew <a 3, 891, 576, 259 , 889 48 | 8,014,908, 984 47 , 619, 599 81 
Grant, Ulysses S.......... ; , 007, 858, 389 , 416, 35.| 8, 174,596,676 77 , 846, 192 12 
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14, 797, 839, 742 74 28, 804, 1 94 30, 295, 683,963 15 | 39, 108,605 39 | 


Prior to June 30, 1861........... 2, 230, 947,173 21| 18,899,268 75| 847 | 4, 719,481,157 63| 24,441,829 32| 
From July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875 andl whan peoeanvees 12, 566, 892, 569 53 9, 905, 205 3 78 25, 576, 202, 805 52 14, 666, 776 07 


* Includes disbursements on account ot public debt, interest, premiums, and all civil expenses, exclusive of Post-Office. 
t Including Post-Office and all! ether amounts collected or disbursed, and the losses thereon. 











NOTES TO FOREGOING TABLES. 





1. In cases where the accounts of defaulting officers embraced more than one pe- 
riod the losses, unless known to have occurred in other periods, have been charged 
to the periods in which the accounts were opened in this Department. In cases 
of defaulting banks, however, for want of other information, the losses have been 
charged to the periods in which they are reported on the books, though, doubtless, 
in several instances they actually occurred in previous periods. 

2. No deductions have been made for amounts which may be collected hereafter, 
though a large percentage of the recent losses will doubtless be yet recovered. 

3. In preparing this statement the receipts and disbursemeuts since June 30, 1843, 
have been classified by fiscal years, as in the published official reports ; the losses 
have in all cases been classified by calendar years, it not being practicable to > 
arate the losses occurring in the fractional years of each period ; but the periods 
compared being of the same length, the result is substantially correct. 












I call attention to the difference between Johnson’s and Grant’s 
administrations to show that the promise which we made to the coun- 
try in 1868 that things would be better in this respect if we were 
cettinued in power has been performed. Of all the immense dis- 
bursements of the administration of General Grant’s Administration 
only thirty-four cents on the thousand dollars have been lost to the 
country. 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask whether these receipts and disbursements 
of General Grant’s term include the manipulations of the public debt ? 
Do they include all the handling of money in the Treasury ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The statement includes all the operations of the 
Treasury ; receipts and expenditures from revenue, public debt, and 
everything of the kind. 

Mr. WALLACE. Does it include all the exchanges of bonds in ma- 



















5 nipulating the public debt? 
3 Mr. BOUTWELL. Yes, sir; and I may say that in the matter of the 
y exchange of bonds there has never been one dollar lost during Gen- 
FE eral Grant’s Administration. 





Mr. WALLACE. That is precisely what I want to get at; that 
; these things in which there is no risk are taken into this total. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. There is risk. Money comes in. We took at 
one time $20,000,000 of coin and had it accumulated at one moment. 
Will you say there is no risk in the receipt and disbursement of such 
vast sums of money, relying entirely on integrity, because a bond 
is like “ the baseless fabric of a vision” in a case of such magnitude 
as that? 

The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania last evening instituted 
a comparison between the return of the Treasury Department since 
1836 with the statement made by Mr. Woodbury when he was Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in 1839, and asked the Senate to believe that 
the statement made by Mr. Woodbury when he was Secretary of the 
Treasury, upon a call by the House of Representatives, was more 
trustworthy than the statement which we now have from the Treasury 
in regard to the losses during Mr. Van Buren’s administration. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts simply 
whether the statement now produced concurs with the statement 
furnished under the resolution of February 19—whether it does not 
differ in its totals and its results ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I presume not; I do not know about that. It 
is a statement which the Secretary of the Treasury sends to us. I 
have only to call attention to the letter which Mr. Woodbury sent to 
the House of Representatives with the statement to which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania called the attention of the Senate last even- 
ing to show that while there was entire integrity on the part of Mr. 
Woodbury, because he disclosed the ground on which he proceeded, 
nevertheless that the statement is of no value to us in our efforts to 
ascertain the truth in regard to the losses during Mr. Van Buren’s 
administration. In the first place he excludes the losses by “ the pet 
banks ;” he excludes losses in the Post-Oftice Department. Mr. Wood- 
bury in his letter, which is dated December 9, 1839, (which is House 
of Representatives Executive Document No. 10 of the Twenty-sixth 
Congress, first session,) says: 
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So far, also, as any payments have been made from time to time, and proved or 
FS credited, since or before 1837, the original balance has béen reduced to the amount 
% rendered proper from that cause. In obtaining correct results as to all the real 
losses, a further deduction has been made by the accounting officers of such 
amounts aanppene to be well secured by sureties, extents on lands, &c., though not 
actually paid. After-that, a general deduction of about 20 et cent., on an aver- 
age, has likewise been made from the aggregate in all cases of the old collectors of 
taxes and internal revenue, and of all disbursing officers connected with the Army 
and Navy, on account of the more probable loss of vouchers, and on account of in- 
formalities, equitable set-offs and allowances, which could not be granted without 
special legislation, and on account of insolvencies, accidents, deaths, removals to 
distant States, and of other causes which may probably have prevented the inter- 
position of just defenses and claims. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. A very elastic way of getting at a fact. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. In submitting that report to the Housé of Rep- 
resentatives at that time he made statements as to the mode in which 
the result was reached that deprives it now of all value whatsoever, 
especially in presence of the fact that we have from the records of 
the Treasur artment a statement showing exactly how much 
was realiz The probability is that,there was a failure to recover 
the claims which he estimated were of some value, supported as they 
were by personal sureties and what he calls extents on lands, the 
exact nature of which I do not know, but I suppose some sort of exe- 
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cution or process by which something was to be recovered, and after 
the failure of those, as in most instances there probably was a failure 
to recover, we have the exact result. Probably if he had lived to this 
time he would have realized a disappointment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is the Senator through ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GORDON. I suggest that the Senate take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock. 

Mr. DENNIS. Task the Senator to give way for a motion to go into 
executive session. 

Mr. DAVIS. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
has the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have very little to say; I shall not exceed five min- 
utes, probably, and as the Senator from Massachusetts finished his 
remarks upon the statement from the Treasury Department made in 
answer to a resolution offered by me in regard to defaulters, 1 want 
to notice that for a moment, and then refer to the public-debt state- 
ments. 

We find in the statement as made, and as I think unfairly made, 
the total disbursements from January, 1834, to June 30, 1861, twenty- 
six years, to be $1,369,977,502. We find from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 
1875, fourteen years, they were $12,566,892,569 ; showing that bonds, 
and probably the Treasury notes, the greenbacks, and other notes 
handled in the Department must have been brought into this caleu- 
lation for the purpose of making the percentage of loss the least. 
We find that in twenty-six years $1,396,000,000 only were handled, 
while from 1861 up to 1875, a period of fourteen years, there were 
$12,500,000,000 handled, and the comparison is drawn and the per- 
centage made on the enormous sum I have just mentioned; showing 
that in one case there were only brought into the account the actual 
moneys collected and paid out through disbursing agents, and in the 
other case there must have been brought in the bonds and other secu- 
rities that passed through the Department. 

But thatisnotall. According to this statement that the total losses 
from 1861 to 1875 were nearly $10,000,000, while for the twenty-six years 
previous they were about $12,000,000, showing that even for the fif- 
teen years the loss is three-fourths as great as the loss of twenty-six 
years previously. 

This statement is made up for a purpose, and that purpose is to 
show one period as large as it can be got and the other 4s little as it 
can be. That is the long and short of it. 

Now as to the public debt. I should like to have the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I should be glad to ask him who 
made the table just presented by him? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It comes here under the authority of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. If the Senator wishes to know what clerk pre- 
yared it—— 

Mr. DAVIS. O,no; my question was to ascertain whether it was 
made by request from the Senator from Massachusetts to the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 0, yes, I will say that I understood it was made 
or nearly made before I made the request. It was commenced and 
perhaps nearly completed before I made the request. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam not calling in question why it was made, 
object of the question is to know whether it comes officially. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The letter of the Secretary was read in the pres- 
ence of the Senate, sending it tome. It is net official to the Senate 
perhaps, but it is an official table. 

Mr. DAVIS. The table has been ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
ORD, and of course we shall all see it. I cannot analyze it without 
seeing it; but I take it for granted that it is made in the line of the 
report of the Finance Committee as to the explanation of the increase 
of the public debt. Any Senator who will examine will find the theory 
they worked on in that particular cannot sustain itself. Take the 
year previous to the remodeling of the debt in the Treasury Depart- 
ment and you find about $90,000,000 of an increase from the year it 
was reported. In other words, in 1869 the Secretary of the Treasury 
reported the debt in round numbers at $2,400,000,000, and the next 
year that amount was changed and made about $90,000,000 more. 
This system of subtraction from one year and adding to another can- 
not explain any one year with itself. It may explain‘a series of years 
on a certain theory, but cannot explaina single year; and if a single 
year cannot be explained on its own basis ; 

Mr. EATON. I desire to say to the Senator from Ohio, as I see him 
now present, that I hope he will not leave the floor. I have a word 
to say to him. 

Mr. DAVIS. It cannot explain itself. For instance, in the year 
1862 you find that the public debt was stated in round numbers at 
$514,000,000. It stood at $514,600,000 from that time up to 1870, and 
in 1870 when the debt statement was remodeled and restated and 
thenit was made $524,000,000, making adifference of about $10,000,000. 
Now the theory started to subtract one year from another will not 
explain that, cannot explain it. 

But there is another important item in all this explanation con- 
cerning the debt and expenditures and receipts. All the explana- 
tions that have been made have gone to the public debt. It is well 
known to all the Senators that in the remarks I submitted to the Sen- 
ate I referred to expenditures and receipts that had stood upon the 
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annual reports to Congress,some of them as much as thirty years, 
and at the expiration of that time, or in 1870, they were restated, and 
in some cases made larger and in some cases made smaller; but in 
the aggregate there was a considerable increase as to expenditures. 
As to the receipts they were made smaller in some cases, larger in 
others; but when you come to the aggregate amount they were made 
considerably less. The explanation, as I understand from the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, in the paper that is presented goes only to 
the public debt. 

Mr. GORDON. Will my friend allow me to make a motion? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will hear the purpose. 

Mr. GORDON. I move that at half past five o’clock we take a 
recess until eight o’clock, and then re-assemble for debate only. 
There are a number of gentlemen who are anxious to speak, and I 
am very anxious to go home. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is adopting too popular manners alto- 
gether. 

Mr. GORDON. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
that the Senate take a recess from half past five to eight o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does not that change the rules about debate only? 

Several Senators. Say half past seven. 

Mr. GORDON. I will modify it to half past seven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
that the Senate take a recess from half past five to half past seven. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I understood the Senator from Georgia to pro- 
pose that we meet for debate only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would require unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the hour will be eight o’clock. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam willing to modify it to eight o’clock. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If it is understood that there are to be no votes 
taken, the earlier we meet the better. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There isnosuch understanding. Ido not believe 
in adopting the manners of the tribunes of the people in this body 
exactly. If we are going to sit let us sit for business, which includes 
debate. I think we had better hold on now. We shall finish this 
presently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to take a recess from 
half past tive to halt past seven o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. When the statement presented by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is printed I shall as a matter of course have some re- 
marks to submit upon it; but as to the statement about defaulters a 
good deal has been said of that and it has been ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp. Do Lunderstand the Senator from Massachusetts 
has adopted that as being correct and coming from himself? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It comes from the Treasury Department. The 
Secretary of the Treasury sends it to me and I present it. My in- 
dorsement of that would not be worth much. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAMS, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. No. 561) for 
the relief of Major Junius T. Turner. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain pub- 
lie works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ments to the bill (8. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company to carry the mails in their new iron steamships, disagreed 
to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
A. M. Wappe.t of North Carolina, Mr. J. K. Lutrrevy of Califor- 
nia, and Mr. J. A. GARFIELD of Ohio managers at the conference on 
its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4087) continuing the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
provide temporarily for the expenses of the Government ;” in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


TEMPORARY PROVISION FOR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask consent to call up the bill just passed by 
the House extending the existing appropriations, for three days, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
No. 4087) continuing the provisions of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenses of the Government,” and it was 
read. It continues and extends in full force and effect until and in- 
cluding the 14th day of August, 1876, the provisions of the act named. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Four days. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read three times, and passed. 


BILLS RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. SARGENT. Some time since the Committee on Naval Affairs 
reported a bill (8S. No. 932) for the relief of David De Haven. The 
committee supposed that the facts justified the report. They have 
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some reason to doubt that now, and have instructed me to ask tha; 
it be recommitted. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 8th instant, at the instance of the chai, 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, the bill (H. R. No. 2524 
for the relief of certain soldiers of the Eighth Cavalry, Missouri Stat 
Militia, was reported adversely and the bill indefinitely postponed. 
I ask that that vote may be reconsidered and the bill recommitted to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I have spoken to the chairman 
of the committee. It was reported in my absence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE HAMBURGH RIOTS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution to print 
10,000 extra copies of the President’s message and accompanying 
document in relation to the late massacre at Hamburgh, South Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. EATON. In his letter of acceptance the democratic candidate 
for the Presidency stated that for the last eleven years the Federal 
taxes amounted to $4,500,000,000. That was questioned by the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN,] who said it was incorrect, and he read 
certain figures or showed a table. I remember distinctly having a 
conversation with Mr. Tilden some six months ago when this ques- 
tion arose, and the same remark was made to me then that is made in 
his letter of acceptance now; and now I assert from the tables I have 
here—the fiscal year 1876 is not yet ended—that he is within the 
truth; that for the eleven past years the people have been taxed 
$4,607 574,202.23, and “ figures do not lie,” as the honorable Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] informs us. They do not lie; they 
are here unless they come from the Treasury Department false. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the table? 

Mr. EATON. I assert it from the same table that the Senator from 
Ohio used. Of course, I take in that, as Mr. Tilden did, not 1876 but 
1865, as one of the eleven years. The year 1876 is not ended and there- 
fore the candidate is entirely right and entirely honorable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You include the last year of the war. 

Mr. EATON. No matter; those were taxes that the Government 
took from the people and the people paid. Thatis the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend allow me to make a suggestion 
to him? 

Mr. EATON. Iwill, with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator is right in supporting Tilden, 
and in including the last year of the war, because he was very much 
opposed to it, and it ought to be left out. 

Mr. EATON. I am very much obliged to the honorable Senator 
from Vermont for interjecting something here in regard to Mr. Til- 
den’s opposition to the war, it has so much to do with the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has a good deal to do with it. 

Mr. EATON. A great deal to do with it, and Senators who can- 
not look beyond that one single thing cannot go into a question of 
figures, I am afraid, correctly. 

Now, the candidate of the democratic party is within the truth, as 
Gacy democratic statements are within the truth; but it is 
$100,000,000 more than he says in his letter of acceptance. Let that 
goon the record. I ventured to suggest to the honorable Senator 
from Ohio not in the same words, because I do not use so many—he 
did not give me time—that Mr. Tilden’s figures were more apt to be 
correct than his, whereupon the Senator from Ohio indulged in lan- 
guage in the highest degree unparliamentary and exceedingly offen- 
sive to me personally. I will not goso far as to say that it was in- 
sulting, but it came as near it as language ought to come on the 
floor of the Senate. This is not the place to use language of that 
character; it is not the arena for it. He ventured to use language 
and put it upon record. I do not object to it if he desires it to go 
there, but I desire to say here that it is not the language that one 
Senator should use to another; it is unparliamentary ; it is offensive. 
I know he said afterward that he used it kindly. It isa sort of kind- 
ness that I do not fancy. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I should like the Senator to tell us what he reads 
from in support of this statement as to $4,600,000,000. I have the 
table before me. 

Mr. EATON. I thought I said to the Senator that I excluded the 
year 1876, which has come in since Mr. Tilden’s letter was written, 
and took the year previous, and I assert that the amount is more than 
$4,500,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I hope my friend will still retain the floor, be- 
cause I think I can convince him that he is in error. Here are two 
tables; one is receipts and the other expenditures. The allegation 
contained in the democratic platform applies only to the taxes lev- 
ied upon the people of the United States; it does not apply to the 
expenditures of the people’smoney. A large portion of the money in- 
cluded in the $1,297,000,000, the cost of the last year of the war, was 
derived from loans, United States Treasury notes, bonds, &c., in va- 
rious forms. All the taxes of every form, description, and kind, all 
the money that comes into the Treasury, except only from loans, is 
contained in the table I have in my hand. I will ask the Senator to 
look at it; I will hand it to him. I do not care whether you com- 
mence with the fiscal year 1865, which of course began July 1, 1864, 
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or the next year, he is grossly in error. 
in the year 1865, commencing on the Ist of July, 1864, were only 
$333,000,000, while the next year, as soon as the war was over, for the 
fiscal year 1866 the taxes were $558,000,000. The Senator sees, there- 
fore, that if he takes that year and omits the present he reduces rather 
than enlarges the figures. I again repeat, as perfectly and conclus- 
ively shown by this paper, that the aggregate receipts from all sources 
except from loans were $4,192,623,801 during the eleven years. 

Mr. EATON. And thirty-four cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And thirty-four cents, and that includes, my 
friend will see, $167,037,384 of premium on sales of gold. That is not 
revenue, or if it is it is balanced by the premium paid on bonds, be- 
cause this was the very process by which we sold gold and bought 
bonds, both transactions being made on a currency basis. This 
$167,000,000 is not in the nature of money collected trom the people ; 
it is in the nature of a premium on gold, collected from the people it 
is true, but that was balanced by the premium paid on the purchases 
of bonds. But including that I again repeat that the revenue from 
all sources, from internal taxes, from direct taxes, from customs du- 
ties, from sales of public lands, from premiums on loans and sales 
of gold coin, and other miscellaneous items all included, was but 
$4,192,623,000 for the eleven years, and therefore Governor Tilden 
was wrong when he stated it at $4,500,000,000, and the Senator was 
wrong. 

Look at the other table which the Senator now brings to support 
his theory. If he says the expenditures of this Government for eleven 
years, including the payment of the interest on the debt, pensions, 
and all that, amount to $4,600,000,000, I may agree with that, be- 
cause the amount expended in one single year, the last of the prose- 
cution of the war, was $1,297,555,000, or more than one-fourth of the 
whole aggregate of expenses since that time. Those were expenses 
and they were paid by loans. But that is not what Governor Tilden 
says; it is not what the democratic platform says. He says we have 
collected in the form of tax $4,500,000,000. I say it is not true, and 
whether you include the year 1864, or 1865, or any other year, or take 
any eleven years whatever, you may take any eleven years from the 
beginning of the war to this time commencing at the beginning of 
the war, and we never collected that aggregate of taxes in eleven 
years. We have collected more in the last eleven years than we did 
in the eleven years from the beginning of the war. The largest taxes 
collected by the Government of the United States in any one year 
were $558,000,000, which was collected the year after the war was 
over; the next year it was $490,000,000 when we commenced reduc- 
ing taxes, but during the war our tax revenues were $41,000,000, 
$51,000,000, $110,000,000, $264,000,000, and $333,000,000. As a mat- 
ter of course, during the war our taxation did not yield so much 
revenue as it did afterward. Taking eleven years of the highest 
taxation levied on the people of the United States in any form, 
and the aggregate of that including the premium on gold is only 
$4,192,000,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator why is it that he states that 
the premium upon gold is not to be classed as part of the public rev- 
enue? Does not all the gold that comes to the Treasury come from 
the people? Where does it come from? It comes from the duties on 
our imports, and the merchants, who are our citizens, who buy that 
gold, pay for it, and therefore if they pay into the Treasury so much 
in gold which, when transmuted into our present currency, amounts 
to $167,000,000 more, certainly that is so much more that goes into 
the Treasury, because the figures in the Senator’s hand are of paper 
money, and not of gold; and therefore it seems to me very plain that 
when you ask what has been the burden upon the people and you 
pay it in paper money and you draw a part of that in gold which they 
had to pay you in gold, if you estimate their burden you must esti- 
mate it in paper, and not in gold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer the question of the Senator be- 
fore it gets so long that I shall forget it. He asks me why this pre- 
mium on gold ought not to be counted. I will say that the way in 
which the business was conducted was simply a mode of book-keep- 
ing. For instance, this gold was used for the purchase of the bonds 
of the United States. In my judgment—and I criticise the action of 
Mr. McCulloch, Mr. BOUTWELL, and these other gentlemen with some 
reluctance—this ought to have been made a direct operation by the 
use of gold in the purchase of the bonds and this complication of ac- 
counts ought never to have arisen. The gold ought to have been used 
for the purchase of bonds; but they preferred, on the other hand, to 
sell the gold and then use the greenbacks resulting from that sale in 
purchasing bonds for which they paid a premium. But admitting 
that the Senator is correct, still the total amount is only $4,192,000,000, 
and Governor Tilden is wrong. I do not impute to him any inten- 
tional wrong, but he is wrong in his figures. 

Mr. BAYARD. May Lask another question growing out of that the- 
ory? and I apply for information to the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance. I observe that that table states net revenue, net expend- 
itures. I ask him whether there is not a large p ortion of the revenue 
which is there stated as net on which there was an expense in collec- 
tion which was borne by the parties that brought the revenue to the 
Government ? 

Mr. SHERMAW. Iam glad my friend asked me that question. I 
answered the same question to the Senator from Connecticut, and I 
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now say publicly that every dollar of money from any source what- 
ever that comes to any man for the use of the Government of the 
United States goes into the Treasury. Formerly it was not so. 

Mr. BAYARD. I mean on these tables. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is meant by “net revenue” is revenue de- 
rived from other sources than bonds, because the bond account is 
kept separate from the expenditure account. Formerly the expenses 
of collecting the customs revenue were paid out of the fund, and only 
the balance was covered into the Treasury; but that system was abol- 
ished many years ago when I first became a member of Congress, and 
the customs expenses are appropriated for just as any other service. 
When the internal-revenne service was started the same course was 
adopted. For one year or I think perhaps two years—the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who was the first Commissioner, can tell—the ex- 
penses of the internal-revenue system were paid out of the receipts; 
but that was abolished by the second law we passed on the subject of 
internal revenue, and all the money collected was carried into the 
Treasury and the expenses paid out in ordinary way of other expend- 
itures. Collectors of internal revenue and the like were paid out of 
the general revenue. 

Mr. BAYARD. What is there termed “net revenue” means in fact 
gross revenue, irrespective of the saleof bonds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it means the net revenue except sales of 
bonds. 

Mr. BAYARD. It does not mean “net revenue,” but gross revenue 
except the sales of bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isthefact. I have inquired myself if there 
is any source of revenue not carried into the Treasury, and it is only 
the bonds the account of which is kept separately. I believe the 
Senator will find on inquiry that that is the case. It is necessary to 
discriminate constantly in this table between expenditures and rev- 
enue, because every dollar of money paid out for any service or em- 
ployment of the United States is paid out of the Treasury, and if 
the Senator can find any money that is paid from any other source I 
am certain I will be with him, as itis one of those trust funds that I 
have been trying always to have covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield for a mo- 
tion for a recess? 

Mr. EATON. No, I shall be through in a moment. 

The Senator from Ohio has doubtless satisfied himself but he has not 
satisfied me, and his explanation will not satisfy the country. A few 
words will end this sort of financiering. Let us take his recapitula- 
tion of the expense of the Government. It amounts in the eleven 
vears to $4,607,574. What is it made up of? Interest on the public 
debt. Where did the money come from to pay the interest on the pub- 
lic debt? Out of the pockets of the people and from nowhere else. 
Neither the Secretary of the Treasury nor the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance can find any other place to get that money from. 
What next? Pensions? Wheredid the money come from to pay the 
pensions of the Government? Out of the pockets of the people, the 
tax-payers, and from nowhere else. The expenses of the Indians, 
which amounted in this term to about $50,000,000, form the next item, 
and where did that come from I pray you? Out of the pockets of the 
people. What next? The Navy Department, the War Department, 
the miscellaneous items. Where, I pray you,<id all this money come 
from? The Senator from Ohio sticks in the bark. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can tell my friend where $950,000,000 of it came 
from in a single year. 

Mr. EATON. Where? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The last yearof the war we spent $1,297,000,000. 
We collected in the way of taxes $333,000,000. That makes a differ- 
ence of about $950,000,000, which we borrowed. It is part of the 
public debt. 

Mr. EATON. But the interest is paid by the people and the money 
has been paid by the people. Whenever you reduce your debt you 
reduce it by taxation, and if you pay off part of this $950,000,000 it 
comes out of the pockets of the people. It is a part of this whole sys- 
tem. When the Senator from Ohio undertakes to say that Mr. Tilden 
has attempted to deceive the people of the United States, let him look 
to his own figures and to his Treasury Department. There is no other 
way to pay the debts of this people except by taxing this people, and 
if you borrow $500,000,000 to-day and pay it to-morrow, they pay it, 


because we get the money out of the earnings of the people to pay it; 
and it will not do to tell me or any other reflecting man that because 
this money is borrowed to-day and paid to-morrow it is not paid by 
the earnings of the people. Sir, Samuel J. Tilden was within the fig- 
ures, as he will always be found to be when he makes statements as 
to figures. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Texas yields to me to make a 
motion for a recess until half past seven. 

Several SENATORS. Eight o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to say in his motion that only 
the resolution now before the Senate shall be in order to-night. 

Mr. DENNIS. Before the motion is put, will the Senator from 
Minnesota allow me to move for an executive session ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us have an understanding. 


I will yield to 
the Senator from Maryland in a moment. 


May we have an under- 
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standing that only the measure now pending shall be in order this 
evening ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to call up a measure, not for action, but 
so that it will be in order to-morrow. 

Mr. WINDOM. I modify my motion at the suggestion of several 
Senators to eight o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate take a recess until eight o’clock from this time. 

Mr. DENNIS. I ask the Senator to withdraw that to allow me 
to move an executive session for a few moments. 

Mr. WINDOM. I promised to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the motion be made to take effect on the 
termination of the executive session. 

Mr. WINDOM. Verywell. Iwill modify the motion to take effect 
at the conclusion of the executive session. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that motion in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lobject. Now, the Senator from Maryland can 
make his motion. 

Mr. DENNIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will renew my motion after the executive ses- 
sion. 

The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail, when Mr. SARGENT called for a division. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the motion for executive session priority of 
a motion for a recess? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion for a recess has priority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move then—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I rise to a point of order. The Senate is divid- 
ing. I submit to the Senator from Vermont that he is out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am rising to make a motion like a motion to 
adjourn, and therefore in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. My point is that the Senate is dividing. I insist 
on the Chair executing the order of the Senate. Let us have rules 
for all alike here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moved 
an executive session; the Senator from California called for a divis- 
ion. The Senator from New York is in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then let us have a division. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can I not now move for a recess? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lobject. I say the Senate is dividing, and I 
insist upon it that the Chair should enforce the rules against the 
Senator from Vermont as he does against me and everybody else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So do I, but the rule is in my favor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us see if we can have a division of the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rose to move a recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair rules that the Senator 
from Vermont is in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. While the Senate is dividing, does the Chair 
rule that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion for a recess is in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Tappeal from that decision and [ ask for the yeas 
and nays on that ruling. I do not mean to be disrespectful to the 
Chair, and now I will state my point. The Senator from Maryland, 
{ Mr. DENNIS, ] recognized by the Chair, moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. The Chair put that 
to a vote viva voce; the Senator demanded a division, and pending 
that division the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] interposed, 
or attempted to, a motion for a recess ; and the Chair rules that be- 
fore executing the order or dividing the Senate or completing the 
division, that motion isin order. From that decision I appeal. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. The Senator has misunderstood the point, al- 
though, as the motion is not debatable, I can only state it. Before 
the Chair undertook to take a division, before he asked anybody to 
rise, I rose to make a motion such as a motion to adjourn would be, 
a motion to take a recess; the Chair recognized me; and now I insist 
the motion is in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator say that after the motion for 
an executive session was put and after a division was demanded 
but before it begun he made his motion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I say. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the Senator from Vermont knows as well 
as I do that that is the very case which interferes with executing the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I know exactly the reverse. 

Mr. CONKLING. That question I propose to have the Senate 
vote on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. CONKLING. That when a division is ordered —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is not debatable. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am not debating. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
state his point. 

Mr. CONKLING. I appeal from a ruling that after a division has 
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been demanded and a count challenged in that way, and before that 
division has taken place, in the middle of that vote, the Senator 
from Vermont can make any motion. I want the Senator from Ver- 
montto abide by the rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So do I. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Vermont to rise to move a recess before the division was called 
for. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir, I absolutely assert the contrary upon my 
veracity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then that would turn the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. And the Senator from Vermont has not insisted 
on any such thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would change the question 
entirely. The Chair understood the case thus: That the Senator 
from Maryland moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of exeeutive business. The Chair decided that that motion seemed 
to be carried. The Senator from Vermont states that he rose to move 
a recess. If the Senator from Vermont states that before the call 
was made for a division he moved a recess, the Chair would enter- 
tain the motion. If it was made after, then the Senator from New 
York is correct and the Chair would overrule it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I state exactly this, partly just as the Senator 
from New York has stated it, that after the Chair had said “The 
ayes appear to have it,” somebody called for a division, but before 
the Chair stated the question, and in that state of it exactly, before 
the Chair asked anybody to rise, and before the Senate was divided, 
I rose to move a recess; but I did not rise to move a recess until after 
somebody had said from his seat “I ask for a division.” That, I be- 
lieve, was exactly it. I think our recollection is the same. 

Mr. CONKLING. I donot think we differ essentially. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon that statement of the case 
the Chair will sustain the point of order raised by the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would appeal if it did not take too much time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now let us have the vote on going into execu- 
tive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont will 
understand the Chair. He understood the Senator from Vermont 
to state that after the Senator from California asked for a division on 
the question, the Senator from Vermont rose to move a recess. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And before the Chair put the question of a divis- 
ion to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia was a question of the decision of the Chair, and therefore the 
question was not settled and the Senate was then dividing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If thatis the unanimous judgment of the Senate, 
we willenforce it all the time, though it is clearly against law. But 
I do not care. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair therefore sustains the 
point of order made by the Senator from New York. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Maryland that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. Those who are in favor 
will say “ay.” [Putting the question.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the question is now being put to the Senate, 
the Senate is not dividing, and I move a recess to take place from five 
minutes to six o’clock to eight o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. I insist on a division of the Senate and the execu- 
tion of the order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now dividing on the 
question. The Chair is putting the question at the instance of the 
Senator from California on the motion of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would a motion to adjourn be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not while we are dividing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair was putting the question by a viva 
voce vote, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was putting the ques- 
tion by a viva voce vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a division when we vote viva voce? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was a division. The question 
is on the motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The question being put, there were on a division ayes 28. 

Several SeNaTOoRS. “Given up.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ayes have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did a quorum vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No objection was raised. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I raise the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator states that he raises 
an objection. The Chair will count the negative side. Those op- 
posed will rise. 

Eight Senators rose in the negative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty-eight in the affirmative and 
eight in the negative. The ayes have it. F 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twelve minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were re-opened, and (at six o’clock and two minutes p.m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 10, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. TOWNSEND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
to the resolution of the Senate to print four thousand copies of the 
report of the Special Committee to Investigate the Late Elections in 
Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pa- 
cific Mail Steamship Company to carry the mails in their new iron 
steamships, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. Jones of Nevada, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. Kry. 


PROTECTION OF RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. LORD. I ask unanimous consent to have a resolution read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the right of suffrage prescribed by the constitutions of the several States 
is subject to the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
which is as follows: oe 

“ARTICLE XV. 
“Section 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 


or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. 

“Sec. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.” 


and whereas the exercise of the right of suffrage so prescribed and regulated 
should be faithfully maintained and observed by the United States and the several 
States and the citizens thereof ; and whereas it is asserted that the exercise of the 
right of suffrage is in some of the States, notwithstanding the efforts of all good 
citizens to the contrary, resisted and controlled by fraud, intimidation, and violence, 
so that in such cases the object of the amendment is defeated; and whereas all 
citizens, without distinc‘ion of race, or class, or color, are entitled to the protection 
conferred by such article: Therefore, 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That all attempts by force, fraud, 
terror, intimidafton, or otherwise to prevent the free exercise of the right of suf- 
frage in any State should meet with certain, condign, and effectual punishment, 
and that in any case which has heretofore occurred or that may hereafter occur in 
which violence or murder has been or shall be committed by one race or class upon 
the other, the prompt Cae aay and punishment of the criminal or criminals in 
any court having jurisdiction is imperatively demanded, whether the crime be one 
punishable by fine or imprisonment or one demanding the penalty of death. 

Mr. LORD. I move the adoption of that resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. I second the motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. BEEBE. I rise to make a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Mr. LORD. I understand the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Con- 
GER] is willing to withdraw his objection to the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have the resolution read again. 

The preamble and resolution were again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the resolution at this time ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I simply want tosay that, as I understand, the pre- 
amble affirms a condition of things the existence of which may be 
controverted. If so, I do not want to vote to aflirm a state of facts 
of which we have no knowledge. 

Mr. LORD. The preamble merely declares that “ it is asserted that 
the exercise of the right of suffrage is resisted,” &c. 

Mr. COX. I suggest to my colleague [Mr. Lorp] that he strike out 
the preamble. We should allow the States to take care of this mis- 
chief, which is local. 

Mr. LORD. This proposition has been submitted to a great many 
gentlemen from the South, among them the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER, ] who, though he thought no resolution 
necessary, suggested the first part as to the fifteenth amendment. 
The whole preamble was added, save one clause, to satisfy southern 
members. The resolution simply states the provision of the Consti- 
tution just as it is, and asserts that in the North and the South alike 
there should be protection for the free exercise of the right of suffrage 
under that constitutional provision, of course by the States, unless a 
State or States should refuse, when further legislation would be neces- 
sary. Ithink the resolution should be adopted unanimously. 

Several Members. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLYMER. My judgment is that this ought to go to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LORD. I demand the previous question, and shall call the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CLYMER. Pending that I move that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the previous question 
takes precedence. 

The question being taken on seconding the demand for the previ- 
ous question, there were—ayes 83, noes 53; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lorp and Mr. CLYMER were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The preamble and resolution were again 
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Mr. BLAND. I think that this proposition ought to be discussed. 

Mr. CLYMER. Is it possible to vote separately upon the preamble 
and the resolution ? , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now dividing. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 79, noes 19; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for a further count. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that the objection that there 
is no quorum can ouly be made by a gentleman rising in his seat. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I rise in my seat and make the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is very well taken, and if uniformly 
enforced would save the Chair infinite trouble. Gentlemen frequently 
complain that they have not been recognized, when the difficulty is 
that they have not arisen from their seats. If a gentleman rises in 
his seat to address the Chair, the Chair is very likely to see him. 
The point is made that no quorum has voted upon the count by tellers. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. HOAR. My point of order is that the objection of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] should be taken by him rising in his 
seat, so that it may be recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been so done. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe I rose in my seat to object. I simply desire 
that the previous question may be voted down and that we may 
have some discussion upon a resolution of this importance. I do not 
say that I will vote against the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The matter is not subject to discus- 
sion now. 

Mr. CLYMER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. KASSON. Is there any motion in order except to move that 
there be a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is in order, or 
a demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KASSON. But not on seconding the demand for the previous 
question. Consequently I move that there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct, only two 
motions are in order, to adjourn and that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. CLYMER. I rise to a question of order, and it is that my mo- 
tion to refer was made before the gentleman from New York de- 
manded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order pending the demand 
for the previous question, and the gentleman from Iowa declines to 
yield for that purpose, 

Mr. KASSON. I ask for a vote on my motion that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to make a suggestion. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] says he desires discussion on the resolu- 
tion and does not know whether he will vote against it or not. I 
suggest to the gentleman from New York to agree by unanimous con- 
sent there shall be discussion on the resolution for half an hour. 

Mr. EDEN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This can only proceed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair always entertains such a proposition. 

Mr. EDEN. I object to debate and demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to entertain 
any proposition, but objection is made and there is a demand for the 
regular order. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Iowa that there be a call of the House. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 69, noes 46. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Bass, Bell, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, Buckner, Samuel 
D. Burchard, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caulfield, Chapin, 
Chittenden, Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, 
Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Fuller, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin, Robert 
Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn 
Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Lill, Hoge, Holman, Hoskins, Hubbell 
Hunter, Hurlbut, Jenks, Frank Jones, Thomas L. Jones, Kelley, King, Lamar 
George M. Landers, Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Mackey, Maish, Meade, Milli 
ken, Money, Neal, O’Brien, Oliver, O'Neil, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, 
Powell, Purman, Randall, James B. Reilly, Sobieski Ross, Scales, Schumaker, See 
lye, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Teese, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker 
Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander 8S. Wallace, John 
W. Wallace, Walling, Wash, Ward, Warren, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, White 
Whitehouse, Whitthorne, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, Benja- 
man Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and Young. 


Mr. FELTON. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. HARTRIDGE, 
is sick in bed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not time to offer excuses. 

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, by unanimous consent, 
will announce the managers of the conference on the part of the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, 
seaman, and others, as follows: Mr. Rusk, Mr. Rice, and Mr. Baasy. 

PROTECTION OF RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, how many members have answered to 
their names ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and seventy-three. 
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Mr. KASSON. 


that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I now ask that the tellers take their places. 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places ; 
and the question is on seconding the demand for the previous ques- 


tion. 
The tellers resumed their places; and the House again divided. 


Mr. HALE. I notice my amiable friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 


is present and not voting. 


r. COX. That side does not run the House altogether. I wish to 


say to my friend that I am ready to vote on this resolution—— 
Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 


Mr. COX. Why do you not close up your own side? 


Mr, HALE rose, and his remarks were rendered inaudible to the 


reporter by the beating of the Speaker's gavel. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
out of order. 
Mr. COX. I do not vote at the dictation of the other side. 
Mr. HALE. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to go on. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist on order in the 


Hall. 
Mr. COX. 
pelled to be seated f 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are requested to take their seats, 
and the gentleman from Maine will be kind enough to resume his 


seat. 


Mr. HALE. If the Chair will be kind enough, I will say that I 
have known the question raised before, and that is the reason why I 


raised it now. 
Mr. EDEN. I call the gentleman to order. 


The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is out 


of order himself. 


Mr. EDEN. Havel not a right to make a point of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. You have, but only from your own 
seat. The Chair has requested gentlemen to take their seats. 

On the question of seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, the tellers report—ayes 90, noes 21. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. KASSON. Let gentlemen who make the point that there is no 
quorum rise from their seats. 

Mr. REAGAN. [rise in my place and make the point that no quo- 
rum has voted. 

Mr. KASSON. Then nothing is left but again to move a call of the 
House, if gentlemen on that side will not vote. 

Mr. YEATES. They are following your example of the other day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kas- 
SON] moves a call of the House. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 85, noes 30. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LORD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. LORD. I ask unanimous consent that I may make a very brief 
statement in regard to this resolution. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I object. 

Mr. KASSON. There is no objection to that from this side of the 
House. 

Mr. LORD. I want to call the attention of the House for a moment 
to what I consider a grave misapprehension in regard to this resolu- 
tion. I therefore ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia 
objects to debate. 

Mr. LORD. Allow me only one word of explanation. 

Mr. HEREFORD. We do not want any explanation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the demand for the previous question will 
be withdrawn so that discussion may be allowed. 

{Cries of “‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am satisfied there will be no opposition to this 
resolution if it is understood. 

{Cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist on gentlemen 
preserving order. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Bell, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, John Young Brown, 


Buckner, Samuel D, Burchard, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, 
Caulfield, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culberson, Darrall, De Bolt, 
Denison, Dobl@ns, Douglas, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin, 
Robert Hamiltgn, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hatcher, Ha- 
thorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram 8. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Hoskins, Hubbell, 
Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Thomas L. Jones, Kelley, Knott, Lamar, George M. 
Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Mackey, Meade, Milliken, Money, Neal, O'Brien, 
Oliver, O' Neill, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, Powell, Purman, Randall, 
Sobieski Ross, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Stowell, Swann, 
Teese, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. 
Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, 
G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles 
$ WwW 8, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and 
oung. 
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That is more than a quorum; and therefore I move 








The gentleman from Maine is entirely 


When gentlemen are called to order, are they not com- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the roll shows that 
hundred and seventy-eight members are present. What is the p 
ure of the House ? 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move that further proceedings under the ca}! 
dispensed with. And I hope this side of the House will stop thi, 
filibustering and let us get a vote. 

Mr. ATKINS. This side of the House is not filibustering. T), 
gentleman is mistaken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair.) Debate 
is not in order. 

Mr. KASSON. There was a remark made which was not heard 
here. Was it not that gentlemen on the other side are not voting? 

Mr. EDEN. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I object to debate. 

Mr. COX. Is the motion to dispense with further proceedings un- 
der the call debatable ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. COX. I would like to say that this side of the House is ready 
to vote for the resolution. It is a little demagogical, but we will vote 
for it. 

[Cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. COX. Let us come to a vote on the resolution. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SavaGE to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call, it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question on the resolution submitted by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Lorp;] on which question tellers 
were ordered. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to make an excuse for an absent member. My 
colleague from Illinois, Mr. CAULFIELD, is detained from the House 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. McCRARY. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman on 
a question of order. 

Mr. McCRARY. Before the House divides, I ask that Rule 31 lx 
read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read Rule 31, 

The Clerk read as follows : 


31. Every member who shall be in the House when the question is put shall 
his vote, unless the House shall excuse him. All motions to excuse a member from 
voting shall be made before the House divides, or before the call of the yeas anid 
nays is commenced ; and the question shall then be taken without debate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the point of order of the gen 
tleman from Iowa ? 

Mr. McCRARY. I desired to have the rule read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule has been read. 

Mr. McCRARY. That is all [ desired. 

The question recurred upon seconding the demand for the previ: 
question. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. McCrary] has had the rule read in relation to this matter fo 
a purpose and I think the order ought to be enforced. My point ot 


order is that the gentlemen upon the other side of the House shall be 


required to vote as well as gentlemen upon this side. [Cries of * Re- 
gular order !’”’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot require members 
on either side of the House to vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the Chair decides the point of order—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to speak to the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Cox.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order. 

[ Renewed cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lorp and Mr. CLYMER were ap 
pointed. 
The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 133, noes 1. 
So the previous question was seconded. 
The main question was then ordered to be put. 
The question recurred on the preamble and resolution. 
Mr. KASSON. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CLYMER. I ask a division of the vote on the preamble and 
resolution. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Will not the question be first upon agree- 
ing to the resolution and then upon the preamble? 

‘ihe SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly the question must first be 
taken upon the resolution and then the preamble. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire whether in a case where the pre- 
amble and resolution are so intimately connected that the resolution 
will have no sense and will be ungrammatical if the preamble be 
stricken out a demand for a division is in order? F 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands this question 
to be divisible. 

Mr. COX. Will the House vote first upon the resolution or upon 
the preamble ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will vote first upon the 
resolution and then upon the preamble. 
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lhe Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That all attempts by force, fraud, 
ror, intimidation, or otherwise to prevent the free exeraise of the right of suf 
frage in any State should meet with certain, condign, and effectual punishment, 
und that in any case which has heretofore occurred or that may hereafter occur 
in which violence or murder has been or shall be committed by one race or class 
ina the other, the prompt prosecution and punishment of the criminal or crimi- 
ils in any court having jurisdiction is imperatively demanded, whether the crime 
one punishable by tine or imprisonment or one demanding the penalty of death 


‘uy. COX. I ask my colleague from New York [Mr. LorpD] to al- 
low me to offer an amendment in the nature of a proviso to the reso- 
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lution. . . : 

Mr. KASSON and Mr. CONGER objected. 

Mr. COX. I shall vote for the resolution as it stands, but I prefer 
to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 

he question was taken on agreeing to the resolution; and there 

were—yeas 174, nays 2, not voting 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, George A. Bagley, 
Tohn H. Bagley, jr., John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, 
Beebe, Blair, Boone, Bradford, Bradley, Bright, William R. Brown, Horatio C. 
Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, Cannon, Caswell, Cate, John B. 
Cl of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, 
Cook, Cox, Crounse, Catler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, Dibrell, Durand, Dur- 
ham, Eames, Eden, Egbert, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Fos 

Franklin, Freeman, Frye, Gartield, Gause, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. 
Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hartzell, 
Haymond, Henderson, Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hoar, Holman. Hooker, 
Hopkins, House, Hunton, Hard, Hurlbut, Hyman, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kas- 
son. Kebr, Kimball, King, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Levy, 
Lewis. Lord, Luttrell, Lynch, Lynde, Magoon, Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, Mc- 
Dill, MeFarland, McMahon, Metcalfe, Miller, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Mutch- 
} Nash, New, Norton, Odell, Packer, Payne, Pierce, Piper, Poppleton, Potter 
Pratt, Rainey, Rea, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle. Jobn Robbins, 
William M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Miles Ross, Rusk, Sampson, Savage, 
Seales, Schleicher, Sheakley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, Will 
iam E. Smith, Spencer, Springer, Strait, Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Tarbox, Terry, 
Chomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Turney, Van Vor- 
ins. Jobn L Vanee, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Erastus Wells, Whiting, 
Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus 8. Williams, James Williams, James D. 
Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, William B. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, James 
Wilson, and Yeates—174. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bland and Reagan—2. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Bass, Bell, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, 
Join Young Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, William P. Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Candler, Cason, Caulfield, a Chittenden, Collins, Cowan, Crapo, Culber- 
sou, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Faller, Gibgon, 
Glover, Goode, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, 

Hathorn, Hays, Hendev, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Hoskins, 
ibbell, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, 
Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Mackey, Meade, Milliken, Mills, Money, Neal, O’Brien, 
Oliver, O Neill, Pa Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. yo Plaisted, Platt, 
Powell, Purman, Randall, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, South 

Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Teesg, Throckmorton. Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, 
Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker. Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John 
W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, White, 
Whitebouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, Benjamin Wilson, 
Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Young—109. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. My colleague, Mr. WALLING, is absent by 
leave of the House. 

Mr. FELTON. My colleague, Mr. HARTRIDGE, is absent on account 
of sickness. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. LEAVENWORTH, 
but I voted “ay,” because Mr. LEAVENWORTH if present would have 
voted “ay.” Idesire further to state that my colleague, Mr. BLIss, 
is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. ATKINS. My colleague, Mr. YOUNG, is detained at his room 
by sickness. 

Mr. SPENCER. My colleagues, Mr. Gipson and Mr. ELLIs, are 
absent. If present they would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CONGER. My colleagues, Mr. WALDRON and Mr. HUBBELL, 
are absent by leave of the House. If present they would vote “ay.” 

Mr. STRAIT. My colleague, Mr. DUNNELL, is absent by leave of 
the House. If present he would vote “ay.” 

Mr.MacDOUGALL. My colleague, Mr. ADAMS, is necessarily absent 
from the House. If present he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr.STEVENSON. My colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, is absent by leave 
of the House. If present he would “ay.” 

Mr. HARTZELL. My colleague, Mr. Sparks, is absent by leave of 
the House. If present he would vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Che question recurred upon adopting the preamble. 

Mr. BANKS. I make the point of order that the previous question 
has not been ordered upon the preamble. 

Mr. HOAR. The previous question was ordered upon the whole 
subject. 

Mr. BANKS. That cannot be under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
previous question was ordered upon the preamble and the resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. And the yeas and nays were ordered on both ; and 
after they were ordered a division of the question was demanded. 

Mr. BANKS. The preamble is open to amendment until the reso- 
lution has been disposed of. The previous question, which has been 
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ordered, cannot apply to this preamble, and it is at this moment open 
to amendment. 


Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. BANKS. 
Mr. HOAR. 


I move to lay the preamble on the table. 

rhe rule is explicit upon the point I have stated. 
My colleague cites in regard to this preamble the prac 
It never has been 


ntire matter, and had been partly executed, some one having de- 


manded a division of the question, that the previous question did not 
apply to the rest of the subject, in this case to the preamble. 


Mr. GARFIELD. 


The point made by the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts (Mr. BANKS] applies only to the title of a bill, and not to 
the preamble of a resolution. 
and the previous question was ordered upon the whole subject. The 
fact that it is a divisible proposition does not make any difference as 
to the point whether the previous question ordered by the House 
covers the whole matter. 
(Mr. BLAND] has moved to lay the preamble on the table. 


This is a resolution with a preamble, 


However, the gentleman from Missouri 


Mr. BANKS. The statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 


FIELD ] is not correct, because the rule of the House relates specifically 
to a resolution, and declares that the adoption of the previous ques- 
tion does not cover the preamble of the resolution. 
gentleman desires it. 
is as follows: 


I will read if the 
It will be found on page 164 of the Digest and 


The preamble is not covered by the previous question ordered upon the passage of 


the resolution, but is itself subject to a separate demand of the previous question. 


. 
I make the point at this time, because it is impossible for the House 


by ordering the previous question upon the resolution to deprive 


elf of the power of amending the preamble, until the question upon 


the resolution has been decided. 


Mr. KASSON. I will ask the Clerk to read the record of the motion 


submitted by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. LorpD] in reference 
to the previous question. 


Mr. COX. I believe debate is not in order pending the motion to 


lay upon the table. 


Mr. BLAND. I withdraw that motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table was 


not entertained by the Chair, because at the time the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] had the floor upon a point of order. 


Mr. BANKS. Ido not care about the point of order particularly, 


and will withdraw it. 


Mr. COX. I ask the Chair, whether or not a separate vote can be 
had upon the different whereases in this bill? 

Mr. KASSON. I want the point of order decided, and I ask that 
the Clerk read the record of the call for the previous question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read from the journal. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. Lorp, by unanimous consent, submitted the following preamble and resolu 
tion, and moved the previous question on the adoption of the same, to wit. 


Mr. KASSON. That covers the whole. 
The Clerk continued to read as follows: 


And the question was put, Will the House second the demand for the previous 
question ? 

When no quorum voted. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Kasson 

Ordered, That there be a call of the House. 

And the roll having been cailed, the following-named members failed to answer 
to their names. 


Mr. KASSON. That is not important. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The Chair will see that in distinct terms the pre- 
vious question was ordered on the preamble and resolution, or, in the 
words of the Journal, “on the same.” 

Mr. McCRARY. I think the point of order of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] was made too late. The time to have 
made that point was when the previous question was called on the 
preamble and resolution. 

Mr. COX. Would it be in order at this time to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry, pertinent to this matter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. COX. My inquiry is whether the question upon these various 
whereases in the preamble is divisible? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. COX. The reason I ask that is—— 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 

Mr. MILLS. Is an amendment to this preamble now in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It isnot. The Chair will decide the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
BANKS.] The gentleman from New York (Mr. Lorp] having moved, 
as appears by the record, the previous question upon the preamble 
and resolution, the previous question applies to both propositions. 
If he had demanded the previous question on the resolution alone, 
then the previous question would have applied only to that. The 

House, however, has ordered the main question to be now put upon 
both the preamble and resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. [I call forthe yeas and nays on the adeption of the 
| preamble. 
Mr. COX. 


I call for a division of the question, so that a separate 


| vote may be taken on each clause of the preamble. 
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The preamble was again read, as follows: 

W hereas the right of suffrage prescribed by the constitations of the several States 
is subject to the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
which is as follows 

* ARTICLE XV. 

“ Secrion 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre 
vious condition of servitade 

“Sec. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate leg 
islation 
and whereas the exercise of the right of suffrage so prescribed and regulated 
should be faithfully maintained and observed by the United States and the several 
States and the citizens thereof ; and whereas it is asserted that the exercise of the 
right of suffrage is in some of the States, notwithstanding the efforts of all good 
citizens to the contrary, resisted and controlled by frand, intimidation, and vio- 
lence, so that in such cases the object of the amendment is defeated ; and whereas 
all citizens without distinction of race, or class, or color are entitled to the protec- 
tion conferred by such article: Therefore 


Mr. COX. I had proposed to ask a division so as to have a sepa- 
rate vote on that part of the preamble which makes an assertion of 
certain facts, because that assertion is not considered as absolutely 
true. But I withdraw that call for a division. 

Mr.LORD. The preamble makes no affirmation of facts; it merely 
declares that “it is asserted,” &c. 

Several members objected to debate. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the preamble; and there 
were—yeas 125, nays 31, not voting 129; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, John H. Bagley, jr., 
William H. Baker, Ballon, Banks, Banning, Blair, Boone, Bradley, William R. 
Brown, Horatio C. Burcharfl, Burleigh, Cannon, Caswell, Cate, Conger, Crounse, 
@utler, Danford, Davis, Davy, Durand, Eames, Eden, Egbert, Evans, Finley, Fort, 
Foster, Freeman, Frye, Garfield, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, Han- 
cock, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Hartzell, Haymond, Henderson, H 
pooner, Hgpkins, House, Hurlbut, Hyman, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, 

imball, King, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Lord, Luttrell, Lynch, 
Lynde, Magoon, Maish, MacDougall, McCrary, McDill, McFarland, McMahon, Met- 
calfe, Miller, Monroe, Morgan, Nash, New, Norton, Packer, Payne, Pierce, Potter, 
Pratt, Rainey, Rea, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Riddle, John Robbins, Robinson, 
Rusk, Sampson, Savage, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, William 
E. Smith, Spencer, Springer, Strait, Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Tyee, Thorn- 
burgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Turney, Van Vorhes, Robert B-Vance, Wait, 
White, Whiting, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, James 
Williams, William B. Williams, Willis, James Wilson, and Yeates—125. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bland, Bradford, Bright, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Clymer, Cook, Dibrell, Durham, Felton, Forney, Franklin, 
Hereford, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hunton, Hurd, Lewis, Mutchler, Piper, Popple- 
ton. Reagan, Rice, William M. Robbins, Tarbox, Terry, Thomas, Throckmorton, 
John L Van 6, Waddell, and Jeremiah N. Williams—31. 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Abbott, Adams, George A. Bagley, John H. Baker, Bass, 
Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Bliss, Blount, John Young Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. 
Burchard, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caulfield, Chapin, Chit- 
tenden, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cochrane, Collins, Cowan, Cox, Crapo, Cul 
berson, Darrall, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, 
Fuller, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, 
Abram 8. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Holman, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Jenks, Frank 
Jones, Kelley, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Levy, 
Mackey, Meade, Milliken, Mills, Money, Morrison, Neal, O’Brien, Odell, Oliver, 
O'Neill ;Page, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Platt, Powell, 
Purman, Randall, Roberts, Miles Ross, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, 
Schumaker, Seelye, Sheakley, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Teese, 
Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, 
Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Erastus 
Wells, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles 
G. Williams, James D. Williams, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fer- 
nando Weod, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Young—119. 


So the preamble was adopted. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. HEREFORD. My colleague, Mr. FAULKNER, is quite sick to- 
day, and is therefore absent. 

Mr. HOUSE. My colleague, Mr. YOUNG, is detained from the House 
by sickness. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. LEAVENWORTH. 
If he were here he would vote as I have done, “ay.” My colleague, 
Mr. Buss, is absent by order of the House. If here he would vote 
‘eon 

Mr. STENGER. My colleague, Mr. JENKS, is absent by leave of the 
House. 

Mr. SCALES. Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. SEELYE. If he were here he would vote {‘ ay,” and I should vote 
“no.” 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. WaLiinG. I 
presume that if he were present he would vote “ay,” as I have. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. LORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the preamble 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIM OF TILTON, WHEELWRIGHT & CO. 


Mr. BEEBE. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. The committee 
have directed me to report the testimony taken by them, together 
with the report of the majority and the views of the minority, with 
reference thereto. I ask for the reading of the resolutions appended 
to the report of the majority. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to make a point of order. I presume that the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. benan) introduces this report claim- 
jng that it comes under the resolution which was adopted on Monday 
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last. My point is that it does not come under that resolution and js 
not embraced in it. 

I do not know whether the present occupant of the chair [Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair] was present and appreciated the whole force 
of the rule adopted on last Monday. The object sought and attained 
by that rule, which was agreed upon, as will be remembered, after 
day’s filibustering, was that committees which had not reported (and 
I ask the attention of the Chair to this as a cardinal point) should 
be allowed to report. The Chair will remember that through the 
whole of that sometimes boisterous day especial significance was 
laid upon the importance of having both the majority and minority 
reports from a committee come in at the same time. Discussion upon 
that point swayed from one side to the other; largely between my 
friend from New York [Mr. Cox] and myself. Finally, coming to- 
gether as we did in a spirit of fairness, that rule was established. 

And its object, Mr. Sptaker, was that all committees which had not 
reported should be allowed to get their reports before the House and 
before the country on certain conditions. The report submitted by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. ve) does not in any regard 
come under the principles which were established by that resolution. 
His is a report which has been already presented, upon which subject 
a minority report has also been presented; and the two have been 
printed, gone to the country, and been recommitted to the committee 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. This case was not 
affected, I claim, by the rule that we adopted; and, to show that, I 
call the attention of the Chair to a part of the colloquy which took 
place on that day. 

The point had come up as to when the rule established should ap- 
ply. Here is the Recorp: 

Mr. Hate. Then let it be understood that this agreement is prospective, not 
retrospective. 

Mr. SPRINGER— 

The present incumbent of the chair— 

And also that where the majority and the minority of a committee are now 
ready to report they can report at any time?! 

Mr. Hate. Certainly. 

Mr. Yeates. The arrangement to date from this day. 

Mr. Hak. From this day. 

Mr. BEEBE— 


Raising then the question raised now— 


How will that arrangement affect the cases where the majority and the minonty 
reports have been printed and recommitted, not to be brought back on a motion 
to reconsider? Could not those committees report at any time, the minority being 
ready? 

Mr. Yeates. They have already reported. 

Showing what the view was then, that these were outside of the 
scope of the resolution. 

Mr. Wait. I cannot see the embarrassment the gentleman from New York [Mr 
Breese) speaks of. If the majority and the minority are both ready to report, then 
they can report at any time. 

Below on the same page, after the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] read the proposition as agreed to, I find this: 

Mr. Hate. That is a fair proposition, and unless that can be agreed to there is 
no use in talking any further about it. 

The proposition stated to be fair is this: 

“Resolved, That the investigating committees may have leave to report during the 
remainder of this session at any time after forty-eight hours from the time the com 
mittee have agreed to their report and submitted the same to the minority, who shal! 
have leave at the same time to submit their views to the House; butif the minority 
is absent from the meeting of the committee then notice shall be given in the House 
itself.” 

Mr. Breese. Will there be objection to adding that in all cases where both the 
majority and minority are ready both reports may be made at any time? 

Showing the gentleman himself wanted something more added to 
the rule to bring his committee in. 

Mr. Cox. Nobody will object to that. 

Mr. Burcnarp, of Mlinois. I object to that with closed doors. 

Mr. Breese. I = the question to my friend from Maine. 

Mr. Hate. What is the question? 

Mr. Besse. Is there objection where the majority and minority are both ready 
to their reporting at any time? 

Showing again he did not consider his committee came in under the 
rule, but must come in, if at all, under the proposition that both the 
majority and minority are ready; then it could come in. 


Mr. Hate. Of course there is no objection to that. This agreement does not 
apply to such a case as that. 


And there, Mr. Speaker, the question was left, clearly showing at 
the time it was understood both by the House and, as I believe it 
must have been, by the Speaker that the rule as established was for 
the purpose of bringing in the reports of committees who had no op- 

vortunity of getting before the House and the country on forty-eight 

hound notice. But in no regard did it apply to a case where a com- 
mittee had got in and had its report printed and the views of the 
minority printed; and both reports were recommitted, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

As to the other proposition, the gentleman from New York suggested 
at that time whether the committee may report when both sides are 
ready and the question came up. I do not raise that now. I[ raise 
the point, and ask the ruling of the Chair on it, as to whether the 
agreement we made on Monday last does include committees which 
had already reported and their reports sent back, not to be brought 
back on 4 motion to reconsider. I understand at the time that it did 





































ps ma Ad we 









SO ds nak 






so 





RY 







Sa | 0 i a eaten 





ered y 






Seen, Sh 
















1876. CONGRESSIONAL 








not. What I have read of the colloquy shows members so under- 
stand it. The gentleman from New York cannot have otherwise un- 
derstood it, because he claimed they came in in another way. It was 
so left in the agreement submitted by the gentleman from New York, 
{ Mr. Cox, ] which was then adopted by the House, and it was under- 
stood it did not embrace such cases. It was an important agreement, 
and it must be construed strictly, as the lawyer in the chair must 
know. 

Mr. BEEBE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine has stopped 
short of the resolution which was finally adopted as the result of the 
proceedings had on the occasion to which he has alluded. I did en- 
deavor during the progress of the discussion to have it distinctly un- 
derstood that the proposition should include those committees where 
reports have been submitted and recommitted with an order to be 
printed, not to be brought back, &c. I wasstruggling throughout for 
what I believe I obtained on that occasion: priority over committees 
where no reports had been made at all. I stated then that this com- 
mittee had agreed upon their report. I stated that this minority re- 
port had been submitted here and had been printed by order of the 
House. 

Now, sir, I claim, independently of the resolution adopted on that 
occasion, the intendment, the necessary construction of the language 
used during the discussion on that day, bears me out in the claim 
that I could have reported at any moment after that understanding 
had been reached; and, desiring to exercise abundant caution, I planted 
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myself on the resolution which the gentleman has carefully refrained 
from reading. ; 

I ask the clerk to read the resolution adopted as the final deter- 
mination of the discussion had on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I just read. 

Mr. BEEBE. I did not hear the gentleman read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the investigation committees may have leave to report during the 
remainder of this session at any time after forty-eight hours’ notice from the time 
the committee have agreed to the report and subniitted the same to the minority 
who shall have leave at the same time to submit their views to the House; and if 
the minority is absent from the meeting, said notice of the same shall be given in 
the House. 


Mr. BEEBE. According to my recollection the gentleman from 
Maine did not read that resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Why, yes; I did. 

Mr. BEEBE. That is a matter of recollection, and it is not impor- 
tant. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that the resolution clearly author- 
izes all committees to report where there had been a submission of 
the views of the majority to the minority forty-eight hours before the 
report is sought or attempted to be introduced. My position was that 
without submitting anything to the minority in a case of this kind 
we had a right to report at any time. But the committee was called 
together. The gentleman who submits the views of the minority 
accepted notice then, and he will accept it now. He was notified 
more than forty-eight hours ago. And under any possible construc- 
tion this committee is now authorized and entitled to report. I do 
not care to take up further time of the House in the discussion of a 
proposition which to me seems so clear and plain. 

Mr. YEATES. As the gentleman from Maine has alluded to me, I 
wish to state what I consider to be the agreement that we entered 
into prior to the adoption of that resolution. 

I understood, Mr. Speaker, from the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE] that the objection raised on his side of the House was to any 
report being brought in here where the minority would not have the 
opportunity of being heard. And to prevent that, resort was had to 
calls of the House, by which considerable delay was occasioned. 
Finally, for the purpose of allowing the minority the opportunity to 
be heard, as he requested—and if you look back to the gentleman’s 
remarks you will see he so stated it—the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] was offered and adopted, giving the mi- 
nority the relief they sought. I said that certain reports had already 
been made, and the reason I said that was this: These reports having 
been made to the House, the minority reports being in as well as the 
majority reports, no advantage could be taken of the minority; and 
therefore they were not included in this agreement. That was what 
I meant, and I meant nothing else. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] distinctly stated that what 
he wanted was that the minority should have a fair chance of being 
heard, and that no report should be brought in here at the end of the 
session or at any time when the minority could not be heard; and I 
was willing to adopt his views on that subject, not believing it was 
the —— of any one to prevent the minority of a committee being 
heard. The object was to give full guarantee that the minority should 


be heard; but where reports had been made, the majority making a | 
report and the we making a report, wherefore should we have | 


any delay, both sides having been fully represented? I think that 


was the true meaning of the resolution offered by the gentleman from | 


New York, [Mr. Cox, } and that I think was the full understanding 
of the House in adopting it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. YEATES. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HALE. Did the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. YEATES ] 
realize, at that time, that what was wanted was that committees 





5423 
that had not got into the House should get in? Does he not bear in 
mind that those committees that had got in here had had their op- 
portunity? They come in with their reports and have them printed 
and they go to the country, and then they themselves ask that the 
reports be recommitted, which is done on the customary order, not to 
be brought back on a motion to reconsider. It was not those com- 
mittees that the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox ] or any gen- 
tleman, I take it, sought to get at by thisresolution. Those commit- 
tees had been in, had reported, had got their reports before the pub- 
lic. It was another class of committees we were wrangling about on 
Monday. 

Mr. YEATES. I will answer the gentleman’s question. I under- 
stood the whole point made upon this question to be that the minor- 
ities of committees that had not made reports should have an oppor- 
tunity of being heard. 

Mr. HALE. That was it. 

Mr. YEATES. But I did not understand that it prevented a report 
being taken up that had already been made where the minority had 
been heard, for the gentleman said his object was not to prevent re- 
ports of committees or action upon them, but to protect minorities. 
That was the ground the gentleman took. 

Mr. COX. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine whether he 
desires by this point of order to obstruct the reports of a majority 
and a minority of a committee coming in where there is perfect ac- 
cord between the majority and the minority? If he does not mean 
that, what can he mean? 

Mr. HALE. Let me tell the gentleman what I mean. 

Mr. COX. Inamoment. Now the gentleman disavowed that the 
other day. And our basis of agreement was precisely this: The 
only contest on that side of the House was that the minority should 
have sufficient notification. That was our agreement. We agreed, 
as the record shows, where the majority and minority did agree to 
report, whether the reports were recommitted or otherwise, no con- 
test should be made. 

Mr. HALE. Now let me answer the gentleman’s question. I do 
not propose where the majority and minority of the committee have 
agreed upon a report outside of this resolution which was adopted 
on Monday and where they ask a consideration of their reports to ob- 
ject, but what I do object to is that the gentleman should attempt to 
bring in this report under that resolution ; he can come in outside of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair then understands the gen- 
tleman from Maine to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. HALE. No, Linsist on the point of order if the report be pressed 
under this resolution. I will not object to the introdnetion of the 
majority and minority reports where both parties have agreed that 
under this resolution the repert of the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. BEEBE] is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman from New York de 
sirous to report these resolutions independently of the resolution 

| adopted on Monday last? ‘The Chair need not decide on the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, if the gentleman does not claim to report 
it under the resolution I will not press the point of order. 

Mr. BEEBE. I claim the privilege to make this report under the 
resolution adopted on Monday last, which was clear and explicit. 

| I claim that under the unwritten agreement of the House, as man- 
ifested. by the discussion at the time, I had a right to report at any 
time. In witness of that fact I will call the attention of the House 
to what occurred on that occasion. I desire, inasmuch as the gentle- 
man from Maine[ Mr. HALE] has reiterated the statement that he had 
no objection to the majority and minority reports being presented at 
the same time, I want to hold up the gentleman’s own action upon 
that occasion as a mirror in which he can see his present action. 

I call attention to the fact that when that committee made their 
report they asked it should be a special order by agreement, and that 
was objected to by the gen-leman from Maine, In view of that 
objection the committee could do nothing more than that which 
he was willing to allow them to do, and that was to present their 
| report and have it printed and recommitted to the committee, not to 
be brought back by motion to reconsider, as the parliamentary phrase 
is. Now, I wish the Chair to understand the committee claim the 
right to report these resolutions without reference to the resolution 
adopted on Monday last, and, further, they claim the right to report 
it under that resolution, the terms of which are too explicit to be 
disputed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is clear that under the rules of the 
House the gentleman has no right to submit a report from a standing 
| committee of the House at this time ; andif the gentleman from New 
York has a right to report now he derives that right from the order 
made by the House on Monday. That order has been read, and it is 
not necessary that the Chair should now read it again. That reso- 
| lution unquestionably was intended to embody the sense of the House ; 
and it is not neeessary to consult the debates preceding its adoption, 
in order to construe it, unless its language is susceptible of two con- 
structions or is of doubtful meaning. But this is not the case. The 
| order, or resolution, provides that investigation committees may re- 
port at any time after forty-eight hours from the time the committee 
have agreed to report and submitted the same to the minority, and 
| this committee having agreed upon their report have a right to re- 
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port now. ‘Then, if forty-eight hours’ notice has been given to the 
minority that the majority report will be submitted to the House, of 
course they have a right to make the report. The Chair does not 
know what isthe fact in reference to that matter. 

Mr. BEEBE. I stated that to be the fact; and the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. BAKER,] who represents the minority of the com- 
mittee, and myself are not at all at variance upon that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That being the case, the Chair will 
overrule the point of order. The Chair does not know whether this 
report now submitted to the House has ever been submitted to the 
House before and been recommitted. It comes to the House now as 
the report of a committee under the new order of Monday last. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Chair allow the minority to speak on that 
point, as was done yesterday ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This report was made from the Ist of 
August, and was ordered to be printed. We have submitted our re- 
port; and the only object, as I understand it, now on the part of the 
chairman is that at this time the two reports may be discussed. Now 
I have no ambition to engage in such a discussion. The reports were 
submitted to the House and ordered to be printed before the arrange- 
ment on Monday last was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair understands that the 
report is in order, and the Clerk will rend, the resolution reported 
by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Where is the minority report? It should also be be- 
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will first read the resolu- 
tions reported by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. ‘This is a matter cognate to what has engrossed a great 
deal of the time of the House, and I do not see that there is any need 
for further discussion upon it. It is proposed that the two reports 
shall go to the country together. I can if I choose call for the read- 
ing of both reports, which will take up the most of the day; but it 
seems to me that in the cases of other investigations, and notably so 
in the investigation into naval affairs and the real-estate pool and 
Jay Cooke & Co.’s indebtedness, of which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. GLOVER] is chairman, their reports were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and I think that this report should take 
the same reference. 

Mr. BEEBE. This committee comes here with the majority report 
recommending positive action by the House, and it is the desire of 
the majority of that committee to get an expression of opinion from 
the House in reference to the several resolutions attached to the 
majority report. That was my object in requesting that the resolu- 
tions might be read. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HaLr] de- 
sires to inform himself by having these reports read in full after they 
have been before this House for more than a week, and on file in the 
document-room, where he could have secured a copy at any time, it 
will not take forty minutes to read both reports. What I desire is 
action at this time upon the resolutions. 

Mr. HALE. Do the minority of the committee submit a resolution ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the mi- 
nority submit no resolution. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think there is one thing which does not 
seem to be properly understood by the House relative to the right of 
a committee having leave to report at any time. There are various 
committees that can report at any time, notably these investigating 
committees and committees of conference, &c. But I do not under- 
stand that that gives those committees the unquestioned right to 
have their reports considered by the House at the time when sub- 
mitted unless there is no other business before the House. 

Now this House has under consideration at this time as unfinished 
business the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALr] to re- 
consider the vote referring the President’s message on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill to the Committee on Appropriations. On that 
unfinished business the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Town- 
SEND ] had the floor yesterday and yielded to a motion to adjourn. 
Now there is no doubt atall about the right to enter a motion to re- 
consider or the right to report at any time of these investigating 
committees, or the right of a committee of conference to report even 
in the midst of other business before the House. But that other busi- 
ness must first be disposed of in some manner before the report of an 
investigating committee can be considered. If this motion to recon- 
sider, which is now the unfinished business, was disposed of, then 
anybody could raise the question of consideration upon the report of 
an investigating committee. But the Honse adjourned on yesterday 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] on the floor, 
and he undoubtedly has now the right to finish his remarks on that 
question of high privilege, almost the highest known to the House, 
before the gentleman from New York [Mr. BrEBE] can demand con- 
sideration of his report. That is the point of order I make. 

Mr. BEEBE. When a committee is authorized to report at any 
time, it is authorized to make its report for action and for considera- 
tion. Such is the universal, unvarying practice of this House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman refer to some instance 
of that kind? 

Mr. BEEBE. When the Committee on Appropriations report a bill 
it is for action. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No; it is for reference to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 





Mr. BEEBE. The whole trouble rests here. This committee has 
recommended the removal of a high officer of this Government, and 
the other side of the House dare not face the music on the record 
made. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. We do not know that; we have not heard 
the resolutions read yet. 

Mr. HALE. I think the gentleman has no reason to say that this 
side of the House is afraid of any recommendations from the other side. 
There have been other recommendations made, and I do not think 
this side of the House has shown any fear to meet them. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Is there any doubt in the mind of the Speake: 
as to the point of order raised by the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. 
WILson?} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. HURLBUT. ] 

Mr. HURLBUT. I presume there can be no question about it. The 
business of the highest privilege now is the unfinished business of yes- 
terday, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] is 
entitled to the floor on that business; there can be no question about 
that. I understand that he is now ready to take the floor. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. It has been repeatedly decided by the Speaker 
that the unfinished business takes precedence of everything else. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to state that the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. TOWNSEND] came to me this morning and spoke in refer- 
ence to this matter. 1 stated to him that we desired action on this 
report, and that in my judgment, unless much time was desired by 
gentlemen on their side of the House, it would not involve any great 
length of time to enable the House to come to a conclusion upon it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. A single word. I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of antagonizing the gentleman from New York, [Mr. BEEBE;] I 
never do that. I merely want it distinctly understood how we shal! 
proceed with these highly privileged questions which we have so 
many of. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] de- 
sires to withdraw his claim to the floor at this time, I have no objec- 
tion at all, and I am willing to vote on any resolution that may com 
before the House. But we must observe our rules of practice here, 
or we will get so badly mixed up as not to know what we are about. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The pending question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hate] to reconsider 
the vote by which the message of the President on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BEEBE. That is not the pending question while I have the 
floor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Upon that question I am en- 
titled to the floor. If I understand the rules of the House that motion 
to reconsider is a question of the highest privilege. If it be so and 
I am entitled to the floor, I desire now to take it and go on with my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decice the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. WLLsoN.] The gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. BEEBE] having submitted a report which 
the Chair has held to be privileged, and the Clerk having proceeded 
to read or being about to proceed to read the resolutions accom 
panying the report without objection from any one, the Chair thinks 
the point of order comes too late. 

If reference to the other question raised, however, the Chair will 
decide it upon its merits. The question of reconsideration is now 
remitted to the order of unfinished business ; and as such the Chair 
does not understand that it takes precedence of a privileged ques- 
tion, such, for instance, as the right of a committee of conference to 
report at any time. This committee having claimed the right under 
the recent order of the House to report at any time, it is now in or- 
der to submit that report. If, however, the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] had obtained the floor immediately afte: 
the reading of the journal and claimed the right to speak on the un- 
finished business, he could not have been taken from the floor, that 
being the business then in order. But the floor has been taken by 
another gentleman who has submitted a report, which the Chair 
thinks now in order. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] is 
therefore entitled to the tloor. 

Mr. BEEBE. I ask that the resolution appended to the majority 
report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Isaiah Hanscom, chief of the Bureaa of Construction and Repair 
of the Navy Department, is unworthy and incompetent to hold that position, and 
that the interests of the Bureau, the Department, and the Government require his 
removal. 

Resolved, That by reason of the negligence of George M. Robeson, Secretary of 
the Navy, and his order to pay the tirm of Tilton, Wheelwright & Co. the claim 

resented by them in January, 1874, the Government of the United States was de 
nuded by said Tilton, Wheelwright & Co. of the sum so paid, to wit, $32,019.10. 

Resolved, That a copy of the annexed testimony, together with the reports of the 
majority and minority of the committee and of these resolutions, with notice of the 
action of the House of Representatives herein, be laid before the President of the 
United States by the Clerk of this House. 


Mr. CONGER. This is a very important matter, affecting two cit- 
izens of the United States. I ask that before the House passes upon 
these resolutions the report be read. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. And the views of the minority? 

Mr. CONGER. Icall for the reading of the majority report and th: 
views of the minority. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEEBE] is entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. BEEBE. I do not understand that this reading will come out 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that any gen- 
tleman would have the right to call for the reading of a paper before 
he is required to vote upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe I am entitled to ask the reading before 
we consider it. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair on a moment’s reflection must see that the 
reports must first be read before there is any discussion of the ques- 
tion by any gentleman. It is the reports that come in here this 
morning; and they must be read before the House can be asked to 
consider them. The Chair, if he will refresh his recollection, must 
remember that reports are always read at once before any gentleman 
takes the floor. A report is not before the House until it is read, if 
any gentleman asks for the reading. 

i beg to call the attention of the Chair to an illustration. Even 
in the ease of an appropriation bill coming before the House, it is 
first read before the gentleman reporting it can submit his remarks. 
It is first read as a whole; then the speech-making comes in; and 
then the bill is read by clauses for amendment. The primary funda- 
mental proceeding in the consideration of a report is the reading of 
that report. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me for suggesting that the 
right given to a committee to report at any time is not a right to offer 
resolutions at any time but to present a report. It is a report that is 
to be submitted; and it must be read to the House if any gentleman 
desires it. Ido not know that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEEBE] has any choice—from what he has said I suppose he has not— 
as to whether the report shall be first read and his remarks he made 
afterward. 

Mr. BEEBE. I have no objection to the reading of the report; 
but I do not think it should come out of my time. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me for reminding him that the 
practice in regard to private bills reported from committees settles 
this question. 

Mr. HALE. It is not claimed that the reading of the report will 
come out of the time of the gentleman ‘from New York. Of course 
he will have his hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from New York to take the floor for the purpose of discussing this 
question; and the reading was called for afterward ; but that ques- 
tion is waived by the statement of the gentleman from New York 
that he does not desire the floor now. Therefore as the reading of 
the reports has been called for, they will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the reports, but was interrupted by a 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. No, 3022) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEREFORD. As the message just received announces that 
the Senate has acted on the river and harbor bill, I desire at this 
time to present to the House the conference report on that subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not be in order now, as a paper 
is being read. 

Mr. RASSON. O, yes, it will be. 

Mr. HEREFORD. If the gentleman from New York [ Mr. ee) 
will consent that this matter shall be laid aside temporarily, I woul 
like to have the conference report considered now. 

Mr. KASSON. As a matter of order, I wish to say that under the 
rule and practice of the two Houses a gentleman calling up a con- 
ap ee report for action can even take a member who is speaking off 
1is feet. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand the rule to be (and it has a 
close connection with the point I raised a few moments ago) that a 
gentleman may be taken off his feet by the presentation of a con- 
ference report; but it is for the House to determine whether that re- 
port shall be considered or not. This is of the highest privilege, and 
can be made at any time, so as to let us know it is there if we want 
it; but we are not compelled to consider that or anything else. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I presume the gentleman will not have 
objection to have this report considered. 

fr. BEEBE. There is no objection, so far as I know, to having a 
vote taken on the conference report, provided it is understood we 
only waive for that purpose. 

Mr.RUSK. You do not waive anything. That is the rule. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I rise to submit a privileged report, which I 


send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, and on its adoption I demand the 
previous question. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3022) waking appropriations for 
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the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after a full and free con 
ference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their re spective Houses, 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 4, 6, 12, 35, 46, 78, 102, 
110, 128. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 3, 8 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 7, 28, 29, 30 
31, 32, 33, 34, 36, 37, 98, 39, 40, 41, 43, 45, 47, 48. 49. 50) 51 52° 535 5a 59. 60. 61 
62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 77, 79, 80, 1, 82, B3, 84. BG, BT. RR, BO. 
90, 91, 92, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 103, 104, 106, 107, 108, 109, 111, 112, 114, 115, 117, 
118, 120, 121, 124, 125, 126, 127, 129, 130, 131, 142, 133, 135, 136, 137/138, 139, 140. 141 
142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 152, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 162, and 164; 
and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5, and agree to the clause 
ere to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “three” in 
ieu of “five; and the House agree thereto. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
words proposed to be inserted insert the words “and fifty ;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 13, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendmentas follows: Insert “ five” in lieu of 
*ten;" andthe House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 42, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lien of the 
words proposed to be inserted insert ‘and thirty-two;" and after the word “ thou- 
sand,” in ine 1, page 6 of the bill, insert “ five hundred;" and the Senate agree to 
the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 44, and agree to the clanse 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “ fifteen " in lieu 
of “ twenty-five ;" and the House agree thereto 

That the Senate recede from i's amendment numbered 56, and agree to the clause 
ees to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “ thirteen " in 
1en of “ thirty ;” and the Ilouse agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 57, and agree tothe same, with anamendment as follows: Insert “thirty- 
eight” in lieu of * forty and the Senate agrove to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 75, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
“five;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 85, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
‘sixty-six ” and insert “ fifty; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 93, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of * three thou- 
sand” insert “ twenty-five hundred ;" and the House agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 101, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
“three thousand nine hundred and sixty,” insert ‘* thirty-five thousand ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 165 and agree tothe same, with an amendmentas follows: Insert “one 
hundred and forty-two” in lieu of ‘one hundred and fifty; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 113, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be sticken out, with the following amendment: In lieu of 80,000" in- 
sert “‘29,600;'' and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 116, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
“50” insert “30; and the Senate agree thereto. 

That the Senaterecede from its amendment numbered 119, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: In lieuof “seven” in- 
sert “ five; and the House agree thereto. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 122, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “five” in lieu 
of ‘‘ten;” and the House agree thereto 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 123, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert “ five" in lieu 
of “eight ;’ and the House agree thereto 

That the Senate recede from its amendment nur bered 134, and agree to the clanse 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as foilows: Insert “ five” in lieu 
of “eight; and the House agree thereto 

That the House recede from ita disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 148, and agree to the same, with the following amendment: In lien of the 
words proposed to be inserted insert as follows: “ Provided, That $10,000 thereof 
shall be expended for removing the bar at Fort Smith, Arkansas; And provided 
further, That #40,000 of the above sum shall be expended on the Missouri River, 
including improvements opposite Saint Joseph, Missouri, and at Nebraska City ;” 
and the Senate agreo to the same, 

That the House recede from ita disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 153, and agree to the same, with the following amendment: Strike out 
* 200,"" in line 22, page 15, and insert in lieu thereof ‘175;" and the Senate agree 
thereto. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 160, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Insert “ 72" 
in lieu of ‘75: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 161i, and agree to the same, with the following amendments: Insert after 
the word “ water” the words “at mean tide," and after the word “rivera” the words 
“to the port of New Orleans;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House reeede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 163, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Insert after 
the word “ therefore," in line 18 of said amendment, the following: “ Not to exceed 
$10,000 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

FRANK HEREFORD, 
JOUN H. REAGAN, 
OMAR D. CONGER 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. B. ALLISON, 
A. A. SARGENT, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. WILLIS. 
been reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. _ The question is on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question on agreeing to the report of the con- 
ference committee, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. WILLIS ] 
calls for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I want to know what I am to vote upon. 


I call for the reading of the bill, which has never 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the read- 
ing of the bill is not privileged at this time. The only matter of 
privilege is the reading of the report on which the gentleman is to 
vote, 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to lay the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrise to a question of order, and I ask the attention 
of the Chair as it is a question of order of some importance. My 
point of order is that if is not in order to move to lay a conference 
report on the table. The respect and courtesy between the two 
branches forbid it. The Chair will do me the favor before he looks 
at the Manual to listen to what I say. The only parliamentary mo- 
tion is a motion to postpone the time of considering the report; but 
the report can be made, as has been already stated, even pending a 
motion to adjourn, while a member is on his feet, or pending a mo- 
tion for a call of the House. It is of the very highest privilege. 

Now, in the Congress before the last a question arose as to a state- 
ment by Mr. Barclay in the Digest to the effect that a motion to lay 
a conference report on the table is inorder. The then Speaker, [Mr. 
Blaine, ] believing that was a very important point and that it was 
wrongly stated in the Digest, called the attention of the House to it 
and desired some member to make a motion, so that the matter might 
be formally settled. I made the motion at the request of the Speaker. 
Thereupon my honorable colleague, who had been formerly Speaker 
of the House, (Mr. BANKs,] rose and stated the motion was out of 
order. The Chair sustained the point of order, and the House on ap- 
peal from the decision of the Speaker unanimously confirmed the 
decision, and that has been the rule ever since. What I have stated 
will appear by a reference to the Globe for the Congress before the 
last. 

The Chair will see that one reason for this rule is that the order to 
lay a bill on the table is never communicated to the other branch, 
and courtesy would require us to communicate to the other branch 
our disposal of the report of a conference committee; an order to lay 
on the table being practically though not technically a final disposi- 
tion of the matter; in this House it is practically so, being an indefi- 
nite postponement. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I insist upon my motion for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] still has the tloor on the point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. L only desire further to say that I am opposed to this 
bill, and do not make the suggestion in the interest of the bill but in 
the interest of a very important parliamentary principle. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise to a question of order. The motion of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] was a demand for 
the previous question. He did not surrender the floor—and I made 
the objection when the gentleman from Massachusetts rese—he did 
not surrender the floor for the motion to lay the report upon the ta- 
ble. It is therefore not before the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I rose a few moments ago to make a remark which 
my colleague [Mr. Hoar] has made before I obtained the floor. I 
wished to state the reason for this rule. This being a question of 
courtesy between the two Houses, a conference report must be \dis- 
posed of before any other business is determined, and our action must 
be communicated to the Senate. Now, when a bill is laid upon the 
table it can never be reached again. Any proposition laid upon the 
table in tuis Honse can never be again reached. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I insist on the call for the previous question. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Have we 
not the right to demand the reading of each section of the bill to 
which anamendmentis proposed by the conference committee to know 
what the amendment is ? 

Mr. HEREFORD. The bill is not before the House. It is only the 
conference report which is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule on one point of 
order at atime. The point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will be first considered ; and if gentlemen 
desire to address themselves to that point of order the Chair will be 
glad to hear them, That point is whether a motion to lay the con- 
ference report on the table is now in order. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I claim that I had the floor and demanded the 
previous question. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WILLIs] did 
not — the floor for the purpose of moving to lay the report upon 
the table. 

Mr. WILLIS. I had the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I madeademand for the previous question, and 
on that I insist. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WILLIS] would be entitled to take the floor to make that motion to 
lay on the table if that motion were in order at that time, or any other 
motion that is inorder, But the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HOAR] raises the point of order that it is not in order to move to lay 


. the report on the table. If gentlemen desire to address themselves 


to that question the Chair will be glad to hear them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to say a word on the point of or- 
der. The principal point made by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[ Mr, BANKS) is that laying the report on the table is a finality; that 
if the House lays the conference report on the table that motion takes 
the bill with it, and we cannot reach it again. Now, sir, we have a 
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method by which we can reach it. Suppose this House wants to take 
time to consider this report, the report may be laid upon the table and 
a motion to reconsider filed. That will bring the matter before the 
House whenever called up as a question of the very highest privi- 
lege. Now, I concede that if the conference report were laid on the 
table without the entering of a motion to reconsider, that action 
would be discourteous to the Senate. But 1 maintain also that if the 
convenience of the House requires that time should be gained for the 
purpose of investigating the amendments reported by a conference 
committee, then it is competent to table the report and to enter a 
motion to reconsider, which can be called up when the convenience 
of the House permits it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Perhaps the Chair may already have before him a 
reference to the clause of the Digest on page 82, under the head of 
conference committees, “the report may be iaid on the table.” 

Mr. REAGAN. There is one point which I desire to raise. The 
chairman of the committee of conference had taken the floor and had 
presented his report and called for the previous question upon it, as 
he was entitled to demand it, and when that motion was made he 
was entitled to have it disposed of before any one else took the floor 
to make another motion, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
meget made his motion to lay the report upon the table from his 
seat and without special recognition by the Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIS. I was recognized. 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague on the committee [Mr. HEREFORD] 
was recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled upon that ques- 
tion, overruling the point of order. The Chair now desires to ask a 
question of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I ask this question in reference to the point 
of order which I raised? Did I understand the Speaker to decide 
that when a member has called the previous question he can be 
taken off the floor by any member in order to enable that member 
to make a motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to lay upon the table takes 
precedence of a call for the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I concede that, if the other member has authority 
to make a motion, but the point with me is whether he can supersede 
another member in order to make a motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When a gentleman submits a motion 
for the previous question for the consideration of the House, he yields 
the floor, and then any other gentleman can take the floor and sub- 
mit another motion which is in order at the time. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Do I understand the Speaker torule that I lost 
the floor when I moved the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir; the gentleman was not en- 
titled to the floor after he demanded the previous question. After 
reporting from the committee of conference and moving the previous 
question upon agreeing to that report, he had no further right to the 
tloor. 

The Chair now desires to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] whether the ruling in the Digest, to which he has re- 
ferred; was not overruled at a subsequent time ? 

Mr. HOAR. This ruling was read to the House by the Speaker at 
that time, and he stated that he desired to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that the authority in Barclay’s Digest was other- 
wise, and thereupon, after considerable discussion, the House unauni- 
mously sustained the Chair, and held that a motion to lay a report 
of a committee of conference on the table was not in order. The 
matter was discussed by many of the most distinguished members of 
the Honse, and especially by my distinguished colleague from the 
fifth district, [Mr. BANKs,] who argued that a motion to lay a report 
from a committee of conference on the table would be an act of dis- 
courtesy to the co-ordinate branch of the Legislature; and therefore 
the House authoritatively overruled such a motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I submit that the unwritten law of the House is no 
more binding upon it than our written law when it depends upon the 
memory of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decide the point of 
order. Under the rule of the House as it stands, stating what is the 
priority of motions, namely, first a motion to adjourn, then a motion 
to lay on the table, and then the previous question—under that rule 
it would be in order to move to lay any report or proposition pending 
before the House on the table previous to taking the vote upon the 
main question; but the Chair is informed that the uniform usage 
of the House has been not to entertain a motion to lay on the table 
a report of a committee of conference, it — discourteous to the 
other House to dispose of it in that manner, and in pursuance to the 
usages of the House the Chair rules that the motion to lay upon the 
table is not in order. This point was settled by the House on appeal 
from the decision of the Chair on the 8th of June, 1872. (See Con- 
gressional Globe, second session Forty-second Congress, page 4460.) 

Mr. WILLIS. I now call for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The report only is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question before the House 
is, Will the House agree to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amendments of 
the Senate to the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. WILLIS. LI rise toa parliamentary inquiry, and that is whether 
or not the members of this House Will have an opportunity before 
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they are called upon to vote on the passage of this bill to know what 
its contents are; and, if so, when? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter within the control of 
the House, and not of the Chair. 


The question was put on seconding the demand for the previous | 


question 5 and on a division there were—ayes 95, noes 35. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that no 
quorum voted. 

No quorum having voted, tellers were ordered; and Mr. HEREFORD 
and Mr. WILLIS were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 43. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question recurred on ordering the main question to be put. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the previous 
question is voted down will it not be in order to recommit this re- 
ort to the committee of conference? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be in order if the previous 
question is not ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I hope it will be voted down. 

The question was taken upon ordering the main question; and 
on a division there were—ayes 99, noes 35. 

Mr. RICE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair then will appoint tellers; 
and Mr. Rusk and Mr. HEREFORD will act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 106, 
noes 29. 

Mr. WILLIS. No quorum has voted, and I demand a further count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be had by calling the 
yeas and nays. 

“ Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman from West Virginia will agree that 
we shall have a vote by yeas and nays upon the adoption of the re- 
ort of the committee, I will not insist upon a further count. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman 
should have the yeas and nays. 

No further count being insisted upon, the main question was ordered. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRISON. I had intended to make some remarks upon this 
bill, but will not detain the House at this time todoso. I ask unan- 
imous consent that they may be printed in the REcorb. 

Mr. WHITE. lask unanimous consent also to print some remarks 
upon this bill. 

Mr. WIGGINTON. I make the same request. 

Mr. MAGOON. I ask the same privilege. 

There was no objection, and leave was accordingly granted to the 
above members to print remarks in the RECORD upon the river and 
harbor appropriation bill. [See Appendix. ] 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference ; aud there were—yeas 104, nays 55, not vot- 
ing 126; as follows: - 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, John H. Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, 
Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bradford, Bradley, Bright, Burleigh, John H. Caldwell, 
Cason, Caswell, Cate, Conger, Cook, Crounse, Davy, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, 
Eames, Egbert, Evans, Felton, Finley, Forney, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Gar- 
field, Gunter, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, Benjamin W. Harris, Hartzell, 
Haymond, Henderson, Heretord, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, House, Hunton, Hurd, Hy- 
man, Kasson, Kehr, Kimball, King, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lawrence, Levy, 


Lewis, Lynde, Magoon, MacDougall, McCrary, MeDill, Monroe, New, Norton, | 


Page, Payne, William A. Phillips, Pierce, Piper, Potter, Rea, Reagan, John Reilly, 
James B. Reilly, Riddle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Rask, Sampson, 
Schleicher, Sheakley. Slemons, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Spencer, Strait, 
Stone, Tarbox, Thomas, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, 
Tufts, Van Vorhes, John L. Vance, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Whiting, Willard, 
Alpheus 8. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, William B. Williams, James Wilson, 
and Yeates—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, John H. Baker, Beebe, Bland, Boone, 
William R. Brown, Horatio C. Burchard, Cabell, Cannon, John B. Clarke of Ken- 


tucky, John B. Clark, jr.,of Missouri, Clymer, Cutler, Davis, Eden, Fort. Frye, | 


Goodin, Hardenbergh, Hoar, Hurlbut, Thomas L. Jones, Lapham, Luttrell, Lynch, 


Maish, MeMahon, Meade, Morgan, Mutchler, Odell, Packer, Poppleton, Powell, | 


Rainey, Randall, Rice, Robinson, Savage, Scales, Singleton, Sinnickson, Springer, 
Stenger, Stevenson, Terry, Thompson, Turney, Wait, G. Wiley Wells, White, Wig- 
ginton, James Williams, and Willis—55. 

NOT VOTING—Measrs. Abbott, Adams, George A. Bagley, Bass, Bell, Black- 
burn, Blair, Bliss, Blount, John Young Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, 
William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Caulfield, Chapin, Chittenden, Cochrane, 
Collins, Cow: Cox, Crapo, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, De Bolt, Denison, Dob- 
bins, Douglas, nell, Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Fuller, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Goode, 
Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, 
Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram 8. Hewitt, Hill, Hoge, Holman, 
Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Joyce, Kelley, 
Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Mackey, Me- 
Farland, Metealfe, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Money, Morrison, Nash, Neal, O’Brien, 
Oliver, O'Neill, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman, Roberts, 
Miles Ross, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, 


Stowell, Swann, Teese, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walk- | 
er, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W Wallace, Walling, Walsh, | 


Ward, Warren, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whitthorne, Wike, Andrew 
Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, 
Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Young—126. 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were | 


made: 


Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. CAULFIELD, is detained from the 
House by illness. 


Mr. WOODBURN. On this question | am paired with Mr. BLack- 
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BURN, of Kentucky. If present he would vote “no,” and I would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. MONROE. My colleague, Mr. DaNForD, who is necessarily 
j absent from the House this afternoon, is paired with Mr. HUBBELL, 

of Michigan, who is absent by leave of the House. If present Mr. 
| HUBBELL would vote “ay,” and Mr. DaNFoRD would vote “ no.” 

Mr. CASWELL. My colleague, Mr. Wittiams, of Wisconsin, is 
absent by leave of the House. If here he would vote “ay.” 
| Mr. HEREFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 

ference report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIM OF TILTON, WHEELWRIGHT & CO. 


Mr. BEEBE. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SAYLER.) The regular order being 
called for, the House will now resume the consideration of the report 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department in rela- 
tion to the claim of Tilton, Wheelwright & Co. 

Mr. BEEBE. I understand that the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. CONGER] will withdraw his request for the reading of the re- 
port, and we propose then to take a vote upon the resolutions accom- 
panying the report without any discussion. If the further reading 
of the report is dispensed with, I shall call for the previous question 
and ask a vote upon the resolutions of the majority of the committee 
without any discussion. 

Mr. CONGER. If that proposition is assented to, and on those 
conditions, I will withdraw my demand for the further reading of the 
report. 

Mr. BEEBE. I now call for the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. BEEBE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolations 
were adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business of yesterday, upon which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It is a report from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not of so high a privilege as 
to take the gentleman from Pennsylvania from the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] if it does not come out of my 
time and does not take away my right to the floor. 

Mr. ODELL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order, inasmuch as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] has yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. ODELL. I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. In yielding the floor to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, ' want it understood that I am not 
thereby taken from the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman necessarily loses the 
floor when he yields to another gentleman for some other purpose. 
But the Chair will again recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. Iask of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SINGLETON ] to yield to me for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Mississippi 
| yields the floor it will be the duty of the Chair to assign the floor. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. If it takes the gentleman from Mississippi 
from the tloor, I will not ask it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It is a matter of indifference to me whether I 
occupy the floor or not. I only desire to submit a report from the 
Committee on Printing concerning the printing of the Agricultural 
Report. 

Mr. MacDOUGALL. As I am obliged to leave town by the five- 
o’clock train, I desire now to submit a report from the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that after the report of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. MACDOUGALL] is disposed of I shall call 
for the regular order. 





MAJOR J. T. TURNER, 


Mr. MacDOUGALL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report back, with a recommendation that the same do 
pass, Senate bill No. 561 for the relief of Major Junius T. Turner. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Paymaster-Gen- 
eral to pay to Junius T. Turner, of Washington, District of Columbia, 
late a captain in the Third Regiment of Maryland Cavalry Volunteers, 
such sum as shall equal the travel-pay of a captain of volunteers 
| from Washington, District of Columbia, to San Francisco, California, 

such distance to be computed by the nearest traveled route. 
| The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
| passed. 
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Mr. MacDOUGALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


Mr. WADDELL, I ask that the amendments to the bill (S. No. 
1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to carry the mails 
in their new iron steamships be insisted upon, and that the House 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
WADDELL, Mr. LUTTRELL, and Mr. GARFIELD as the conferees on the 
part of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I withdrew a moment ago the call 
for the reading of a report which would have oceupied considerable 
time, mainly in order that some investigating committees who are 
prepared to report might put in their reports to-night. I refer more 
particularly, if the chairman is ready, to the investigation of Federal 
ollicers in Louisiana. 1 believe the committee are prepared to make 
their report without discussion, simply to have it printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ]} who, under the rules, is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. There will be no discussion on this report. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. If I am entitled to the floor, 
1 propose to go on, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
as entitled to the floor, 

Mr. HUNTON, I ask the gefitleman from Pennsylvania to yield 
for a moment to me that 1 may introduce a disability bill, which will 
not take any time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I cannot yield to any one, be- 
cause there are 80 many applications to me that if 1 should yield to 
all, L should not be able to proceed. 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR SUPPORT OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, proceeded to address the House, 
but during the delivery of his remarks, yielded to 

Mr. RANDALL, who said: Mr. Speaker, the appropriation bills, I 
may say, are now substantially agreed upon. There are, however, a 
thousand amendments embraced in the legislative bill alone, and it 
is impossible that the clerks can prepare that bill and the others to- 
day so that they may be presented to the two Houses for tinal passage. 
lu view of this fact, it has been deemed proper, upon consultation 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, to present for adoption now a 
bill making temporary appropriations for the expenditures of the 
Government. The communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is in these words: 

I think the time should be so extended as to cover the passage of the appropria- 
tion bills. 

LOT M. MORRILL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Recognizing, in concurrence with the judgment of the Secretary, 
the necessity for a measure of this kind, | ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill entitled “A bill to continue the provisions of an act 
entitled *\u act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government.’ ” 

* There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 4087) was introduced 
and read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that the provisions of the act approved July 31, 
is76, entitled “An act to continue the provisions of an act entitled 
‘An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, approved June 30, 1576,’” be extended and continned in full 
force and effect until and including the 14th day of August, 1876. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is next Monday. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
there being ayes 98, noes not counted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now return the floor to my colleague, [Mr. 
TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, }] and thank him for his courtesy. 

GOLD AND SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, when the ham- 
mer fell on my remarks on the silver question last Saturday after- 
noon | was about to give a brief history of our national legislation 
on our metallic currency, and being prevented then, I avail myself 
of the opportunity afforded me now briefly to give that history. 

In doing so I will endeavor to avoid treating it from a partisan 
stand-point, for it ought never to be considered a party question, and I 
will speak of it entirely as a question of financial policy and politi- 
cal economy. 

The only bill as yet reported to the House on this subject is the 
bill of the gentleman from Missouri, although other bills having a 
similar effect have been endeavored to be submitted to our attention. 

With regard to the bill of the gentleman drom Missouri, [ Mr. 
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BLAND, ] if we strip it of all its machinery of gold notes and silver 
notes, and gold bars and silver bars, the whole case, in my judg- 
ment, lies in a very narrow compass. It is simply this proposition 
whether any national legislature can by statute prescribe and tix a 
certain definite proportion between the values of any two commodi- 
ties while the production of those commodities is left unrestricted 
and free, whether those commodities be wheat and corn, or cloth and 
muslin, or copper and nickel, or silver and gold, or any other products 
of labor whatsoever. 

The friends of the bill of the gentleman from Missouri think that 
it can be done, and in his bill the gentleman has fixed the proportion 
between silver and gold precisely at 16 to 1 by authorizing the re- 
coinage of the silver dollar at 412.8 grains and leaving its coinage 
unlimited and unrestricted, and making it alegal tender of all debts, 
public and private, to any amount, not specified to be paid in gold 
coin. 

I think the experience of the world shows a sufficient number of 
instances where governments have endeavored to fix the proportions 
between different kinds of money and have signally failed, to satisfy 
any retlecting mind of the impossibility of such a task. Our revo- 
lutionary fathers endeavored first to maintain an equality between 
their paper issues and specie. Failing therein, they next attempted 
to maintain a definite proportion between their paper money and the 
Spanish silver dollar without any better success, for as the war went 
on the paper issues increased and their proportionate values were 
continually changing. 

The French revolutionary government, with its wonderful energy 
and terribly despotic power, strove to regulate the prices of the prod- 
ucts of industry, especially of the necessaries of life, and also to 
preserve an equality between their assignats and coin. To effect 
this result they enacted the most severe penalties against any one 
who should attempt to sell at prices above what were fixed by law or 
should bold coin at a higher value than the nominal value affixed to 
their paper currency. They were not, however, more successful than 
our revolutionary ancestors, and men bought, and sold, and paid 
prices for commodities, and accepted paper money or specie, accord- 
ing to their own views of their respective values. The laws of trade 
and commercé were then, as now, stronger than the laws of the na- 
tional legislature. 

As it has been with the prices of other commodities, so has it always 
been with metallic currencies. Being the products of labor, they are 
regulated by the same commercial laws as wheat and corn, cotton 
and muslin, tobacco and whisky; supply and demand, the action of 
other governments on their currencies, and other factitious circum- 
stances fixing their prices and varying their proportionate values in 
the markets of the world. 

All governments have found it impossible to preserve a fixed and 
detinite proportion between the different metals that they have used 
for a currency. 

Ourown country is a notable instance of the difficulty ; for although 
we have had nominally a double standard or bimetallic currency, 
yet really and practically it has been but a single one, sometimes of 
silver and sometimes of gold, according to the value we may have 
affixed by statute to the coinage of either metal. 

Under the act of April 2, 1792, establishing a mint, the proportion 
between silver and gold, at the suggestion of Hami’ ton, then Secretary 
of the Treasury, was fixed at 15 to 1. By that act the eagle contained 
24.75 grains of pure gold to the dollar or 27 grains standard, and the 
silver dollar contained 371} grains pure silver or 416 grains standard. 
By that legislation the gold was undervalued and the gold coins were 
exported to countries where they were valued higher. This propor- 
tion remained until 1834, and silver was the practical currency, no 
gold being seen in the hands of the people as a circulating medium. 
The gold coinage between 1792 and 1834, both years included, was 
$15.620,000 only, while the silver coinage, less minor coins, reached 
$39,690,000. 

In an endeavor to obtain a more correct valuation of the two met- 
als and make a more proper adjustment of the proportion between 
them, Congress, by the act of June 28, 1834, fixed the quantity of 
pure gold in the eagle at 232 grains or 258 grains standard, the silver 
dollar remaining as before, thus making the proportion between the 
two metals, 15.407 to 1. 

This change reduced the amount of pure gold in the eagle about 
6.26 per cent. on its former weight, and the gold began to circulate 
as currency. It still did not produce the desired result ; and on Janu- 
ary 18, 1837, another effort was made to make statutory regulations 
conform to the laws of commerce, and the weight of the silver doilar 
was fixed at 412} grains, the ratio between silver and gold being 
thus arranged at nearly 16 to 1. 

But commerce ruled. The price of silver in the market governed its 
circulation, and from this period to 1853 the silver coinage disap- 
peared to a considerable extent and the prevailing coinage was gold, 
the double eagle and the gold dollar having been authorized by the 
act of March 3, 1849, in the proportions of standard gold in the eagle. 

The effect of these laws of 1834 and 1837, together with the dis- 
covery of gold in California, was shown in the mint returns, which 
showed a coinage of gold from 1835 to 1852, inclusive of both years, of 
$221,011,000, and of silver, less minor coins, of $39,523,000 only. 

Notwithstanding these changes in the coinage the silver coins were 
exported, and, in order to keep snflicient sil ver coins in the country for 
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change for the use of the people, on February 21, 1853, Congress de- 
monetized those coins of a denomination less than a dollar and fixed 
the half dollar at 192 grains standard silver and the lesser denomina- 
tions in proportion, and fixed their legal-tender quality at $5, and au- 
thorized the gold piece of $3. 

This reduction in weight and change in the proportion between the 
lesser silver coins and gold to 14.158 to 1 and consequent overvalua- 
tion of them, served to keep the subsidiary coins from exportation ; 
but the silver dollar, that remained at its weight of 4124 grains, was 
undervalued, which, at the ruling prices of silver in the market, 
caused its exportation, and left gold as the principal medium of ex- 
change for the larger contracts of the people. 

The gold coinage from 1853 to 1873 inclusive was $580,111,000, and 
the silver coinage $65,929,000. 

The large production of gold between 1847 and 1873 disturbed the 
proportion between the silver and gold coins. In the latter year sil- 
ver sold in the market at one hundred and eighteen cents per ounce, 
and the silver dollar was worth a fraction over one hundred and three 
cents in countries using silver coin, but was valued by us at only one 
hundred cents, and consequently was withdrawn from circulation 
and exported at a profit to the bullion-broker. 

Congress again intervened and made another change in the silver 
coinage, and in 1873 established the half dollar at 192.9 grains and 


the minor silver coins in proportion, thus making two half dollars | 


just equal to the five-frane piece of France. It left out of the coin- 
age the silver dollar of 412.5 grains, after full debate on several oc- 
casions in the Forty-first and Forty-second Congresses, and authorized 


the trade dollar of 420 grains for the benefit of the local trade be- | 


tween California and China and Japan, and demonetized the whole 


mass by restricting its legal-tender power to $5 in any one payment, | 


aad made the gold dollar the unit of value. 
From this it will be seen that from 1792 to 1834 our metallic cur- 


from the latter date till now it has practically been only of gold, with 
the exception of that small portion of silver which has been over- 
valued and demonetized for the purpose of keeping it as tokens for 
change in the small transactions of every-day life. 

Five different efforts have thus been made by our Congress to estab- 
lish a double standard of metallic currency, all of which have failed 
to produce the result desired. 

England also tried the experiment with a like want of success. In 
init she abandoned the effort, and the only silver coins she tolerates 
are small silver coins or tokens, which are so greatly overvalued that 
they remain at home for change among her laboring classes and the 
shopkeepers. 

We are pointed to France as an instance of the success of a bime- 
tallic currency, but, like England, she does not allow an unrestricted 
coinage of silver. In 1866 she formed a monetary union with Italy, 
Belgium, and Switzerland to last until 1880, as stated in the report 
of the Director of the Mint for 1875, whereby all silver coins of those 
countries below the five-frane piece were degraded from 900 parts 


fine to 835 parts, and the issues restricted to six francs or about 116 | 
cents to each inhabitant, so that her minor silver coins are depre- | 


ciated in quality, and all are restricted in quantity. It is thus that 
these countries prevent an excess of issues of silver coins and keep 
the supply down to what governments may deem the wants of those 
nations. Their legislation, although somewhat different from ours, 
has practically the same effect, and shows their consciousness of an 
inability to keep up adouble standard when the production and coin- 
age of the metals are unrestricted. 

The Netherlands have closed their mints against silver coinage, 
except for government purposes. 


_ The mint report just quoted says that the exclusive gold standard | 
since 1870 has been adopted by the United States, Germany, Japan, | 


Sweden, Denmark, and Norway. 

The silver standard in Russia, Austria, Mexico, China, and the In- 
dies yet prevails. The double standard exists in France, Belgium, 
Italy, Switzerland, the Netherlands, Portugal, and Spain to a limited 


extent. The restricted character of the double standard there I have 
already shown. 


cause the proportionate production and uses of the two metals are 
ae changing, and hence their relative values will change as 
well. 

It is a well known rule of finance thas where two currencies of 
different values are imposed upon a pe6ple with intent that they 
shall circulate together, the cheaper one always drives out the dearer 
or more valuable one. 

It is proposed by the bill of the gentleman from Missouri and other 
bills that have been offered here to create a silver dollar of 412.8 
grains, which is just sixteen times the weight of the gold dollar, and 
to make it a legal tender for all debts public and private. 

The impracticability of using silver for a general and reliable eur- 
Tency may be well seen in its great fluctuating values. 

The sales in London rule the market here and fix our prices. En- 
glish silver is 925 parts in 1,000, fine, our standard is nine-tenths fine. 

In 1863 silver was worth 614 pence per ounce in London, equal to 
121 cents here. In 1872 it had fallen to 60} pence per ounce, or 
119 cents in our currency, making the then silver dollar worth a 
little over 103 cents, and making it profitable to export it. A month 
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2.726 cents in our 
currency, and making the silver dollar worth 74.53 cents in gold. 


At that price it would require 553.87 grains of silver in a silver doilar 
to make it equal in value toa gold dollar, making the proportion 
21.46 tol. By the last quotations it has risen to 51 pence per ounce, 
equivalent to 100.6 cents, and worth 86.53 per dollar, or 3.47 cents 
less than greenbacks, and requiring that there should be 477.04 grains 
of silver to equal a gold dollar, which would be about equal to 18.5 
to 1. 

Such fluctuating values would disturb all the contracts and busi- 
ness of the people and would require continuous and vacillating legis- 
lation to keep the proper proportions between gold and silver, if we 
should endeavor to keep up a double standard. 

The effect of the contemplated law would be to substitute the 
cheaper metallic currency for the more valuable one, and remit us 
back again to a single standard of bulky silver. It would drive 
every dollar of gold out of the country, and give us a changing 
standard as variable as an India-rubber yard-stick would be, and 
would alter, at the same time, all contracts that had been made all 
over the nation. It would be to require all creditors, whether men 
working for daily wages or monthly pay, all men on salaries, all 
annuitants, to receive 13.47 cents in the dollar less than they had bar- 
gained for. It would enable the savings-banks to pay their $900,- 
000,000 of indebtedness to the working classes at a sum over 13 per 
cent. below gold and about 34 per cent. less than the paper dollar. 


- 
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ago it was sold at 47 pence per ounce, equal to 92.72 


| It would enable the national banks to pay their depositors the’ 


$620,000,000 they owe them in depreciated silver at the same reduc- 
tion. It would reduce the duties on imports to the amount of the 
difference in value between the silver coinage and the gold in which 
they are now payable, and encourage the importation of excessive 


|} quantities of goods to the injary of the American manufacturer, clos- 


3 L ! | ingup many establishments and throwing thousands of workmen out 
rency, although nominally bimetallic, was really only of silver, and | 


of employment. 

All duties being then payable under the proposed lawin asilver cur- 
rency, the Government would have to buy gold to pay the interest on 
the public debt at a heavy loss, but if partisan clamor should drive 
the Government to pay the principal or interest of the national in- 
debtedness in silver, then the Government creditors would have to 
take 13.47 cents less in the dollar than they had supposed they bar- 
gained for if siiver remained at the present rates, 

If this construction should be put upon such a law as is proposed, 
it would be considered a partial repudiation of the national obliga- 
tions; it would be fatal to our publie eredit, and would defeat, as I 
have heretofore said, all efforts toward changing the remaining $1,000,- 
000,000 of 6 per cent. bonds to loans at a lower rate of interest, for 
every lender of money to the Government supposed he was to have 
gold coin in return. Assome of the countries of Europe are demone- 


| tizing it as a standard, the increased value which would be tempora- 


rily given to it here, if the bill should become a law, would make this 
country the common receptacle of all the demonetized silver of the 
Old World and thus eventually bear down its price below its present 
market rates, for that silver, waiting for a better market, may prob- 
ably be counted at more than a hundred million of dollars. 

Gold, being ascarcer metal and its production less variable, has been 
considered by most nations the most valuable fora metallic currency. 
Its prices measured by other commodities do not flictuate so much 
or so rapidly as silver, and Mr. Linderman, the able Director of the 
Mint, in his report of 1873, after stating the disturbances that have 
arisen in the bullion market, says: 

It is evident that Congress acted wisely in establishing gold as the sole standard of 
value. 

He also says in the same report that— 

The experiences of different countries, our own ine Inded, have conclusively shown 
that the double or alternate standard of gold and silver at fixed rates is subject to 
derangement from variations in the relative value of the two metals, and that the 
steady value of the money unit, which is a matter of great importance, can only be 


maintained by making one of the precious metats the standard or measure of value, 


and assigning a subordinate position as to coinage for the other 


From the experience of foreign nations and our own I am satisfied 


| that an unrestricted bimetallic currency of equal value cannot be 
It will thus be seen that all efforts of the nations to keep up an un- | 


restricted double standard have failed. It must necessarily be so, be- | 


maintained, and is a commercial and financial. impossibility. 

In my judgment, then, the passage of the bill would be a national 
calamity. It would be prejudicial to national credit and national 
honor, for by the general understanding of the Government and its 


| creditors, as I have endeavored to show on a former occasion, its ob- 


ligations were understood to be payable in gold, for when our loans 


were contracted gold was the only metallic “ coin,” save subsidiary 


coins, known to the people of the nation; and in addition it would 
disturb and unsettle all contracts that have beenentered into between 
individuals. 

I trust the bill will not be allowed to pass. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND ] 
has referred to the payment of Government bonds in gold alone. I 
wish to ask him whether the act of 1869 does not specifically declare 
those bonds payable in gold and silver, recognizing silver as well as 
gold as a proper medium of payment? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The act of 1869 says that the 
bonds of the Government are payable in coin. As I endeavored to 
show on a former oecasion, the only coin then known to the people 
was gold except subsidiary coins not a legal-tender over $5. 

I now yield to my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. LyNcu.] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
LyNcu | is entitled to the thirty minutes remaining of the hour of the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. Will my colleague [Mr.Lyncn] yield 
for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. LYNCH. Before yielding for that motion, I want to make a 
request of the House. I am very desirous to speak, because my State 
as well as the race with which | am identified has been very exten- 
sively alluded to in discussions in this House. But it would be im- 
possible for me to say in thirty minutes all that I desire to say. 1 
therefore ask the House to allow me, when this question is again 
taken up, to speak as within my own time, so that I shall be entitled 
to an hour instead of thirty minutes. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to this request. 

Mr. BLAND. I shall object, as I want to press the silver bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the position of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. He occupies the floor for the remain- 
ing portion of the hour of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. At the 
expiration of those thirty minutes, unless there is unanimous con- 
sent, his time cannot be extended any further. If any gentleman moves 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table, further time may be 
extended to him, but the Chair would be compelled to give an oppor- 
tunity for the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. LYNCH. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. STENGER. When the time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired, I give notice I shall move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CONGER. Lhope there will be no objection to receiving reports 
for printing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
yielded to his colleague [Mr. WELLS] to move the House adjourn. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I move the House now adjourn, and 
insist on the motion being put to the House. 

Mr. BANNING. Before we adjourn I should like to make a state- 
ment to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whatever is done must be by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I will yield to the gentleman for a 
motion to refer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. New] 
be permitted to make bis report, to be laid upon the table and or- 
dered to be printed, and also that an opportunity be afforded to sub- 
mit areport from the minority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not proper for the gentleman 
from Mississippi to make a motion to adjourn and then parcel out the 
floor to half a dozen members to introduce this or that proposition. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I demand the regular order of busi- 
ness, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. NEW. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report from a 
select committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to enter- 
tain any request. The mere fact, however, that the gentleman rises 
to submit a privileged report does not entitle him to be recognized 
pending the motion to adjourn, If there be no objection, however, 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CONGER. It is only to submit a report for printing. 

Mr. RICE. 1 demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio demands 
the regular order of business, which is a motion to adjourn; pending 
that, however, the Chair asks by unanimous consent that a report 
may be received from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and, found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (HH. R. No, 3856) for the relief of William H. French, jr., 
United States Army, late Indian agent at Crow Creek, Dakota; 

An act (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington; and 

An act (S. No. 779) to provide for the sale of the reservation of the 
confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians in the States of Kansas and 
Nebraska. 

APPROVAL OF A BILL. 


A message from the President, by U. 8. GRANT, jr., his Secretary, 
informed the House that the President had approved and signed a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

An act (H. R. No. 1336) to establish a new land district in the terri- 
tory of Wyoming. 

COTTON CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, by unanimous consent, lays 
before the House a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in refer- 
ence to a resolution of the House of March 14, transmitting a tabular 
statement of cotton claims presented to and paid by the Secretary of 
the Treasury from January 1, 1565, to January 30, 1576. 
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Mr. WILLIS. I move that communication be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered ty 
be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the order to print should not Io 
made until the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment report whether its printing is necessary or not. 

Mr. WILLIS. If it is not printed, it will facilitate more robbery, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a question of argument, ~ 

The report was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the fol- 
lowing cases: 

To Rev. I. L. Townsend, Chaplain of the House, for one day ; 

To Mr. RoBinson, indefinitely on account of sickness ; 

To Mr. FAULKNER, indefinitely on account of sickness ; 

To Mr. WALDRON indefinitely ; 

To Mr. SEELYE an extension for nine days; 

To Mr. Baker, of New York, indetinitely on account of illness; and 

To Mr. Davis, for ten days from the 11th instant. 

CONDUCT OF LOUISIANA FEDERAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. NEW. If there be no objection I will submit areport from the 
committee on the management. of federal offices in Louisiana, and ask 
also that the minority be allowed to present their views, and that 
both be laid upon the table and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I present the views of the minority, and ask that 
they be printed with the majority report. 

Mr. DARRALL. I submit a minority report on that branch of the 
inquiry relating to the shooting of Senator Twitchell and David King 
at Coushatta, Louisiana, and ask it be printed with the other reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection; and 
the reports will be laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


And then (at five o’clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, memorials, and other papers were presented 
at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of Eveline Glover, that she be 
granted a pension from the time of the death of her late husband, who 
was a private in Company E, First Regiment Florida Cavalry, to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Caroline R. Dulany, widow of 
Commodore Bladen_Dulany, that her pension be increased to $50 per 
month, to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Sarah A. Auld and Mary E. Duncan, heirs at 
law of Edward Auld, deceased, for compensation for property taken 
7 used by the United States Army, to the Committee on War 

Slaims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of R. A. Somerville, for recti- 
fication of certain allowances to his father, William Somerville, de- 
ceased, who was an officer in the revolutionary war, to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of George E. Ward, late a private in 
Company K, Thirteenth New York Cavalry Volunteers, for an increase 
of pension, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 11, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that the Journal does not show the motion 
for a recess that I made, the point of order submitted, and the ruling 
of the Chair, as I believe the Journal should as a part of the action 
of the Senate. If that ruling is to stand as a precedent, it ought to 
be in the Journal, so that we shall know officially what the proceeding 
was. I think the Journal ought to be corrected in that particular. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. On Tuesday last the Senate en- 
tered an order—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had called attention to a question of the Jour- 
nal which is not yet disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In what respect does the Senator 
from Vermont desire the Journal to be corrected ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit that the Journal is not fall in not show- 
ing the motion that was submitted for a recess, the point of order 
that was made upon it, and the ruling of the Senate speaking through 
the Chair on that point. That was a part of the proceedings of the 
Senate, and I think the Journal ought to show it. If it is to stand 
as a precedent, the Journal certainly ought to show it. 1, of course, 
care nothing about it in this particular instance; but I think the 
Journal always ought to show all the proceedings. This particular 
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instance, of course, is not of the least practical consequence ; but as 
a precedent establishing what the ruling of the Senate is in certain 
cases the Journal ought to show it, and being atrue Journal it ought 
to show actually the motion that was made, the ruling of the Chair, 
and the decision of the Senate. It perhaps is not of practical con- 
sequence enough in this instance to make any point about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be corrected ac- 
cording to the fact. The Recorp shows substantially how it was, 
and the Chair was not aware that it was not entered in the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not suppose the Chair was aware that it 
was omitted from the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made ac- 
cording to the facts, 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, 
seamen, and others, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 

Resolwed, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bil! disagreed to 


by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 


Messrs. LOGAN, BOOTH, and GORDON were appointed the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to the partition of real estate in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, asking a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the House ? 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the Presi- 
dent pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. Howe, and Mr. STEVENSON were ap- 
pointed the committee on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. An order was entered on Tuesday 
last authorizing John H. Russell to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate his papers in the matter of his claim against the United States 
for the loss of a steamboat. I find upon inquiry that the petition— 
there is no bill in the case—has been recommitted to the Committee 
on Claims. I move that the Committee on Claims be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of John H. Russell, praying 
compensation for the loss of a steamer alleged to have been destroyed 
by the confederates during the late war. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HAWAIIAN TREATY—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I hold in my hand a telegram adcressed to the 
honorable the Senateof the United States, signed by thirty of the 
leading citizens and firms of San Francisco. Among others, I see the 
names of Eugene Casserly and Milton 8. Latham, formerly Senators 
in this body, F. F. Low and Charles Clayton, formerly members of 
the House, and other gentlemen of the highest character and commer- 
cial standing. 

This telegram says: 

The honor of the country, its national and commercial interests, demand the 


passage of the Hawaiian treaty bill, and we, the undersigned, humbly pray for 
immediate action. 


I should like to say, with reference to this matter, that the most 
lively interest in it is felt in San Francisco and on the Pacific coast, 
and that delay in action upon it is producing considerable confusion 
to our commercial interests. Iam not sure, from some of the tele- 
grams that I have received, but that it would be better if the ques- 
tion should terminate even by defeat rather than to have it hang on, 
day after day, and week after week, and perhaps go over this session. 
I earnestly trust that the Senate will give an hour or two to the con- 
sideration of this matter and allow it to be terminated. 

Mr. MORRILL. I agree with the Senator that it would be most 
advantageous to the country to have it terminated by defeat. 

Mr. SARGENT. I know the Senatar’s hostility. I should like to 
ask the Senate to take a recess at five o’clock until half past seven 
or eight o’clock in order to consider this treaty atthe night session. I 
know how important it is to Senators who desire it that they shall 
make speeches; but it seems to me that we have now been inaking 
speeches for nearly a week and perhaps it will run some time 
longer. We are coming to the very heel of the session, and night 
Sessions seem to be absolutely necessary in order to attend to legisla- 
tive business. I, of course, would much rather take up the matter 
to-day and discuss it and dispose of it by daylight. It would incon- 
venience me as much as any other Senator, especially after a hard 
day’s work, to come here at night, but I see no osher way to have 
the subject considered. If some Senator can make some other sug- 


gestion which will enable me to see through the difficulty I should 
be happy to hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from California 
that I understand it is not usual to receive as a petition or memorial 
a telegraphic dispatch. Of course there is not the slightest objection 
to the Senator calling attention to it, as he has already done; but as 
a mere matter of precedent and regular proceeding I believe it has 
been settled often that a telegraphic dispatch cannot be put in asa 
petition. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not understand it to be within the rule; but 
I read the dispatch as part of my speech. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that I feel it an imperative duty, 
as I gave notice day before yesterday, after the pending order is dis- 
posed of to move to take up the constitutional amendment; bat I can 
assure the Senator from California that, so far as the Judiciary Com- 
mittee are concerned, so far as they can possibly see, we shall not all 
of us occupy three-quarters of an hour in the whole discussion in pre- 
senting the views of the committee and defending them; so that that 
will take but little time. 

Mr. SARGENT. I know how important that amendment is, and I 
think my views are very much in harmony with the Senator’s on 
that matter; but I have asked the Senate now for some weeks to 
give me an opportunity to have this measure heard, and by and by | 
shall submit the motion which I have suggested. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am in favor of sitting right straight along and 
not having. a recess, 

Mr. HOWE. Whenever the Senator thinks he is justified in mak- 
ing the motion the Senate will pass upon it properly. I want to say 
in this connection that I hope there will not be much time taken up 
in discussing the relative merits of different orders before the Senate. 
My colleague wants to move the consideration of a bill which, al- 
though it does not interest the United States at all, does interest a 
gentleman whose whole fortune the United States has in possession, 
and my colleague would like to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to make a suggestion, which I think 
is practical, and that is that after the speech is concluded by the Sen- 
ator who now has the floor on the pending resolution, that resolution 
be disposed of. There will be an opportunity to make general speeches 
upon the matter brought forward by the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. BOUTWELL] by the report of his committee. I myself may de- 
sire to speak upon that matter and I know that others will. That 
can be taken upa little later, and we can meanwhile dispose of some 
of these urgent matters of legislation, without disposing of which the 
Senate ought not to adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no motion pending. Peti- 
tions and memorials are still in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts may know what 
I am about to refer to, the appointment of a commission on the silver 
question. I was compelled to yield, as Senators are aware. That is 
the only matter in my charge that is pressing, and I should like to 
have the Senate act upon it this morning. I suppose there will be 
no debate about it. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I think the Senator from Ohio is entitled to 
have that resolution considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
have it taken up now, unless there is objection. I move that the 
House resolution on the silver question be taken up. 

Mr. LOGAN. I believe the only way to get anything before the 
Senate is to be persistent. I have tried for nearly a month to get up 
the bounty bill. I think no business pending is more important than 
that. I move to take up House bill No. 58, commonly known as the 
bounty bill, and I ask for a vote on my motion, 

Mr. SHERMAN. My motion is first in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio desires to 
take up what is known as the silver bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOGAN. I have asked the indulgence of the Senate so often 
in regard to this matter, and as there seems to be no disposition to 
allow it to come up, if an objection will put over any of these other 
measures, I shall object, and [ will insist on objecting to everything, 
I do not care what it is, until I have a vote on taking up this bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, I want 
to call his attention to one fact which may affect the motion he makes, 
and that isthe absence of the Senator from Nevada, (Mr. JONEs, ] who 
takes a very deep interest in the matter referred to by the Senator 
from Ohio. I for one should like to hear his views upon it, and prob- 
ably at a later hour to-day he will be here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have nodoubt the Senator from Nevada would 
be willing to have it taken up. I can say that the Senator from Iili- 
nois [Mr. LOGAN] can represent bim probably better than any one 
else on the question when it is taken up. 

Mr. HICHCOCK. I presume the Senator from Nevada can repre- 
sent himself better than anybody else could. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know his opinion about it. However, I only 
desire to have it considered to-day because I think there will be no 
serious objection to the passage of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to considering 
the joint resolution suggested by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to take it up. 





ee A ah A AE Ae rye 


Sa AOTC 5 EY 


PPLE NE Le on NIN rae 


© OD ENT OFRO “CREAR ESD. RE RE TR 
Se ear eat 


pe RT 


ome 


5432 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until the order of morning busi- 
ness is through, one objection rules it out. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, | 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution to print extra copies of 
the proceedings in the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap, with 
the opinions of Senators, to report a bill as a substitute for the con- 
current resolution, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The bill (8S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report 
of the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap was read and paseed | 
to the second reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present | 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it had better go on the Calendar and take | 
its chance with the other unobjected cases, as it is a bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is a bill, but it should be disposed of now for 
reasons of public economy. I do not care whether these extra copies 
are printed or not, but I should like to have the matter disposed of, 
because the type is kept standing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the type up? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose it will be stereotyped. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let the bill go on the Calendar. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to whom was referred a 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives to print addi- 
tional copies of the report of the commission of engineers upon the 
reclamation of the alluvial basin of the Mississippi River, have in- 
structed me to report a bill as a substitute for the concurrent resolu- 
tion. These resolutions are made bills because there is ng money al- 
ready appropriated applicable to this purpose, and if we are to order 
printing we must appropriate money to pay for it. We have econo- 
mized the public printing by cutting down the estimates one-third, 
and then we are constantly called upon to order printing for which 
there is no appropriation. 

The bill (8. No. 1041) to provide for printing the report of the en- 
gineers on the reclamation of the alluvial basin of the Mississippi 
River was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Both of these bills ought to be disposed of in some 
way at this time, especially the last one, because the work is not to 
be stereotyped. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much money does it call for? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Fourteen hundred dollars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask whether the general appropriation on the 
subject will not cover that printing? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It will not cover it and cover the ordinary print- 
ing ordered by the Senate and the House, such as the printing of 
bills and reports. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred a petition of citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying that the time fixed by law for the completion of the re- 
pavement of Pennsylvania avenue be not extended beyond December 
next, asked to be discharged from its further consideration ; which 
was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1009) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the re- 
pavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 19, 1876, reported 
in favor of its indefinite postponement. - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(HL. R. No, 4085) to repeal part of section 5 of an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 
19, 1876, reported it without recommendation, and asked that it be 
placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. KERNAN. What becomes of the report adverse to repealing 
the proviso limiting the time for paving Pennsylvania avenue to the 
Ist of December? Does it go on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is just reported and goes 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPENCER. The committee report the House bill without rec- 
ommendation, and the Senate bill we want indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both will go on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COOPER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1043) to amend the provisions of section 2966 
of the Revised Statutes regulating the collection of duties on im- 
ports and tonnage, &c.; which was read twice by its title, referred | 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1044) making appropriations to pay judgments 
of the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ~~ 
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EXPENSES OF DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. WINDOM. If there be no further morning business, I move to 
take up the House bill providing for the expenses of the District of 
Columbia until December next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio had moved, 
out of order, however, the consideration of what is known as the sil- 
ver bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Did not the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. LoGan } 
move to take up House bill No. 58, the bounty bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He did not move to take it up, for 
he was not in order; but he gave notice that he would move to pro- 
ceed to its consideration. The Senator from Ohio was out of order, 
and the Senator from Illinois objected and gave notice that he would 
move at the proper time to take up the bounty bill. The Senator 
from Minnesota is the first who has risen in order to move to take up 
a bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it will not take much time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move totake up the House bill providing for an- 
ticipating taxes in the District of Columbia, reported back from the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations a few days ago. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand the Senator from Illinois to object 
to this. 

Mr. WINDOM. The morning business has been concluded. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is before the Senate, 

Mr. LOGAN. Let the Senate decide it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to take up for consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3962) to provide means 
to defray the expenses of the District of Colambia until December 
1, 1876. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 
11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WINDOM called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boutwell, Christiancy, Cockrell, Cragin, Davis, Den- 
nis, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Hamlin, Howe, Kelly, Kernan, 
Key, McCreery, Maxey, Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, Sargent, Sherman, West, 
Windom, and Withers—27 

NAYS—Messrs. Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton, Cooper, Harvey, Hitchcock, 
Logan, Mitchell, Oglesby, Paddock, and Saulsbury—10. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Burn- 
side, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Mc. 
Millan, Merrimon, Morton, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Spencer, Ste- 
venson, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, and Wright —34. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill by inserting in line 6, 
after the word “by,” the word “ temporary,” and striking out the 
words “or otherwise ;” so as to make the bill read: 


That to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to defray the ex- 
penses of said District to December 1, 1876, they are hereby authorized to antici- 
pate by temporary loans the taxes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, a sum 
not to exceed $418,957.96, the interest on which shall not exceed 6 per cent. per 
annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. e 

Mr. KERNAN. Permit me to inquire have the preliminary steps 
been taken to levy this tax and in what shape it is! 

Mr. WINDOM. We have passed a tax law, but it does not take 
effect until December. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It takes effect now, but they cannot get the 
money until that time. Now I move to amend by adding at the end 
of the bill: . 


Said sum so borrowed shall be repaid out of the first avails of said taxes. 


Mr. KERNAN. Iassume that this is not one of the loans that the 
United States guarantee, of which we have heard so much. There is 
no pledge of the United States to repay this. 

Mr. WINDOM. There is an express provision that it shall be repaid 
out of the taxes collected. 

Mr. KERNAN. Who becomes liable for it in the mean time? The 
Federal Government ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us adopt that amendment, and then we can 
discuss the bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. I only want it explained. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I want to say a word on this bill, and I want 
to speak for one tax-payer in this District, a small one to be sure, and 
that is myself, in common with all the other tax-payers. This District 
now owes more than $20,000,000, and we have at last either at this 
session or the last one—I have forgotten which, this has been so long— 
made an explicit provision that the total debt of this District should 
not be increased under any circumstances whatever, which every- 
body thought, it being between twenty and twenty-five millions, 
was a very useful although a pretty late thing to do. Now the 
very first thing that happens about this District afterward is to 
provide for increasing this debt by nearly a half million dollars. [ 


| am opposed to it. 1am opposed to it because I can see that although 
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this money is now, as the amendment provides, to be repaid out of 
the first avails of these taxes next fall, that amount of taxes thus 
used will leave a deticit the next year of just the same or a greater 

,0unt. 

“- then for one—and I suppose we are likely to stay here all the 
time during the rest of this Congress apparently—I am willing to 
have the commissioners of this District get on as best they may, or not 
get on at all, from now until the time their money comes in, but they 
can geton. They will have to delay opening their schools fora month 
or two undoubtedly; they will have to diminish the operations of the 
board of health; they will have to curtail a great variety of in- 
cidental expenses that are wholesome and useful, I agree; but when 
we are absolutely swamped and crushed with this enormous debt, I 
want to put in as vigorous a protest as I can, without taking up time 
about it, against under any circumstances making the debt any larger. 
If we have not the money, let us wait until we have. Let us get on 
without the streets being swept, without anything that can possibly 
be dispensed with, and there is money enough so that it will not be- 
come disorganized. Let us get on and start with the money that we 
raise by this tax; and when the United States wants to appropriate 
something more, as it ought to do ont of its own Treasury to aid from 
time to time with its share, that will be very well. 

Now, as to the remark of my honorable friend from New York, I 
think the United States will be responsible for this money in the po- 
litical sense. I do not mean tosay that I think they will be responsi- 
ble for it by a suit in the Court of Claims. I do not say whether 
they would or would not ; but we have exclusive jurisdiction in this 
District; these commissioners are a corporation, a municipality es- 
tablished by us. We authorize them to borrow certain moneys. There 
is no power but ours that can take the money from the people by 
taxes to make them pay it. Therefore the United States are bound 
in that sense to see to it that the people who loan this money on the 
credit of the commissioners get it repaid to them and that we cause 
taxes enough to be raised or money otherwise furnished as a matter 
of political good faith to make it up. 

Mr. KERNAN. I make this inquiry, and I am disposed to join in 
this most vigorous protest of the Senator from Vermont, because the 
old law under which the Government is said to be liable now for some 
$15,000,000, if you will remember its terms, simply provided that the 
bonds of the District should be issued, and that the Federal Govern- 
ment agreed to fix the proportion that should be paid by the Federal 
Government, and that it would levy taxes on the District for the res- 
idue. The real reason why they became liable at all on these bonds 
issued, which are not in the name of the Government, is that the Gov- 
ernment did agree that it would appropriate its share and that it would 
cause taxes to be levied on the District; and yet we have run on since 
1574 with no government for the District, and there seems to be 
money now sought which I doubt not it will be claimed if borrowed 
if we do not get it out of the taxes must come out of the Federal 
Treasury. Now whether it is to be paid out of the Federal Treasury 
or by the people of the District, I think from what I can learn that 
the time has come when we should insist that there shall be no more 
borrowing of money here; and, asthe Senator from Vermont says, let 
us get along until December and start with the money tien and keep 
from running in debt any more. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senate has already agreed to appropriate 
$500,000 toward the share of the Government of the United States in 
the expenses of the District of Columbia. In the sundry civil bill an 
amendment of that kind was passed by the Senate not authorizing a 
loan but a contribution of what was believed to be our share of these 
expenditures for one year. Now, Mr. President, the theory of the 
Senator from New York sounds very well, but when you take into 
account the fact that the Government of the United States owns from 
40 to 50 per cent. of the property in the city of Washington, which 
is subject to no taxation whatever, I submit that it is hardly the fair 
thing to do to refuse to contribute anything toward the expenses. 
We are as much interested in good government in this District as the 
citizens are. If the Government property was subject to taxation, 
these contributions would be wholly unnecessary. We have made 
them for several years. The Senate, as I said a moment ago, pro- 
posed to make this contribution this year, but the House refused to 
make any contribution whatever. 

Now look at the state of the case for a moment, Mr. President. We 
legislate, as was stated by the Senator from Vermont, for the District 
of Columbia, and in that legislation we have provided that the author- 
ities shall perform certain duties which require an expenditure of 
money. Among other things, in the bill which provides for repaving 
Pennsylvania avenue we require the District of Columbia to take up 
and relay the water and gas pipes. I believe the District of Colum- 
bia is also required to light the entire city. The Government does 
not pay for lighting at all, except its public buildings. We require 
certain things with reference to schools, with reference to the police, 
with reference to the board of health, and in every other way we 
legislate compelling the District to pay money, and at the same time 
We put it out of its power to raise money by any means whatever. 

The tax law passed at this session postpones the collection of taxes 
until next December, so that they have no means of providing a reve- 
nue from taxation until that time. We have also repealed a law 
which authorizes the District of Columbia to colleet for licenses, and 
by that repeal I am informed they lose something like $100,000. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not repealed all the license laws, only 
the license on merchants. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am told that the change of the license law re- 
duces the revenues of the District $100,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the tax on real estate increases it by more. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is true, but that does not take effect until 
December, and this bill is merely to provide for the expenses of the 
District until moneys can be received under that law. Having put it 
out of the power of the District to receive money by taxation, hav- 
ing modified the license law so as to reduce their revenues largely, 
having provided that they shall perform certain duties requiring 
money, we have at the same time provided that they shall not bor- 
row money and increase the debt of the District of Columbia under 
penalties of imprisonment in the penitentiary and a large tine; and 
now we propose to stand here and say that we will not even give 
them a dollar as our contribution to the share of the expenses we 
ought to pay, nor will we let up in the least upon the prohibition to 
borrow money. 

I submit, Mr. President, that this places the District in a very em- 
barrassing position. The very least we can do, if we propose to con- 
tribute our fair share of expenses, is to allow them to borrow until 
our tax laws will bring money into the treasury and re-imburse that 
amount out of it. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Senator from Minnesota does not understand 
me as complaining of him; but I do desire to call attention to the 
state in which we are leaving this District, believing that we never 
shall improve it until we put a stop to the shiftless, temporary bor- 
rowing of money. By the law of 1874, if I remember aright, the 
prior government was abolished, and in one of the sections it was 
declared that there should be a commission of members of the two 
Houses appointed, who should apportion the sum of the expenses of 
the government of this District which shall be paid by the Federal 
Government and what portion should be assessed on the property of 
the District, and that there should be a commission to propose and 
arrange some government for the District; and yet now, in 1576, there 
is no provision for a government, as I understand, and there is no ap- 
portionment of the amount which shall be paid by the people and 
what by the Federal Government; but we refuse to appropriate, as 
it is said, and we go on borrowing. 

I concede that there should be ascertained and fixed the sum to be 
paid out of the Federal Treasury toward the expenses of government 
in this District, in lieu of what I suppose the General Government 
ought to be assessed for its property, and that the rest should be as- 
sessed upon the property of the District. This is just to the people 
of the District and I think we should do that and do that the first 
thing, because if we go on borrowing temporarily, not fixing the share 
of the Federal Government, not governing it as any other locality 
should be governed, by some known, tixed regulations and laws, we 
shall in a year or two have such another scene as when I came into 
the Senate last January: general denunciation, a great amount of 
debt, and a great deal of complaint that more had been spent than 
ought to have been spent. 

I am not saying whether that is just or not; but I insist that we 
owe it to the people of the District, to the property-owners, to the 
Government—we owe it to all that is thrifty and economical in gov- 
ernment that we should not go on borrowing temporarily upon some- 
body’s credit, without any great certainty whose, and not saying how 
much shall be paid out of the Federal Treasury and how much by the 
property of the District, and appropriating the one and collecting the 
other, and not spending any more than we do appropriate and col- 
lect. 

I say this in the interest of the people of the District and in the 
interest of the Treasury of the United States, and I hope that that 
will be done and that we shall not resort to this sort of shiftless 
mode of getting along which we are permitting and encouraging now 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
York says that there has been no proper government formed for this 
city. That is not the fault of the city nor of the District. 

Mr. KERNAN. Iam speaking of the legislation. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is our fault. 

Mr. KERNAN. It is the fault of Congress; so I mean. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It isthe fault of the Senator from New 
York, and the Senator from New Jersey, that they have not intro- 
duced proper measures for the government of the District, and it is 
bo argument why we should leave this city peuniless when we are 
going off here for three or four months, and the same is true in refer- 
ence tothe apportionment of the sum that the city and the Govern- 
ment should pay. These citizens are powerless, and it seems to me it 
would be almost disgraceful for the Congress of the United States, 
when they have the sole power to govern this city, to go off without 
making any provision for the preservation of the health and property 
of the city or any provision for the preservation of our own property 
or the health of the employés of the Government. 

As to the United States being liable under this bill I most respect- 
fully beg leave to differ from the Senator. The provision of the bill 
is that this shall be a temporary loan made by the District of Colum- 
bia to be paid out of acertain fund, to-wit, the taxes which shall be 
collected by next December. If I buy one of these bonds [ buy it ac- 
cording to the terms of the bill, and the Government of the United 
States isin my opinion in no sense liable, 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. I think we had better adhere to the resolution collection made under the tax law that we have passed. I should 
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of Congress expressed in the law which prohibits the commissioners | like to see the bill so amended. It seems to me it is a plain, impera- 


contracting any additional debt. 


It seems to me the Senator from | tive duty resting upon us to furnish these unfortunate people here 


Minnesota might perhaps amend the bill so that they might avail | with the weans of carrying on their government, especially as they 
themselves of funds derived from taxing property. While the com- | are in no sense whatever to blame for the delay. ; 


missioners are pot at liberty, I understand, to collect taxes prior to the 


Mr. HOWE. I should like to hear the amendment of the Senator 


Ist of December, if there was a provision in this bill authorizing a | from Vermont reported. 


sinall abatement on the voluntary payment of taxes before that time, 
you would then perhaps be in receipt of sufficient money to carry on 
the government of the District until the Ist of December, and not 
commit injustice to any one, and contract no new debt by simply 
allowing an abatement of taxes. 1 know that is the policy pursued 
in some States, to allow a small abatement to persous who see proper 
to anticipate the time of payment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will say to the Senator that the difficulty about 
getting in the taxes earlier arises from the time necessary to assess 
them. The bill passed too late to make the assessment, so that you 
cannot find out how much the taxes are for some time. 

I move now to strike out all after the enacting clause of this bill 
and insert the following provision : 

That the sam of $500 000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid into the treasury of 


th District of Columbia as the share of the United States toward the expenses of 
said District for the year beginning July 1, 1876. 


That the Senate has already once passed in the miscellaneous bill, 
but it was stricken out by the House; and now I can hardly doubt, 
if the facts be as stated by the Senator from Minnesota, that the 
House of Representatives, rather than let these people run in debt 
any more, if they are really in necessity and must have some money, 
to appropriate some sum (if it is right that the United States should, 
as we have all once agreed that it is and do agree now) which will 
contribute our fair share for the time being and not have any experi- 
ments of borrowing money. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that amendment will be adopted. I do 
not want myself to violate the law we passed early in this session 
prohibiting the increase of the debt in this District. If the House 
say $500,000 is too much, let them put it down to $50,000 or what- 
ever they think proper, to be paid out of the Treasury. 

Mr. INGALLS. As one member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia I have had good reason to be aware of the very anoma- 
lous and unsatisfactory condition of affairs in this District so far as re- 
lates to taxation and everything else affecting the social condition of 
the people, and I fully agree with what the Senator from New York 
has said in relation to the necessity of having some fixed and suitable 
system for the administration of affairs in this community. But, sir, 
that is not precisely the question that isnow before the Senate. Here 
is an immediate and urgent and pressing necessity. Congress is 
about to adjourn, leaving an empty treasury here in the District and 
no means appropriated for the purpose of carrying on the necessary 
functions of its government. Therefore, withholding all criticisms as 
to the condition of affairs here as to the way they have been adminis- 
tered, lL ask, what is the duty of the Senate and of Congress in this 
present juncture? If there is no money with which to pay for the 
lighting of the streets; if there is no money with which to pay for 
the necessary repairs that must be made upon the streets and in other 
portions of the city; if there are no funds with which to carry on the 
sanitary operations and protect the public health, what is our duty 
sitting here as one department of this Government? To waste our 
time iv empty criticisms and hostile animadversions about the way 
affairs have been carried on here? Certainly not. It isour business 
to make some provision, and immediately and instantaneously, by 
which the affairs of this District may be continued until such time as 
the wishes of Congress can be effectuated with regard to a permanent 
form of government in Washington. The people of this District are 
not to blame for the present condition of affairs. The law under 
which the taxes are now being collected was not passed until a period 
so late that the funds and revenue cannot be obtained in time to re- 
alize the necessary money to carry on the necessary affairs of this Dis- 
trict. The people are not to blame for it ; and therefore they should 
not be made to suffer for it. We are to blame for it; and therefore if 
there is anybody to be blamed or if there is any criticism to be made, 
we are the ones to share it. We ought not to inflict on the people 
here an unnecessary and dangerous delay. 

So far as the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont is 
concerned, it is undoubtedly correct ; but it introduces a new princi- 
ple that will probably result in hostile action on the part of the House, 
and may, therefore, defeat the whole object and purpose of the bill 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Asit isin the form of an amendment it will prob- 
ably go to a conference and we can retire if necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is very true. In the form of an amendment 
it may be submitted to a committee of conference of the two Houses ; 
bat inasmuch as this same amendment has been once submitted on 
an appropriation bill, has once been before a committee of confer- 
ence, and has been rejected, it appears to me as if we ought not to 
delay action on this bill for the purpose of again repeating an experi- 
ment that has once proved to be ineffectual. 

I do not like the terms of the original bill. Instead of saying that 
they are authorized to anticipate the taxes by a temporary loan, it 
seems to me that it would be proper to say that they should be au- 
thorized to make a temporary loan to be re-imbursed out of the first 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the sam of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid into the treasury of 
the District of Columbia as the share of the United States of the expenses of said 
District for the year beginning July 1, 1878. 

Mr. HOWE. The whole dispute is between two or three different 
methods of raising a small sum of money for the use of the District 
of Columbia. Let us vote, before the District perishes, on these prop- 
ositions one after the other, until we have voted on the last proposi- 
tion that is offered. Whatever we agree to, it will either be the bill 
which has passed the House or some amendment of that bill, which 
will go to the House, and we shall come to an agreement by and by, 

Mr. WINDOM. I feel it my duty to say that, while I cannot accept 
this amendment from the Committee on Appropriations, as I do not 
know what their views may be upon it, it so fully accords with my 
own judgment as to what is right that I am willing to take the 
chances of securing the action of the House favorable to it. We may 
not be able to do so, but I cannot bring my mind to vote against this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, as a substitute for the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to amend the title in accordance with the 
amendment, so as to make it read: “A bill making an appropriation 
to assist in defraying the expenses of the District of Columbia.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


BQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois, [ Mr. 
LOGAN. 

Mr. Sh ERMAN. I addressed the Chair first, Mr. President. 

Mr PADDOCK. The Senator from Illinois bas constructively held 
the floor for an hour. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will only say this about addressing the Chair first: 
It is the first time I ever knew that question raised after a gentleman 
was recognized. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator himself if I did not address the 
Chair first. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know; the President has decided you did 
not. I was not noticing who addressed the Chair except myself. I 
know I did; but whe did first is a matter for the President, and he 
has decided that I did. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will let me take this silver 
commission up; I must leave the city. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am sorry for that, because I am sorry to lose the 
society of the Senator ; but at the same time I cannot give up the 
floor if I am recognized. I move to take up House bill No. 58. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. LOGAN. I make the motion now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Texas [Mr. HAMILTON] is en- 
titled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas is not pres- 
ent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to postpone all prior orders and take up House 
bill No. 58. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tlinois moves to 
postpone the present and all prior orders for the purpose of consider- 
ing House bill No. 58. 

Mr. LOGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was paired with the Senator from Pennsy]- 
vania, [Mr. CAMERON.] I do not know how he would vote. I should 
vote “ nay,” if at liberty to do so. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 21, nays 
26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton, Conkling, Ferry, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hamlin, Harvey, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Key, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, 
Mitchell, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Spencer, West, and Windom—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Burnside, Christiancy, Cooper, 
Davis, Dennis, Eaton, Edmunds, Gordon, Howe, Kelly, Kernan, McCreery, Maxey, 
art, serene, Norwood, Randolph, hansom, Sargent; Sherman, Wallace, and 

ithers— 2. 

ABSENT —Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Barnum, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cockrell, Conover, Cragin, Dawes, Dorsey Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Johnston, Jones 
of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Morton, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Wadleigh, Whyte, and Wricght—24. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. I now move to take the post-route bill from the | 
table. The Senator who is entitled to the floor is not here. We can- 
not afford to wait for him to come. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator to let me take up 
the silver commission bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let me get up the bill and then if that will not 
take time I will yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If this resolution is going over, I, according to 
previous notice, want to call up the constitutional amendment, and 
I hope my friend from Maine will not press his motion. If this mo- 
tion is not agreed to I shall move, after my friend from Ohio has had 
done what he asks the privilege of doing, to take up the constitu- | 
tioval amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to taking up the bill suggested 
by the Senator from Maine; but I should like to make this proposi- | 
tion to the Senate, to allow the bounty bill just refused to be taken | 
up to be taken up to-night at eight o’clock to be considered. AllI desire | 
is this, which I think in all fairnessshould be done, to have the amend- | 
ments to the bill read, and the Senate agree or disagree to them, and 
takethe vote. I donot propose io detain the Senate with any discussion; | 
but there areenough people in this country interested in this bill at 
least to demand that they shall have a vote on the passage of a bill 
of this character. All I ask is that the bill be voted upon. If there 
is a majority of the Senate against it, that will end it. If there is | 
not, let the bill be passed. I do not want to detain the Senate by | 
discussion, but I want a vote on the bill. It has been here certainly | 
long enough and been laid out of the way for every other measure | 
that has come up before the Senate. Ido not think it is right for us | 
to evade a square vote on the bill. There is no other way to get it 
up. Ifthe Senate will agree to take it up to-night at eight o’clock, 
it will not take an hour unless somebody wants to discuss it. I will 
not take fifteen minutes unless some question may be asked that calls 
for an explanation. I will agree that I will not take over fifteen 
minutes in explanation of the provisions of the bill and then I will 
ask for a vote unless it is in answer to some question Senators may 
ask me in regard to some provision in the bill. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motionof the Senator from 
Maine is pending. The Senator from Maine has moved to postpone 
the present and all prior orders for the purpose of considering the 
post-route bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to say that Iam not opposed to any bill 
that shall fairly and properly equalize bounties. This bill is not such 
a bill. Lt is a bill to add one-half tothe pay of the Army during all 
the time of the rebellion. But there is another thing in relation to 
the bill—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, what is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska makes 
the point of order that the discussion is not on the pending question. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then [ desire to say that I am opposed to taking 
it up because I do not believe that in the time we now have we can 
so lick the bill into shape that it can possibly be executed. There is 
no provision for furnishing the funds; and this session is now so near 
a close that I despair of making any appropriation for the additional 
number of clerks, at least three hundred or more in number, that it 
will require to execute the law if the bill should be passed. 

Mr. President, again I am satisfied that we ought not at this 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is debate in order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is within the rules con- 
fined to the question before the Senate. The Chair supposed the 
Senator was speaking about postal clerks, but observes that his re- 
mark relates to clerks for the War Department. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am speaking against the propriety, on account 
of the shortness of time, of taking up this bill, because I do not be- 
lieve we have time, as I have said, to lick it into shape so that the 
soldiers will reap the benefit of it instead of the claim agents. I think 
that the opening of the accounts of all the soldiers of the war would 
merely open it for the benefit of the claim agents, and not of the sol- 
diers. I will be prepared to show, when I have time to discuss the 
auerits of the bill, that it will require one hundred and fifty or more 
millions of dollars from the Treasury, which is not provided for, and 
is indispensable whenever the bill becomes a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remind the Senator 
that the bounty bill is not before the Senate. The question 1s on tak- 
ing up the post-route bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask permission of the Senate to reply for just one 
minute to the statement of the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire just one moment. I did not intend to dis- 
cuss the proposition ; but I cannot allow to pass unnoticed such re- 
marks as the Senator from Vermont has made, so uncalled for and so 
unsupported by the record. I know he is a gentleman of great in- 
formation, and I supposed he had more on this subject than he ex- 
hibits. His statement that this is to pay double to soldiers for their 
service in the field is not warranted by any fact in the record. It is 
& proposition to pay the soldiers that which the law gave them and, by 
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| on the ground that there is not appropriation in this bill. 


| stance, a day or two days before their time expired. 





certain orders of the War Department, prohibited them from getting | 
by their being mustered out of the service before their time had ex- 
pired. The object of the bill is to give to those soldiers what the 
Government owes them and not what the Government does not owe | 
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them; and for the Senator to say that there is not time to lick this 


bill into shape is saying that the committee has not the ability to make 
| a proper bill. This bill needs no licking into shape; and it does not 


require the money to be paid either this year or next, but only pro- 


| vides that these soldiers shall receive what the law authorized them to 


receive during the war, and it will not do for the Senator to dodye 


I have al- 
ways the manliness when I oppose a Dill to say that I oppose it. 


| But to undertake to oppose a bill by stating facts that do not belong 
| to it and are in no wise connected with it is unworthy of the Senator 
| from Vermont and of the candor that he usually exhibits. 


I say in 
my place now that this is a bill to pay the soldiers what the Govern 
ment owes them and what the Government has failed to pay them. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not think the Senator from Ilinois is respon- 
sible for the shape of this bill, as it comes to us from the House ;' but 
I wish to ask him what was the pay of the soldiers during the war, 
and if this is not an additional eight and one-third dollars a month 
when the pay was $16? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must call for the regular order. 
from Illinois has had his three minutes. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the question and then yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator may go on another minute. 

Mr. LOGAN. I only want to answer that question. The Senator 
misapprehends it. He says this adds to their pay. It does not. The 
Congress of the United States gave to the soldiers a certain amount 
of money as bounty over and above their pay. It gave $100 for one 
year, $200 for two years, and $300 for three years; and this is to sup- 
ply the deficit that the Government failed to pay them when they 
had not served the exact time but were mustered out sooner, for in- 
Then the Gov- 
ernment refused to pay them the bounty at all because they had not 
served the entire time for which they had enlisted. This is to give 
them the eight and one-third dollars a month for the time they served 
and equalize them with those who did serve out the time; and that 
is all there is in it. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
iar—— 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I rise to a question of order. 
to proceed with the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is by unanimous con- 
sent, and objection is made to its further continuance. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the Senate will give unanimous consent 
to consider this bill this evening. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That question is not before the 
Senate. Several Senators have objected to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Maine moves the 
postponement of the present and all prior orders for the purpose of 
taking up the post-route bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I of course have no particular opposition to the 
post-route bill, but I think it ought to wait until we act on the con- 
stitutional amendment which the House has sent over to us, and I 
ask my friend therefore to let me call up that and then I shall have 
no objection to yield to him. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I submit the matter to the Senate 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I hope the Senate will not agree to my 
friend’s motion, and if it does not I will move to take up the consti- 
tutional amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Maine. 

The question being put, the ayes were 32. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I give it up. The constitutional amendment has 
no chance against the post-route bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Maine is agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No, 1007) 
concerning the employment of Indian scouts. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 3083) to remove the political disabilities of C. M. Wilcox, of 
Maryland ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 


My friend 


Let me ask the Senator, for he is perfectly famil- 


I insist we ought 


The question is on the motion of 


| House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 


upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 779) to provide for the sale of the reservation of the 
confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians in the States of Kansas and 
Nebraska ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3856) for the relief of William H. French, jr., 
United States Army, late Indian agent at Crow Creek, Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 40287) continuing the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to provide temporarily for the expenses of the Government.” 

PETITION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, praying relief from alleged hardships incident to the re- 
quirements of the homestead law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
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THE POST-ROUTE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3628) establishing post-roads, the pending 


question being on the following amendment proposed by Mr. HAMLIN 
as an additional section : 


See. 2. That section 1 of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Offiee Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877 and 
for other purposes,” approved July 12, 1876, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by repealing the following words 

* Provided, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to re adjust the compensation to be paid from and after the Ist day of July, 
1876, for transportation of mats on railroad routes by reducing the compensation to 
all railroad companies for the transportation of mails 10 per cent. per annum from 
the rates fixed and allowed by the first section of an act entitled ‘An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Otlice Department for the Seosl gent ent 
ing June 30, 1874, and for other purposes ‘approved March 3, 1573, for the trans 
portation of mails on the basis of the average weight.” 

And that the sum of $900,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated out of any 


moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for transporting the mails of the 
United States on railroads 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, at the time when the Senate had 
under consideration the bill which is now before us, | had been in- 


viting its attention to the propriety of making a provision for the | 


restoration of what are called the fast-mail trains, and [ had intro- 
duced an amendment to accomplish that object. The bill was sum- 
marily laid upon the table, and I think now, with the addition of that 
power which belongs to fast trains, 1 have finally succeeded in get- 


ting the bill again before the Senate. I had addressed the Senate | 


perhaps half an hour in relation to that subject, and at that period 
of time what I proposed to say would have occupied about another 
half hour. So, while other geutlemen have been addressing the Sen- 


ate on other questions, I have oc-upied the position of having a speech | 


half delivered for several days, and as Senators have questioned some- 


what the courtesy which I mavifested in seeking to get this bill | 


again before the body I mention it. 


I said the other day that time was money to the business man, and | 


I will change the axiom and say that time is of value to the legisla- 
tive body and especially to this body now; and I will not continue 
the debate in relation to the fast-mail service, but will leave it for the 


judgment of the Senate upon what I have already said, adding only 


that I will withdraw the amendment which I submitted the other 
day, which was a repeal of the 10 per cent. reduction applied to all 
roads, and present a new amendment applying only to the New York 
Central, and the Michigan Southern route to Chicago, and the Penn- 
sylvania railroad to Saint Louis, and then to leave the Senate to de- 
termine what they will do. I withdraw the pending amendment, but 
IL submit twoor three amendments for additional routes to the bill 
which I ask the Senate to adopt. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The Cuter Clerk. The amendments are, after line 819, to insert : 

From Ferrytown to White Plains. 

After line 1053 to insert: 

From Charlotte to Bellburg. 

After line 96 to insert: 

From Fresno, via Fort Miller, Big Dry Creek, Academy, to Toll House. 


From Fresno to Riverdale 
From Visalia, via Grangerville, to Leonore. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I now submit the following amendment for the 
restoration of what were called the fast mails 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lask the chairman to give way for me to offer 
a little amendment in respect to a new route. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. Let the Senator have his amendment pnt 
tirst. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move to insert after line 724: 

From Nebraska City, via Glen Rock and Sheridan, te Humboldt, Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Now Loffer wy amendment, and ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read : 

Sec. —. That the sum of 8150000 be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasufy arising from the revenues of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending Juno 30, 1877, in addition to the sum appropriated for in- 
lund mail transportation by ritilroad by an act entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
is77, and for other purposes,” approved Jaly L2, 1s76; Provided, That the Postinas- 
ter-General is hereby authorized to only apply this sum to restoring, so far as it may 
be possible to do so, the tranaportation oF the mails by the fast-mail trains, by the 
New York Central, the Mudson River, and Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Rail- 
roads between New York and Chicago, and over the Pennsylvania Railroad and its 
connections between New York and Saint Louis, New York and Chicago, and New 
York and Cincinnati. 

Mr. HARVEY. I did not hear distinctly the reading of the amend- 
ment, and I wish to ask the Senator from Maine, the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post-Roads, what is the amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated f 

Mr. HAMLIN. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HARVEY. And to be applied to the railroads named simply 
for the purpose of the transmission of the fast mails? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. HARVEY. [hope that amendment will not be adopted. Early 
in the session we had before us a bill fixing the rate of postage on 
third-class matter. That bill was unsatisfactory to half the Senate ; 
but being presented by a_united committee, the Committee on Post- 


| Offices and Post-Roads, the bill bronght forward by that committes 

was sustained here against a proposition which I offered to reduce 
the postage on third-class matter tothe rates which had existed prior 
to the 3d of March, 1875. That was dove for the reason urged by the 
committee that it was necessary to do so in order to make as nearly 
as might be the Post-Oflice Department self-sustaining. I never be- 
lieved that the Department should be made self-sustaining. I ear- 
nestly advoeated such a rate of postage as had existed prior to the 
amendment I have alluded to and which was passed in an appropria- 
tion bill on the 3d of March, 1875. The Senate was equally divided 
on that proposition, and it was lost for the lack of a single vote. The 
bill then went to the House of Representatives, and was considered 
by a committee of conference, the result of which was that a com- 
promise was agreed to that is, if possible, more unsatisfactory than 
either of the propositions, a compromise which makes discriminations 
| between certain classes of third-class mail matter that seems to rest 
on no reason at all. For instance, | will cite the fact that in that 
classification sheet-music, which is classed as third-class mail matter, 
is transmitted at the rate of one cent for two ounces, and seeds, cut- 
tings, bulbs, and other matters of that kind, recognized as third-class 
matter, also are transmitted at the rate of one cent per ounce, being 
double the rate charged upon sheet-music and other third-class mat- 
ter rated without any more apparent reason than there is in the dis- 
crimination between these two kinds of articles. 

But, independent of this question, | am opposed to the proposition 
for another reason. The Senator from Maine the other day in the first 
| part of his speech stated that we are without any remedy; in other 
words, that we are at the merey of afew men controlling the lines of 
railroad mentioned in this amendment. Sir, if Lunderstand it aright, 
all the railroads in this country have been declared post roads, and if 
a necessity arises | think it is within the power of this Government to 
| ake provision to have the mail carried on those routes in whatever way 
may be deemed just to the parties owning the roads, and this can be 
reached by the Government under the right of eminent domain, if 
necessary. 

I am, therefore, opposed to making a discrimination in favor of 
these lines and in favor of that small proportion of the people of this 
country classed as business men in the sense in which the term is 
here used, meaning simply merchants and bankers and others engaged 
in the transmission of matter through the mails for the purpose of 
mercantile gain. 

There is a very large proportion of the people of this country who 
deem it of more importance that the people at large, the people re- 
siding in small towns and villages and on the farms in the rural dis- 
tricts, should have at least equal facilities for the transaction of their 
business throngh the mails with the class that I have alluded to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator if-on all the re- 
mittances that are made from the State of Kansas to the commercial 
center of New York or the commercial center of Chicago and all the re- 
mittances that may be sent or credited from New York or Chicago to 
Kansas in the transactions as to grain and other products of that 
State one day’s interest saved on every remittance and on every credit 
would not be of very great benefit to every citizen in his State, di- 
rectly or indirectly ? 

Mr. HARVEY. Lapprehend that the interest of the majority of the 
citizens of the State in that matter would be exceedingly remote. [ 
fear it would be so remote that it would be hardly appreciable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Well, sir, I will say that it is considered of so 
great importance by the banks and others at Chicago who make great 
daily remittances from that city to New York that they are willing to 
undergo almost any other privation rather than of this fast mail. I 
know that is the case with the commercial center in my State, Omaha. 

Mr. HARVEY. Iam aware that this would be a great benefit to 
the city of Chicago. That is unquestionable. It would be a great 
benefit to the pariicular lines of railroad mentioned in this amend- 
ment. That is unquestionable. But it involves the necessity of 
making an additional appropriation of $150,000 for the purpose of in- 
ducing those companies to run a train a little more rapidly than the 
usual mail trains upon their roads wheu they are already receiving a 
compensation larger than that given to any railroad in the civilized 
world for the transmission of the United States mail. I say that the 
advantages resulting to the people of the United States are not sutti- 
cient to warrant that expense and the concession of the principle that 
is involved in it. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HARVEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEST. I presume the Senator is informed on the subject, and 
I for one should like to be informed, and I have no doubt the Senate 
| would. I wish to ask him what is the basis for his statement that 
mails are carried in this country at a greater cost than in any coun- 
try in the civilized world? I do not question the truth of the state- 
ment, but I should like the Senator to state to us if he knows—he 
must have had some information to base that statement on—what it 
costs to carry the mails in France and in England on railroads. 

Mr. HARVEY. Well, sir, I have not at band the statistics. I did 
not expect this question to come up this morning, but I think the 
Senator can easily satisfy himself on that point. 

Mr. WEST. I have not been able to do so. 

Mr. HARVEY. The mails in France and England are transmitted 
much more often, much more expeditiously than they are on the gen- 


























erality of routes in this country, and therefore there may be at first 
sight an apparently greater expenditure there than in this country; 
but I abide by the fact that I have stated, and I have no doubt that 
I can produce the authority. 

But I was going on,.when interrupted by the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, to speak of the principle involved in this matter. The roads 
mentioned in this amendment are the very roads spoken of in the re- 
port of the Special Committee on Transportation of the Senate, who 
tell us that a few men controlling these roads at their will impose a 
heavy tax upon the business of this country for the transmission, not 
of the remittances spoken of by the Senator from Nebraska involved 
in the transactions of the commercial business he alluded to, but of 
the products themselves constituting the basis of that business. I 
say it is reported by the Committee on Transportation that a few men 
controlling these roads at their own sweet will impose on the people 
of this country taxes on the transmission of the necessities, the abso- 
lute comforts, and the few luxuries that the people generally of this 
country are enabled to obtain; these railroads levy a tax upon them 
such as neither this Congress nor any other legislative body in this 
country would dare to impose. It would create a political revolu- 
tion, as they say and say truly. And yet these few men, not satisfied 
with the power which they enjoyed at that time, must levy upon the 
Government itself for the transmission of its official mail matter in a 
few hours less than they have been accustomed to carry it, and for the 
intelligence which the Government assumes to convey by its mail 
lines, an extra compensation of $150,000, and that for a matter in 
which few people comparatively are interested and by which none of 
the other lines of transportation of the mails are benefited. It is sim- 

ly aconcession of that much money to a position that these men 
come taken that the laws must be made to conform to their peculiar 
interests. 

For these reasons, which I have stated hurriedly, not being fully 
prepared to discuss the question because I had no anticipation this 
bill would come up to-day, I am opposed to this amendment and I 
hope it will not prevail, and I am fearful that, should the amendment 

wevail, it would involve the loss of all that is contained in the bill. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, as 1 had the honor to serve with my 
esteemed friend from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] upon the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the post- 
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proposition that he has submitted to the Senate at the present time. 

The fast-mail system of the United States, as we a!l know, is a re- 
cent improvement of the expedition with which the public business 
is generally transacted in the North and the West. It has met, I 
think, with the community at large as much favor as almost any prop- 
osition of that character that hasever come under their notice. When 
the House of Representatives refused to accede to the ideas of the Sen- 
ate to the extent that would permit the continuance of the fast-mail 
service, as one of the conferees on the part of this body I felt that it 
was my duty to permit the sacrifice of that service rather than to 
have the stoppage of the service at large. But since the result has 
developed that that action has ended the fast-mail service in this 
country such representations have come to us from the public through 
the press and other mediums as should induce us to consider the pro- 
priety of its restoration. 

Now I ask attention of the Senate for a moment to the amounts of 
money that have been used in the last fiscal year and are proposed to 
be used in the various characters of mail service throughout the 
country in the coming year. 

By an official statement which I have from the Postmaster-General, 
I find that the amount of money expended in the railroad service for 
the fiscal year just ended was $9,874,956. We have appropriated 
$9,100,000 for the ensuing year, $774,000 less than the preceding year, 
abating the amount payable to these railroads by 10 per cent., and 
not allowing for any possible increase natural to the service. So we 
are going into an expenditure this year of $9,100,000 against $9,274,000 
last year. But how is it with the remote districts represented here by 
my friend from Kansas? How is it with those suffering people in the 
remote West, who, the Senator says, are not to be benefited by this ap- 
propriation? Instead of curtailing their facilities, instead of reduc- 
ing the amount to carry mails in Kansas by the stage routes and by 
horses, we pe $1,100,000 more this year than we have ever given be- 
fore. I will substantiate that statement by the quotation which I 
will make: 


The amount for star and steamboat service— 


: Star service it is well known means the mails carried by stage and 
L10rses— 


ior the year ending June 30, 1876, was $5,634,403, 


The amount that we have appropriated for these citizens of Kansas 
and on the frontier and in the extreme West who are not benefited, 
the Senator says, by the fast mails in the localities here specified— 
although that is a point which I will answer—is this year $6,730,851. 
In other words, we have cut down the service at home, in the very 
heart of the system, three-quarters of a million and added to the ex- 
tremities $1,100,000. If the Senator will answer the proposition how 










































the heart, I shall be obliged to him. 
That this reduction was made, and that it was justifiably made, I 
have no doubt. The rates upon railroad transportation were raised 















oftice appropriation bill, I desire to say a few words in bebalf of the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 













before the panic. 
down in prices all over the country, and notably in railroad freights. 
Therefore the reduction was justifiable, and I went with the House, 
and the committee of which I had the honor to be a member went 
with the House in that reduction: but we warned them, “Do not 





the extremities are to be saved when you cut off the circulation at | 


} 
was, is it of such importance that the whole 
| 












Since that time there has been a general cutting 


pare too close ;” we pleaded with them for a few hundred thousand 


dollars to maintain this fast-mail service, but our efforts were of no 
avail; and what is the consequence ? 
on behalf of the people of the United States situated on the frontier 


If we can facilitate the service 


and in the remote districts of the country, where it is well known 
that the mail service contributes nothing to the support of the Gov- 
ernment, but, on the contrary, is an extreme expense, why not facil- 
itate it in the regions where it does pay, for the mails from New York 
and Chicago undoubtedly return a large percentage in excess of the 
expense? Surely the proposition is reasonable. Surely it would con- 
duce to the benefit of those in the remote districts as well as those in 
that immediate section of the country. 

The Senator should not ignore the question which was put to him 
by the honorable Senator from Nebraska when he called his attention 
to the fact that the remittances between Chicago and New York were 
facilitated and expedited twelve hours by this process. I ask him, 
is it no benefit to the men out West who are remitting their money 
to the commercial centers of the country that twelve hours shall be 
gained on every one of them? Can the Senate contemplate, can any 
gentleman here tell me, how much money is passing hourly and mo- 
mently through the mails of the United States, in regard to which 
time is money? Will not the little pittance of $150,000 asked for in 
this proposition to restore a fast-mail service be paid, and be paid 
over and over again, to the people of this country by the saving of 
interest on their remittances? Most assuredly and most undoubtedly 
it will. If we can in our bounty and according to our conception of 
what is just to these remote districts furnish them with a million and 
odd dollars more than we gave them last year, can we not cut off this 
$150,000 instead of $750,000, the amount which was given to these 
railroads? 

The Senator says a few railroads are preying upon the people. If 
they are preying upon the people, they are not preying throngh the 
Post-Office Department, because nobody has ever disputed the idea 
that the railroads throughout the country, at the rate of compensa- 
tion given to them by the Government of the United States, are not 
paid in proportion to their other business. 

This isa small matter. We have cut down,I repeat again, $750,000 
over the amount expended last year and we have cut too close. That 
is my opinion, and I think it will be the opinion of the Senate; Iam 
quite confident that it will meet the approbation of the House at the 
other end of the Capitol. I think it ought to be done, nor can I see 
nor have I heard anything advanced that should prevent it when it 
is known that we are deprived of these privileges. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was a member of the conference committee on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the post-office appropriation 
bill, and I agreed to the report of the conference committee. The 
principal trouble between the two Houses was in regard to the com 
pensation to railroads for carrying the fast-mail service. I then be- 
lieved that report was a just and fair compremise between the two 
Houses who disagreed, and I signed the report along with the other 
members of the Senate committee. It was signed correspondingly by 
the conferees on the part of the House and it was adopted by both 
Houses. I regarded that as a settlement of a very disputed question 
between the two Houses. I believed that, in accordance with the 
great reduction which has taken place throughout this country in 
everything, there should be a decrease in the compensation paid to 
railroads corresponding to that which has taken place everywhere 
else. That report was unanimously adopted in the conference com- 
mittee and adopted by both Houses. I may be mistaken. but it occurs 
to me that if the proposition of the Senator from Maine is adopted 
now, it is a departure from that which was settled by that conference 
committee. That is the view which [ take of it. 

One other point. It has been said here to-day, and it has been said 
on many other occasions, that in the newly settled parts of the coun- 
try the mails are really an expense to the Government. Undoubt- 
edly that is true. It has been true of every State as it was being 
settled, but the policy of this Government has been to setile up its 
new Territories and to advance intelligence into the country as it 
was being settled. That has been carried out in all the States as they 
were being settled. The Post-Office was an expense to the older and 
more populous States until the country became settled up. That is 
true of that country which is now being settled up, and the policy 
which has been pursued in sending mails out from the centers into 
the newly settled country isa policy which is pursned toward every 
State now settling up. It is but just and right that that should be 
done, although it may be an expense to the general public. 

In respect of this fast-mail service, while all admit that it may he 
a matter of convenience and to certain localities a matter of impor- 
tance, yet the question which was before my mind in the conference 

sople of the country 
should pay this large amount of money which we have cut down, 
$900,000? Is it of so much importance that we shall extend this 
fast-mail service for the benefit of the few at the expense of the 


many? We have now a proposition to appropriate $100,000 for a 


service that is limited tocertain railroads named, yet to my mind the 
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same proposition still presents itself. While it may be and doubtless 
is of importance to certain portions of the country, it is not of that 
importance that will justify taking out of the Treasury of the whole 
people that amount mainly for the benefit of a few. 

But the principal point which I desired to mention was the view 


did so because I regarded the course pursued by that committee as 
right and as a settlement of the question. I think so yet, and I there- 
fore stand by the report of that committee, which bas been adopted 
by both Llouses, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say one word in relation to what has 
fallen from the Sepator from Texas. The Senator from Texas is 
right in saying that the whole committee agreed to the report in re- 
lation to the post-oflice appropriation bill; but that Senator will 
recollect distinctly, 1 am quite sure, that it was done under the ex- 
pression of the belief that it would not stop what were called the 
iust-mail trains. That was the belief expressed by all the House 
members of the committee ; and while it was not my opinion I knew 
very well that Il might err and they might be correct. 1 therefore 
agreed to it. 

Phis is the case in a nut-shell: We have here a bill that appropri- 
ates $1,000,000 to establish exterior post-oflices and post-routes, to 
which | agreed as a matter of right; bat when you come to the great 
arteries that furnish the communication and the revenues of your De- 
partinent, which do the great amount of business, and they ask that 
they shall be accommodated in the transmission of the mails they re- 
ceive twenty-four hours between Chicago and New York, and that it 
shall be done only at the expense of $150,000, L appeal to the Seuvator 
from ‘Texas and ask if it is not a policy which those who are inter- 
ested in the little offices ought to adopt? I ask if in justice, I ask if 
in right, 1 ask if in accordance with the best interests of the serv- 
ice, Lhe great channels ought not to be accommodated to that small 
extent, while we are at the same time accommodating the exterior 
ollices to the amount of 34,000,000? That is the way in which it is 
presented precisely, It is simply and only to remedy a condition of 
things which it was believed would not exist if the 10 per cent. reduc- 
tion on the railroad service was adopted all over the country. A 
road that carries your mail thirty-five miles an hour is entitled to 
more Compensation than that which makes but twenty miles. 

Lhe whole question is whether we shall restore this fast service. I 
believe it ought to be done. 1 am quite sure, I am positive that if I 
had known the reduction would have discontinued this service I never 
would have agreed to the report of the conference committee, Every 
member who did sign it signed it with the belief that it would not 
accomplish that result. To that extent it would change the action 
of the report of the conference committee if this amendment should 
be adopted, none else; it only meets a contingency which it was not 
then supposed would arise. I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine whether he thinks the action on the part of the railroad com- 
panies Was siuply a “ bluff game,” or whether they couid not afford 
to carry the fast mail? 

Mr. HAMLIN. They cannot do it at the reduced rate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In addition to what the Senator from Texas 
has said in reference to this propositiou in relation to the report of 
the conference committee, I think we onght to consider this ques- 
tion carefully. The proposition is to pay certain railroads, two, I 
believe, a specified sum of money for placing upon their lines fast- 
mail trains. That these fast-mail trains would be an accommodation 
to a certain extent, and to a very considerable extent, 1 admit, to 
certain business interests of the country. There can be no question 
about that. 

In the tirst place, while we are economizing, while even the public 
service is said to be greatly embarrassed by the economy which is in- 
stituted, is it not proper to be careful how we pay for that special 
service Which is bat a luxury to the business interests of the country? 
it is not indispensable, because their mails will be carried even if 
the fast mails shall not be put on. They will be carried in the usual 
time that they have heretofore been carried, because this fast-mail 
service is comparatively an experiment yet. Besides that, there are 
other sections of country than those which are supposed to be aided 
by fast-mail service that have equal claims upon the attention of 
Congress. What particular advantage should New York and Chicago 
and other northern cities which are benefited by this service have 
over other sections of the country? For instance, suppose the Balti- 
more merchants desire a fast mail, they have as much claim to be 
served with that fast mail as the merchants of New York and the 
merchants of Chicago. Suppose some men want a fast-mail train 
from here to New Orleans by the way of Richmond and Atlanta. 
They have just the saine right to ask that a small appropriation shall 
be made for that. Where, I ask, is the expense of this service to 
stop? 

Besides, I do not hesitate to say that your mails will go by fast 
trains whether you adopt this amendment or not. 1 know that it is 
desirable to the railroad companies to be paid liberally for these fast- 
mail trains, and I am aware that they have threatened to discontinue 
the service if they are not paid; but as an American Senator, legis- 
lating for the interests of the whole people, I close my ears to the 
threats of the railroad companies in any such thing. If it does not 
pay, then let them not do it; it is their right, their privilege, to stop; 





but their threats to me are not to inflnence my action in any respect. 
If I am willing that the mail service shall be properly performed, 
then I close my ears, I repeat, to any intimation or threat on the part 
of any railroad corporation that they are going to discontinue a serv- 


| ice which may be desirable to the business interests of society. Your 
that | took of it as a member of the conference committee, and I only | 


fast mails will go, whether this amendment shall pass or not; but, 
as a matter of course, if the railroad companies by temporarily lop- 
ping off these mails can come to Congress and extort appropriations 
to carry them, they will do so. When they find that the Congress of 
the United States are determined not to yield to any such demand, 
they will comply with the wishes of the public. In my opinion they 
could afford to ran even fast-mail trains without the 10 per cent. 

After all, while I consider that the fast-mail trains are an advan- 
tage to the business interests of the country to a certain extent, I do 
not believe that they are of such paramount importance as to justify 
us in entering upon appropriations for carrying fast mails through 
every portion of this country; because it would tax very heavily the 
Post-Oflfice Department and increase the expenses of that Depart- 
ment. I see no special reason why a particular section or locality 
should have the benefit of this service, which is not proposed by this 
amendment to be extended to other sections of the country. It is 
said that they are benefited in certain points beyond these centers. I 
ask if the mails for Richmond and Saint Louis have to be carried to 
Chicago to be distributed. There are mails to Cincinnati, there are 
mails to Louisville; and once you establish the policy that certain 
localities shall have the advantage of fast-mail trains by special ap- 
propriations in that behalf, you will have petitions here from other 
sections of the country praying that similar justice may be done to 
them, and that they may have the same advantage. 

I dislike very much to vote against any amendment which emanates 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, especially when 
it meets the approbation of the chairman of that committee, who I 
know is very carefal in all he does on a question of that kind; but 
an honest conviction that this amendment onght not to pass induces 
me, reluctantly, I admit, to vote against it. 

Mr. DENNIS. I am in favor of the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, becanse any restriction upon the transmission of 
information is a step backward in this age. I am not only willing 
to vote for that amendment but I move to add to it the following: 


And to enable the Postmaster-General to arrange for fast-mail trains over the 
Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad’ and over the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad and its connections to Washington, Saint Louis, and Chicago, 


75,000, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. BurNstpE in the chair.) The 
question recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Maine as 
amended. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
stand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The CHieF CLERK. 
lowing : 


Let it be reported as amended, so that we may under- 


The amendment will be reported. 
It is proposed to insert as section 2 the fol- 


Sec. 2. That the sum of $150,000 he, and is hereby, appropriated out of any mon- 
eys in the Treasury arising from the revenues of the Post-Oflice Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, in addition to the sum appropriated for in- 
land mail transportation by railroad by an act entitled “An act making —— 
tions for the service of the Posi-Ofice Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877, and for other purposes,” approved July 12, 1876: Provided, That the Post- 
master-General is hcreby authorized to only apply this sum in restoring, so far as 
it may be possible to do so, the transnortation of the mails by fast-mail trains over 
the New York Central and Hudson Kiver and Lake Shore and Michigan Sonthorn 
Railroads, between New York and Chicago, and over the Pennsylvania Raflroad 
and its connections betweeu New York and Saint Louis, New York and Chicago, 
and New York and Cincinnati: and to enable the Postmaster-General to arrange 
for fast-mail trains over the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad 
and over the Baltimore and Obio Railroad and its connections to Washington, 
Saint Louis, and Chicago, $75,000. 

Mr. SAULSBURY and Mr. HARVEY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I know that this proposition is calculated to 
increase the expenses of the Post-Office Department, and I think that 
the expenses of that Department are already sufficiently high. This 
wis the judgment of the Senate in passing upon the post-office ap- 
propriation bill. I do not know where this matter is to stop. If we 
are to go on all over the country and pay for extra mail service, where 
is the limit? 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senate will lay this bill on the table or in- 
definitely postpone it we can save another million of dollars. It isa 
simple question whether you will expend a million of dollars to have 
new routes and then deny the great heart of the country that commu- 
nication which it needs. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. So far as the provisions of the bill are con- 
cerned it is simply to extend the ordinary postal facilities by connec- 
tions to neighborhoods that do not now have them. The general ob- 
ject of the bill is simply to establish post-routes where the people have 
no post-routes. To that bill it is proposed to append a provision to 
pay for specified services for certain localities where they have al- 
ready great postal facilities. The amendment of the Set.ator is not 
on a par with the general provisions of the bill. I am aware of the 
character of the bill. It is to establish certain post-routes, Why? 
Because there are certain localities that have no pustal facilities. To 
such a bill is appended au amendment to pay for special service by 
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fast-mail trains, for the benefit of certain other localities that already 
have very great postal facilities. There is avery marked difference be- 
tween the genera) features of the bill and the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine. At any rate, I shall record my vote against the 
whole bill if such a provision as that is made. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I trust that the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine will be adopted. I believe that the business interests of 
the country demand that this fast mail shall be kept up and main- 
tained. The only objection I have to it is that if does not go far 
enough. While it provides for the transmission through the main 
arteries of commerce of this fast mail, it stops before it reaches the 
end. I believe that this fast mail should not only be put on and kept 
on to Chicago, but be extended to Omaha. 

The objection is raised by the Senator from Delaware that it is to 
give specific facilities to localities. The proposition is to extend fast 
mails through the whole central arteries, and I believe that it is 
for the general good that this proposition should be adopted. While 
1 do not desire, by the amendment which I propose to offer, to em- 
barrass it in any way, I wish to have a vote of the Senate upon a prop- 
osition to extend the fast-mail service from Chicago to Omaha. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator will not offer that amendment 
now. Let us hold on to what we have got. I trust the time will 
come, I doubt not it will, under a commission which will be appointed 
in pursuance of the law we have passed this year to arrange the com- 
pensation of our railroads, When we shall ultimately regulate the cost 
of transporting our mails upon three principles, speed, weight car- 
ried, and amount of service rendered. It is now done almost exclu- 
sively upon weight. But in doing so much as we do, my friend from 
Nebraska will get his mail twenty-four hours earlier by keeping this 
amendment in than he gets it to-day. The effect will be the same in 
the East; so that all the length and breadth of the land will receive 
the benefit of the twenty-four hours which are saved by the present 
fast mail. I have no more doubt about it than I have of my exist- 
ence that there onght to be a great trunk fast mail through the coun- 
try east and west and another north and south, with their compen- 
sation predicated upon the rate of speed that they make and the 
amount of service they perform. Then the smaller routes and the 
smaller offices will all reap the benefit, though not as immediate 
and direct as the others. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 
embarrass the bill by adding on to it collateral questions by amend- 
ments to the amendment; but let us take the amendment as it now 
is and have the sense of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to remind my colleague on the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads, the distinguished chairman of the 
committee, that this shortening of time between Chicago and Omaha 
is not alone for the benefit of Omahaand Nebraska. That is the con- 
necting link between the whole country to the westward, and half a 
continent will have the speed of its mail increased at least twenty- 
four hours if this service can be extended to Omaha. All of Califor- 
nia and Oregon, all the Pacific coast from the southernmost limit of 
California to Alaska will receive the benetit of such an extension. It 
certainly is a very important amendment and ought to be adopted. 
I feel myself authorized to say this because the question did not arise 
and was not considered by the committee as a whole. While I agree 
with my friend that nothing should be done to embarrass the prog- 
ress and final passage of this bill, and indorse the sentiment, in that 
respect, of my colleague from my own State, yet at the same time 
the proposition of my colleague is so important a thing to be accom- 
plished that it seems to me that the Senate ought readily to consent 
that it should be done. 

Mr. LOGAN. [agree with the Senator from Maine. I certainly 
have no opposition to, or desire to interfere with, the proposition of 
the Senator from Nebraska; but believing that we can get what the 
Senator from Maine proposes and that it is all we can get, I shall cer- 
tainly support his amendment. The time shortened between New 
York and Chicago, so far as the expense is concerned, more than re- 
pays the people who are benefited by these fast-mail trains in the 
saving of interest between business men in the transmittal of checks, 
drafts, &e., between those two cities. If you cut off the number of 
hours each week that is saved between these cities, the amount of in- 
terest on the commercial paper that passes hetween these two cities, 
by any kind of calculation you will find the benefit to those people 
much greater, to such a degree, it seems to me, that the country can- 
not afford to strike down the facilities that have been afforded to 
those people in their mail matter. All I desired was to make the one 
suggestion which I have made. 

Mr. HARVEY. The Senator from Maine says that we should hold 
on to what we have got. Letus see what we have got if the amend- 
ment is adopted as it stands. We have got two lines running east 
and west through the northern section of the country, one line run- 
ning from Philadelphia over the Philadelphia and Wilmington road 
by way of Baltimore to Washington, and then diagonally across one 
of the other fast lines to Chicago, making three lines to be picked 
out specially by legislation bere and paid an extravagant rate of 
compensation for carrying the mails between certain points in a very 
small portion of the country, resulting, as I admitted at first, in some 
beneies to the people engaged in financial and commercial specu- | 
ations. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator wants to be correct, and certainly | 
he is incorrect, will he allow me to correct him ? 
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Mr. HARVEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Department did not pay these fast-mail trains 
one more red cent than it paid any other mail-train anywhere else 
that went twenty miles an hour in my State, or that went twenty 
miles an hour in his State—not one mill more. 

Mr. HARVEY. Does the Senator mean that this amendment as it 
stands pays them no more than other roads are to be paid? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I mean that under the old law the fast-mail trains 
were paid no more than was paid other roads, They cannot perform 
the service with the 10 per cent. cut off, and now on these fast roads 
we propose to put the 10 per cent. back. I undertake to tell the Sen- 
ator and the Senate that it is not proposed to pay them as much as 
they receive for carrying freight over these roads. 

Mr. HARVEY. The proposition does not involve what was done 
under the old law as relates to this matter, because the old law made 
no provision for this fast-mail business. It was an experiment en- 
tered into by the Post-Office Department upon its own motion, as I 
understand it. If I may be pardoned the expression, it looks like 
dodging the question to say they are getting no more because you 
take 10 per cent. off the rest and then restore 10 per cent. so far as 
these particular lines are concerned. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator was speaking of what the Government 
had paid, and I simply said that it had not paid to these trains any 
more than it had paid to others. 

Mr. HARVEY. I am speaking of what the Senator proposes in this 
amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I propose in the amendment to pay the old rafe, 
which is 10 per cent. more than the rate now paid, 

Mr. HARVEY. And the 1v per cent. is cut off elsewhere. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, on twenty-five-miles-an-hour roads. 

Mr. HARVEY. Elsewhere except on these few roads, picked out 
as by a special favor in a legislative act, 

Mr. HAMLIN. They are great arteries of business. 

Mr. HARVEY. O, yes; great arteries of business. 

Mr. WEST. By reciprocal favor of service. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to make a 
suggestion to him? Does he not know that Chicago, speaking in 
regard to the roads west, is the great distributing office of the whole 
Northwest? It is the second office in the United States, and from 
that depot the mail matter goes to all the western country. More 
time is gained by having a fast mail from Chicago to New York than 
by having a fast mail from New York to any other place. 

Mr. HARVEY. I will answer the Senator from Illinois. I know 
Chicago is a great city, and that the Chicago post-office is a great 
office and a good office; but I know that when you get a few miles 
away from Chicago, from the end of the line to which you propose 
to give this subsidy of 10 per cent. additional for carrying the mails 
at a little more brisk rate, the country is not benefited at all, be- 
cause the connection is not continuons. 

Mr. LOGAN. The country is benefited just twenty-four hours, or 
whatever number of hours is saved between Chicago and New York. 
The country receives that benefit because that time is taken off from 
all mails going west. They receive the mail just that number of 
hours sooner than they would otherwise receive it, 

Mr. HARVEY. Itso happens that we have had a little experience 
under this fast-mail line, and we know practically that so far as we 
are concerned in the interior of the country, in the very center of the 
continent, we got our mails no sooner than we did before. The par- 
ties who are benefited by this subsidy of 10 per cent. are the own- 
ers—probably that is saying too much—not the owners but the par- 
ticular managers of these lines of railroad. In this day and age tho 
owners of railroads often are not greatly benefited by subsidies that 
their roads receive, but the parties having the management of them 
are. I say they are benefited, and a few metropolitan newspapers 
are benefited, and two or three great cities are benefited, while the 
country at large pays the expense, while the country people can have 
no reasonable mail facilities afforded to them. When an effort is 
made in their behalf it does not meet the sanction of the Senate, and 
fails for that reason; yet some of us are ready it seems to vote for 
what is an essential subsidy of 10 per cent. above what other con- 
tractors for carrying the mails upon railroads receive in order that 
the mail may be carried in less time upon three lines crossing one 
another, as they do at one or more places and covering but a very 
small portion of the country, affording no additional facilities else- 
where. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. He says 
nobody is benefited except these great cities. Suppose that in the 
transmission of mercantile paper between New York and Chicago, on 
account of the saving of time, millions of dollars passing through the 
mails in that way, $.00,000 of interest that would be charged each day 
on these credits is saved to the merchants; would not the nerchants be 
able to afford sales to the people at just that much less throughout 
the whole length of the country? .Donotthe people pay all the taxes 
on the goods? Is not all the expense counted together, and do not 
the people who purchase pay it all? Then if this amount is saved by 
the merchant, cannot the merchant afford to sell just that much 
cheaper to the people ? 

Mr. HARVEY. The people pay the taxes levied upon the merchant 
for the exorbitant rates which are charged upon freight and express- 
age. They pay the tax levied by these very same persons upon the 
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products of their farms, their factories, and their mines, and they are 
called upon now to pay $225,000 additional to afford these facilities 
to the people engaged in transporting back and forth and in the busi- 
ness of exchanging merchandise, while the benefit, as I say, so far as 
the masses of the people are concerned, amounts to nothing, for the 
reason that the speed given upon these few lines is lost by breakage 
of connection upon other lines before this mail matter reaches the 
mass of the people. We are called upon to subsidize three railroads 
ranning through one little corner of the country at an expense to the 
rest of the people of the United States of $225,000. That is what the 
proposition is. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would state one other point to the Senator. The 
very cities that he complains of as being benefited, the cities of Chi- 
cago and New York—— 

Mr. HARVEY. I do not complain that they are benefited. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, but one city which the Senator says is benefited, 
the city of Chicago, pays more revenue to the United States Govern- 
ment than any other district in the United States, and the record 
shows it. The Government is indebted more to that city for revenue 
of an internal character than to any other district in the United 
States of America, and more than all New England combined. 

Mr. HARVEY. I have not said a word about Chicago. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas regrets that 
the people of the United States are to be taxed $225,000 more for 
carrying their mails. It is a very lamentable fact perhaps in his es- 
tiation that they are taxed at all. It is a very great misfortune in 
his estimation that they have to pay $30,000,000 a year for these mail 
facilities. But in their own estimation and in the estimation of the 
Senate there is no direction in which the money of the people is spent 
as mach to their advantage as in sustaining the mail system of the 
Government. 

Then he also regrets that some railroads are to get more than 
others. When the honorable Senator leaves this Chamber, as he 
will ina few days, he will have his selection of a route, and I ask 
him will he take a twenty-mile-per-hour train at $6 to New York, or 
will he take the limited express and expedite his business, and pay 
$10 and get through more expeditiously and more comfortably? So it 
is with the mail. We pay some companies so much for carrying it so 
fast; we pay others in proportion to the character of the service they 
render and the benefit they may be to the public. 

But | want to say one word with reference to the amendment 
offered by the honorable Senator from Nebraska, | Mr. Hrrcucock. ] 
It can only embarrass this question. He can have no expectation of 
seeing it enacted into a law, for the reason that it was put upon the 
post-oflice appropriation bill quite recently, was sustained by the 
Senate, bat—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. My friend will allow me. 

Mr. HARVEY. Will the Senator, before—— 

Mr. WEST. I cannot hear two at once. I yield to my friend from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to correct my friend from Louisiana in 
respect of the matter which he states. The amendment to which he 
refers was another amendment covering another subject, the ques- 
tion of the Sunday mail between Chicago and the eastern terminus 
of the Union Pacific road, and did not relate at all to the question of 
fast trains. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Chair have the kindness to have the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. Hircncock ] read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The amendment of which the Senator speaks 
onght to be incorporated in the bill, because it makes a difference of 
one (day's service for all the trans-Missouri country, all the country 
between the Missouri River and the Pacific Ocean, and I understand 
that it will be offered by the honorable Senator from Iowa at the 
— time. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Hircucock. 

Mr. WEST. L ascertain that I did misconceive the scope of the 
amendment; but at the same time the Senator from Nebraska must 
be aware thatif this proposition is embarrassed with extensions in all 
directions, they will weight it so down that it will be impossible to 
accomplish what we want. Now if the Senator from Kansas desires 
to ask me a question I will yield to him. 

Mr. HARVEY. I wanted to ask whether the Senator supposes I 
object to appropriating money to the support of the Post-Oflice De- 
partment? I have stated repeatedly that I donot; but I want to see 
it appropriated in the interest of the people, and not in the interest 
of certain peculiar corporations or of a few classes. I want to see it 
made so that the people of the country can be equally benefited. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should certainly be unwilling to embarrass 
the passage of the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Burnstpr.) The Chair asks in- 
dulgence to lay before the Senate a message from the President of the 


United States which has just been received. It seems to be of im- 
portance. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a telegram of the 5th of August instant, from Lieutenant 
General Sheridan to General Sherman, a letter of the 11th of the present month from 
General Sherman to the Secretary of War, and a letter from the latter, of the same 
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date, to me, all setting forth the possible needs of the Army in consequence of ex. 
isting hostilines. 

1 would stroug)y urge upon Congress the necessity for making some provision for 
acontingency which may arise during the vacation, for more troops in the Indian 
country than it is now possible to send. 

It would seem to me to be much more economical and better to authorize an in. 
crease of the present cavalry force by twenty-five hundred privates, but, if this is 
not deemed advisable, then that the Presideat be authori to call out not exceed 
ing tive regiments, one thousand strong each, of volunteers, to serve for a period 
not exceeding six months. 

Should this latter authority be given I would not order out any volunteers unless 
in my opinion, based upon reports from the scene of war, I deemed it absolutely 
necessary, and then only the smallest number considered sutlicient to meet the 
emergency. 


U. 8S. GRANT. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 11, 1876. 


War DeErartTMent, 
Washington City, August 11, 1876. 
The PRESIDENT: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith the copy of a dispatch from Lieutenant- 
General P. H. Sheridan, dated the 5th instant, with a letter of this date from Gen. 
eral Sherman, transmitting thesame. 

I desire to renew the expression of my opinion that the best way to re-enforce the 
troops now operating against the Indians will be to add the twenty-five hundred 
privates to the regiments already in existence; but, if Congress should not do this, 
then I advise that the President be authorized, in his discretion, to call for volun- 
teers not to exceed five thousand in number. 

I trust that Generals Terry and Crook may be able to deal such a blow to the hos. 
tile Indians that even this may not be necessary ; yet prudence dictates that meas- 
ures should be taken to meet all possible contingencies, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. D. CAMERON, 


Secretary of War. 
A true copy: 


C. C. SNIFFEN, Secretary. 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1876. 

Sin: I have the honor herewith to transmit a copy of the dispatch of General 
Sheridan, of August 5, and invite your attention to the fact that after stripping 
nearly every post in his military division, except those in Texas and the South, he 
has only been able to re-enforce General Crook to the extent of seventeen hundre.| 
and seventy four and General Terry to eighteen hundred and seventy-three men 
for offensive operations. 

He has also re-enforced the garrison along the Missouri River andat theagencies 
of Spotted Tail and Red Clout seas to prevent their lending assistance to the hos- 
tile camps. 

Senaaneh as Congress may soon adjourn, prudence dictates that we should be 
prepared for any possible contingency; and if it is not possible to obtain the in- 
crease of sealers hundred men asked for our cavalry regiments, I would most 
respectfully advise that the President be requested to ask authority to accept the 
services of five thousand volunteers for the period of six months or during hos- 
tilities, these volunteers to be accepted and mustered in from the States and Ter- 
ritories most convenient to the theater of operations. 

I have the honor to be, your obedient arene, 
VW. T. SHERMAN, General. 
Hon. J. D. CAMERON, 
Secretary of War. 
A true copy: 
C. C. SnirFrn, Secretary. 


CnricaGco, August 5, 1876. 
General W. T. SHERMAN, 


Washington, D. O.: 


I have not yet been able to re-enforce the garrison at Red Cloud, at Spotted Tail, 
or at Standing Rock to be strong enough to attempt to count the Indians or to ar- 
rest and disarm those coming in. I beg of you to see the Military Committee of 
the House and urge on it the necessity of increasing the cavalry regiments to one 
hundred to each company. 

General Crook's total strength is seventeen hundred and coven som, Terry's 
eighteen hundred and seventy-three, and to give this force to them I have stripped 
every post from the line of Manitoba to Texas. We want more mounted men. We 
have not exceeded the law in enlisting Indian scouts, in fact have not as many as 
the law allows us; the whole number in this division is only one hundred and four- 
teen. The Indians with General Crook ave not enlisted or even paid. They are 
not worth paying; they are with him only to gratify their desire for a fight and 
their thirst for revenge on the Sioux. 

P. H. SHERIDAN, 


Lieutenant-General. 
A true copy : 
C. C. Sxurriy, Secretary.” 
Mr. LOGAN. I move that the communications be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLICATION OF ARMY REGULATIONS. 


Mr. LOGAN. Now while I am yp I ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution and ask that it be printed and lie on the table. Itisa 
resolution in reference to Army matters. ; Le 

There being no objection, leave was granted to introduce a joint 
resolution (8. R. No. 24) providing for the postpouement of the pub- 
lication of the Army Regulations. 

The joint resolution was read at length, as follows: 

Whereas the President was, by act of Congress approved March 1, 1875, author- 
ized to make and publish regulations for the government of the Army in accordance 
with existing laws; and whereas by act of Con approved July 24, 1876, a com- 
mission was created, to which has been referred the whole subject-matter of reform 
and re-organization of the Army of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the President ‘be re- 
quested to postpene all action in connection with eran ion of said regulations 
until after the report of said commission is received and acted on by Congress at 
ite next session. 

Mr. LOGAN. If there be no objection to that, I should like to have 
it passed ; but if there is, I will ask that it be printed and lie on the 
table. It isa matter of some importance. It prevents the publica- 
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tion of regulations until the Army commission shall meet and exam- 
ine the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought to pass. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to have it passed without reference, if 
the Senate will permit. ° 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution was read three times, 
and passed. 

THE POST-ROUTE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3628) establishing post-roads, the pending 
question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. Hrrcncock to the 
amendment of Mr. HAMLIN. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I was saying, Mr. President, when I was inter- 
rupted that I should be very sorry to embarrass the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine by any amendment which I should offer. I 
am very anxious, a8 anxious as any one can be, that we shall get 
something in return for the abandonment of the fast-mail train, so 
called. Iam very willing and very glad, if we cannot get what we 
think we should have and what we want, to take what we can get; 
but it seems to me the Senator is a little inconsistent. He proposes 
to decrease the time for the carrying of the mails through the great 
center of this country by decreasing that time by giving us a fast 
mail on two routes from the East as far west as Chicago and then 
stopping. My proposition is by asmall appropriation comparatively, 
$40,000, to give to that whole scope of country west of Chicago one 
day’s shortening of time. 

I cannot see why, great as Chicago is, Chicago should receive the 
henefit of two fast-mail trains from two different directions and that 
there that advantage should stop. I cannot see why Washington 
‘Territory, Oregon, and California, and Nevada, and Idaho, and Mon- 
tana, and Colorado, and Utah, and Nebraska, and Kansas, and Iowa, 
and Dakota, and the whole vast country there, should not by the ap- 
propriation which I propose receive the advautage of one day in fast 
mails while the country east of that receives the advantage of a fast 
mail over two separate and distinct lines. It does seem to me that 
if economy is the purpose, we could economize by giving a fast mail 
over the one central line between New York and Chicago, and give a 
fast mail from Chicago for the five hundred miles which I propose. 
It seems to me that that appeals to the reason and judgment of the 
Senate and of the country; and while I am unwilling to embarrass 
the passage of the bill, I do think that I am entitled to a vote on the 
merits of the amendments I have proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. HiTcHcock ] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN. ] 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PREStDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine as amended. 

Mr. BOGY. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment. 
By the amendment now pending the northern line is provided for. 
While it is true that Chicago is the great distributing point for that 
whole northwestern country, yet it is also true that Saint Louis is a 
great distributing point for another great section of country; and 
the object of my amendment is to carry on this same line between 
Chicago and Saint Louis so as to extend the service on the northern 
fast line as provided in the amendment, by the way of Chicago to 
Saint Louis, leaving Chicago, however, to be what Chicago is, a great 
distributing point, but to carry on the mails that are not to be dis- 
tributed at that point but are to be distributed at Saint Louis, down 
to Saint Louis by a fast train. I move to insert after the word 
“Chicago” the words: 


And over the Alton, Chicago and Saint Louis Railroad to Saint Louis. 


In that way Chicago will receive mail facilities directly from New 
York by the roads mentioned in the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine, also from Philadelphia through the Pennsylvania Central, 
and from Baltimore by the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland, and Saint Louis will receive the same, and so will Cinein- 
nati. Thus these three great points in the West will be placed ex- 
actly on the same footing as to facilities for the fast mail, and this 
will be attained by the adoption of my amendment, which is after 
“ Chicago” to insert “and over the Alton, Chicago and Saint Louis 
Railroad to Saint Lonis.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
that he do not insert any particular railroad between Chicago and 
Saint Louis. I think there are two or three lines, and it might be 
that a better arrangement could be made with one of the other lines 
than the one he specifically mentions. Let it be open. 

Mr. BOGY. I concur with the Senator and am willing to receive 
the suggestion. I thought of it myself and suggested to the Senator 
from Maine to make the same thing applicable to his whole amend- 
ment. In the appropriation there ought to be no roads mentioned, 
but we should leave the power with the Postmaster-General to make 
the best arrangement he can with any road between New York and 
Chicago, Chicago and Saint Louis, Philadelphia and these points. 
But the ameniment having been matured by my friend from Maine, 
and as these railroads had made the contract, I thought it better not 
to make the change. I will, however, receive the suggestion of my 
friend from Iowa, for I think it is an improvement, and provide sim- 
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ply that the mails should be carried on to Saint Louis. The Clerk 
will put in the proper words. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have no objection to the amendment in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the Sevator from 
Maine. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offer an amendment which I think 
ought to be adopted, not proposing a fast mail between Chicago and 
Omaha, but proposing an amendment which will authorize a daily 
mail between Chicago and Omaha. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Do not connect it with this amendment; offer it 
afterward. I ask the Senator to offer it on its own merits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I withdraw it for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine, as amended, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. HARVEY. I wish simply to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that this is the inauguration of a system of subsidies to 
favorite railroad lines. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not think that is worth replying to at this 
stage of the session. 

Several SENATORS. Let the amendment be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec 2. That the sum of $150,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any mon 
eys in the Treasury arising from the revenues of the Post Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, in addition to the sum appropriated for inland 
mail transportation by railroad by an act entitled “An act making <—opanes 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiseal year ending June 30 
1877, and for other purposes,” approved July 12, 1876: Promded, That the Post 
master-General is hereby authorized to only apply this sum in restoring, so far as 
it may be possible to do so, the transportation of the wails by fast-mail trains over 
the New York Central, and Hndson River, and Lake Shore and Michigan South 
ern Railroads between New York and Chicago and to Saint Louis, and over the 
Pennsylvania Railroad and its connections between New York and Saint Louis 
New York and Chicago, and New York and Cincinnati 

Sec. 3. That to enable the Postmaster-General to arrange for fast-mail trains 
over the Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad, and over the Balti 
more and Ohio Railroad and its connections to Washington, Saint Louis, and Chi 
cago, $75,000, to be paid out of the revenues of the Post-Oftice Department for the 


year ending June 30, 1877. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 30, nays 
18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bogy, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameronof Wis 
consin, Christiaucy, Conkling, Cragin, Davis, Dawes, Dennis, Frelinghaysen, Ham 
lin, Howe, Ingalls, Kelly, Kernan, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, 
Oglesby, Paddock, Randolph, Sargent, Wadleigh, Wallace, and West—30 

NAYS—Messrs. Clayton, Cockrell, Cooper, Eaton, Edmunds, Gordon, Harvey 
Hitchcock, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Merrimon, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury 

. Spencer, and Stevenson—18. 

J .NT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Penn 
sylvania, Conover, Dorsey, Ferry, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Johnston, Jones of 
Florida, Jonesof Nevada, Morton, Patterson, Robertson, Sharon, Thurman, Whyte, 
Windom, Withers, and Wright—23. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I have another amendment which I offer by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads : 


Sec. —. That from and after the passage of this act the bonds of all postmas 
ters may, by direction of the Postmaster-General, be approved and accepted, and 
the approval and acceptance signed by the First Assistant Postmaster-General, in 
the place and stead of the Postmaster-General; and all contracts for stationery 
w repping paper, letter-balances, scales and street letter-boxes, for the use of the 
postal service, in like manner may be signed by the First Assistant Postmaster 
General, in the place and stead of the Postmaster-General, and his signature shall 
be attested by the seal of the Post-Office Department. 

Sec. —. That the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, on the order of the Post 
master-General, shall sign with his name, in the place and stead of the Postmaster 
General, and attest his signature by the seal of the Post-Office Department, all con 
tracts made in the said Department for mail transportation and for supplies of 
mail-bags, mail-catchers, mail-locks, and keys, and all other articles necessary and 
incident to mail transportation. 

Sec. —. That the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, when directed by the 
Postmaster-General, shall sign with his name, in the pla e and stead of the Post 
master-General, all warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for the payment 
of money out of the ‘Treasury for the use of the postal service; and shall also sign 
in his name, in the place and stead of the Postmaster-General, and attest his sig 
natare by the seal of the Post-Oflice Department. all contracts for supplies of post 
age-stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper- wrappers, postal cards, registered pack 
age envelopes, locks, seals, and ofticial envelopes for the use of postmasters, and re 
turn of dead letters, that may be required for the postal service 


Mr. WITHERS. I would ask the Senator from Maine to withdraw 
that amendment for a moment, in order that | may offer one in con- 
nection with the subject of fast-mail trains. This relates to a differ 
ent matter entirely. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator state what he wants? 

Mr. WITHERS. The amendment which I propose to offer, if the 
Senator permits mo to offer it now, is to insert the following: 

Sec. —. That the Postmaster-General be, and heis hereby, authorized to contract 
for the transmission of a fast mail daily from Washington to New Orleans, via 
Richmond, Virginia; and that the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap 
propriated out of the revenues of the Post-Office Department for the performance 
of this service. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That can comein afterward. All there is in this 
amendment is simply to authorize the several Assistant Postmasters- 
General to sign the proper papers that go from their several depart 
ments instead of compelling the Postmaster-General to doit. The 
Postmaster-General told me yesterday that he had been four days all 
the time continuously signing mail contracts and they did not emanate 
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from him but emanated from the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, This is simply to allow the various assistants to certify as the 
Postmaster-General has heretofore certified, leaving the Postmaster- 
General with his time to devote to the interests of the country and 
the Bureau officers to make the proper certificates. I think there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the last part of the amend- 
ment which relates to drawing money from the Treasury read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

That the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, when directed by the Postmaster- 
General, shall sign with his name, in the place and stead of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, all warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for the payment of money 
out of the Treasury for the use of the postal service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that is a good amendment, and I 
submit it to my friend from Maine, I think it departs from the uni- 
versal history and custom of the Government, which has required all 
moneys drawn from the Treasury to be on the requisition of the 
heads of the Departments in respect of which they are to be applied, 
and I move to strike out that part of the amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think that rule is observed to a certain extent in 
the Treasury Department now; but it is of very slight importance 
compared with the two previous sections, which include the great 
amount of manual labor. I have, therefore, no objection to the Sena- 
tor’s motion. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS. Now I offer my amendment, to insert as an addi- 
tional section the following: 

Sec.—. That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to contract 
for the transmission of a fast mail daily from Washington to New Orleans, via 
Richmond, Virginia; and that the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated out of the revenues of the Post-Oftice Department for the performance 
of this service. 

I merely wish to state that as by the amendments to the bill which 
have already been adopted provision is made for three fast-mail trains 
from east to west, I think in carrying out the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine who offered the original amendment it would 
be well enough to put in at least one provision extending these facil- 
ities and advantages to the southern communities and southern cities. 
We have now no mail facilities, scarcely those of an ordinary char- 
acter even, and I think it would comport with the interests of the 
whole country as well as of that section to give us the benefit of one 
fast mail. 

Mr. HAMLIN. In view of the routes for which this fast-mail serv- 
ice has already been provided I have only this to say, that I regard 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia as eminently 
proper and will give to it my vote. 

Mr. BOGY. Before the vote is taken I will make a suggestion. I 
think it very likely so large an amount will not be necessary. I move, 
therefore, to insert after “dollars” the words “or so much thereof as 
may be neeessary.” I hope my friend will accept the suggestion. 

Mr. WITHERS. I accept the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia will be so modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I offer the following amendment to come in 
as an additional section: 

Sec. —. That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to contract for the 
daily transmission of mails between Chicago and the eastern terminus of the Union 
Pacific Railroad at a cost for extra service not exceeding $25,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is to Omaha in fact, is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. To Council Bluffs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator that he change it from 
“eastern terminus” to “Omaha.” 

Mr. ALLISON. No,sir; I prefer not to do that, for the reason that 
I want to connect with the Union Pacific Railroad, and I do not know 
exactly where it commences. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is a little complication about the question 
of transfer there which might get in the way of the transportation of 
the mail. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to get rid of that complication. I think 
the amendment had better be left as it is. 
+» The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator whether he has not already a daily 
mail between these two points? They are prominent points, and I 
take it there should be a daily mail there. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Virginia that there 
has been a daily mail between Chicago and the eastern terminus of 
the Union Pacific Railroad. That daily mail was arranged for by a 
contract of the Postmaster-General for the extra service, the Sunday 
service, so called, at the rate of $25,000 per annum; but under the 
post-oflice appropriation bill which was passed a few days ago from 
necessity that mail will be cut off, or at least there is danger of its 
being cut off unless provision is made for it, and therefore I move to 
insert the provision. It was in this post-office appropriation bill, but 
struck out by the committee of conference. 
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Mr. DAVIS. I see no special reason why a Sunday mail should be 
provided for a particular road. The other roads I believe run a Sun- 
day mail and are paid by the weight of the mail. This is an extra 
compensation, independent of the regular pay for carrying the mai! 
by the pound. Other roads run the Sunday mail without extra pay, 
— see no reason why an extra provision should be made for a special! 
road. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willexplain to the Senator from West Virginia. 
These railroads between Chicago and Omaha are only required to 
transport the mails six times a week, but there being three of them, 
they awed arranged to carry one mail a week extra, alternating over 
the three roads; and therefore if this mail is continued they must re- 
ceive some compensation for it. The Senator very well knows that 
these railways between Chicago and Omaha carry the great throug) 
mail between New York and San Francisco; and if they do not cary 
it daily, passengers and mails will be obliged to lay over at Chicago 
going westward and at Omaha coming eastward. 

= RANDOLPH. This is so much additional service, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is additional service. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is additional service in this way: It is additional 
to the regular pay paid to other roads. They are paid, as I under- 
stand, by the somal so much per mile, regulated by the weight car- 
ried. If this $25,000 extra is paid, it is an extra payment to this par- 
ticular road over other roads. I believe I am right about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not seem to understand that 
these mails will go over these several roads six times a week unless 
this provision is made, and when this provision is made the mails wil! 
go seven times a week and connect with the Union Pacific Railway 
which starts from Omaha every morning in the year. Otherwise the 
mail will be obliged to lay over once a week twenty-four hours. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the arrangement for the transmis- 
sion of mails, as it stands under the billand the amendments that have 
now been made to it, seems exclusively to favor what may be called 
the extreme northern line across the continent. We have provisions 
for the transmission of the mails from New York via the Lake Shore 
and Michigan Southern to Chicago, and thence across Iowa to the city 
of Omaha or Council Bluffs, there connecting with the Union Pacitic 
Railroad. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. -The fast mail was not extended to Omaha. 

Mr. INGALLS. A daily mail; the Senator is very technical. 
There is also provision for the transmission of a fast mail from Chicago 
to Saint Louis, and there it stops. By this arrangement, partial aud 
incomplete and unsatisfactory as I believe it to be, the southwestern 
portion of the country is left entirely unaccommodated. It is not 
necessary for me to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
that portion of the country embraces a large part of the area of the 
State of Kansas, the Indian Territory, the State of Colorado, and the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico. It is, therefore, in my judg- 
ment, essential that, to prevent this partiality, the system should be 
continued still farther im Saint Louis to give that portion of the 
country the same advantages that are now received by the northern 
and northwestern portions of the country. I therefore propose the 
following amendment: 

Sec. —. The Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to contract for the trans- 
mission of fast mails between Saint Louis and Topeka, Kansas, and that the sum 
of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of 
the revenues of the Post-Office Department for the performance of this service. 


The reason why I name the city of Topeka is because at that point 
the Kansas Pacific Railroad, extending directly west to the city of 
Denver, and the Atchison and Topeka Railroad, extending in a south- 
western direction across the State of Kansas into Colorado to Pueblo, 
where it there connects with the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad, 
intersect, so that the mails arriving from Saint Louis can there be 
distributed upon both these great trunk lines. I think, sir, a mere 
statement of the necessities of that portion of the country will be 
sufficient to recommend this amendment to the favorable considera- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I shall not undertake to take up the time of the 
Senate in arguing the question ; but this is running the thing to that 
extreme degree which makes it an amendment that the Senate ought 
not to adopt. 

Mr. INGALLS. When the Senator from Maine speaks about run- 
ning it to an extreme that the Senate ought not to adopt, I beg 
him to correct his geography. The city of Topeka is but very little 
further west than the city of Omaha, and the provision that is made 
extends now to that city ; and it certainly is no more than just that 
the advantages of this system should be extended westward from Saint 
Louis as wellas from Chicago. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator’s amendment would commend itself 
to my judgment with almost as much propriety if he had included 
some point in the Indian Territory beyond. It does not embrace 
that population nor does it furnish that amount of revenue which 
will justify what you call your fast mail, any more than every little 
remote inland office would demand a daily mail by star service. It 
has not been extended to Omaha, as the Senator supposes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I rose to correct the Senator in that respect. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. I will not take up the time of the Senate. | 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Unfortunately it was not extended to Omaha. 
Mr. INGALLS. I submit the amendment to the consideration of | 
the Senate, as I suppose I have a right to do. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Kansas. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MAXEY. I submit the following amendment : 


That the Postmaster-General is authorized to contract for fast-mail service be- | 
tween the city of Saint Louis, Missouri, and Galveston, Toxas. 


Mr. HAMLIN. That is all I have 
to say. 

Mr. MAXEY. The amendment already adopted carries this fast- 
mail service to Saint Louis. I think its extension to Texas is very 
important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ILoffer an amendment covering three additional 
sections. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. —. That it shall be lawful to transmit through the mail, free of postage, 
any letters, packages, or other matters relating exclusively to ihe business of the | 
Government of the United States: Provided, That every such letter or package to 
entitle it to pass free shall bear over the words “ official business" an indorsement 
showing also the name of the Department, and, if from a bureau or office, the names 
ot the Department and_ bureau or oflice, as the case may be, whence transmitted. | 
And if any person shall make use of any such official envelope to avoid the pay- | 
ment of postage on his or her private letter, package, or other matter in the mail, 
the person so offending shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and subject toa 
tine of $300, to be prosecuted in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. —. That for the purpose of carrying this act into effect, it shall be the duty 
of each of the Executive Departments of the United States to provide for itself and 
its subordinate offices the necessary envelopes; and, in addition to the indorse- 
ment designating the Department in which they are to be used, the penalty for the 
unlawful use of these envelopes shall be stated thereon. 

Sec. —. That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in.Congress, the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Representatives may send and re 
ceive through the mail, free of postage, letters, Eormanate, packages, and other | 
matter relating exclusively to public business: Provided, That such Senator, Rep 
sentative, or officer shall write upon each letter, document, or other matter so sent 
by him bis name, with the proper designation of the office he hohis ; and the same 
penalty is prescribed for the violation of the provisions of this section as that pro 
vided in section 1 of this act for officers of the United States: Provided, That the 
penalty herein shall not be construed to interfere with the constitutional power of 
each House to punish or expel a member. 


Mr. INGALLS. Before being called upon to vote on this proposi- 
tion I should be glad to have some explanation of the practical effect 
of it, not being able to derive that from the cursory reading of the | 
Clerk. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it had better be read again for the in- | 
formation of the Senator. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator desires, the amendment can be 
read again. I will state that this amendment was prepared by the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and I was instructed by 
that committee to report it as an independent measure. I did so, but 
on consultation with the committee it was agreed that I should offer | 
the bill, as it was drawn and perfected by the committee, as an 
amendment to this bill. I did not purpose to advocate the passage 
of the measure. If the measure in its provisions does not commend 
itself to the Senate, I do not care to waste its time in the discussion 
of it. 

It is a very carefully guarded bill. The first section does away 
with the present very pernicious system of official franks through and 
by which great abuses come and great expense comes. The other 
provisions are plain and simple. I believe it is true that all who did 
ever enjoy the franking privilege under the old laws do now enjoy it 
under a more expensive system except Senators and Members of Con- 


The question is on the amendment 


I hope it will not be adopted. 


The question is on the amendment | 





gress, who are required in all correspondence on public business to 
pay their own postage; and I consider that it is quite as important, 
quite as essential that the representatives of the people who are in | 
constant and continued correspondence with them, attending to their | 
business, should have free communication with them and with the 
Executive Departments concerning their business, and that the peo- 
ple should have free communication with them. 

Whatever may be done by the State Department in the perform- 
ance of the duties devolving upon the Secretary of State, whatever 
information he may obtain for the use of the people in connection 
with the performance of his duties, whatever may be done by the 
Treasury Department, and whatever information may be gained in 
the performance of those duties by the ofticers thereof respecting com- 
merce, finance, revenue, the tariff, or other subjects and matters in 
charge of that Department, and so with the Interior, the War, the 
Navy, and all other Departments of Government ought to be given 
freely to the people. This can only be done by giving to Senators and 
Members of Congress the authority to distribute such information 
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when printed to their constituents without expense for postage; the 
burden otherwise would be too grievous to Se borne. There are 
very many considerations that may be urged in favor of the passage | 
of this measure; but, sir, 1 do not now propose to spend any further 
time in discussing it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator if this franking | 
privilege extends to documents published by Congress ? 


Mr. PADDOCK. It extends no further than to cover all matters 
relating to public business. It covers nothing of personal letters or 
personal packages of any character whatever. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Does it cover all documents published by 
authority of Congress? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. Whatever there is of information which 
the Government through its Executive Departments proposes to give 
to the people, that goes free. Whatever business may be required 
to be done through communications between Senators and Members 
and their constituents, that which relates exclusively and only to 
public business is to go free. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. As far as lam concerned I would prefer that 
the franking privilege should not extend to letters of any character. 
A difficulty will arise very frequently and men will inadvertently, if 
they have the privilege of franking certain letters, without thought 
and casually, perhaps without design, violate the law and put their 
frank on private correspondence. If it applied simply to the docu 
ments published by the authority of Congress, without applying to 


| correspondence, I would be for it. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Delaware has the privilege of 
offering an amendment. I am not at all tenacious of any provisions 
of this amendment except those which are most carefully guarded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 am in favor of sending out, under the frank 
of members of Congress, every document published by the authority 


| of Congress for the information of the people; and I am in favor of 


sending out those matters from the Agricultural Department, sneh as 


| seeds, &c., which are furnished by the Commissioner to members of 


Congress to be distributed to their constituents. But [see that a dif 


| ficulty must arise if the franking privilege is extended to official com 


munications apart from private communications of individuals, be- 
cause by inadvertence there will be numerous violations of law. 1 


| would prefer to pay the postage upon my official correspondence with 


my constituents rather than to run the risk of violating in a single 


| instance the law, and placing my frank upon a private letter which 


was not official. 
kind. 
Mr. PADD@CK. 


I would therefore suggest an amendinent of that 


Let the Senator prepare his amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, franking is misealled a privilege. 
It never was a privilege. It is a burden that has always been felt as 
such by every person who was ever called upon to exercise it, or who 
ever had the opportunity of enjoying it. Its repeal, however, in my 


| judgment, was an act of timidity, if not of cowardice, that never was 


called for by the country and has never been justitied or sanctioned 
by the American people. Ever since that repeal was made, there 


| has been an effort by indirection and by timidity and by moving a 
| step here and astep there to get back again to the same position that 
| was occupied before the repeal was made. 


I see in the amendment 
that is now proposed by the Senator from Nebraska one other effort 
apparently in the same direction. Everybody knows that the ulti 
mate result of these proceedings is to be that franking will be re 
stored. So far as I am concerned, I am entirely willing to vote to 
restore it to-day in all its full proportions, unshorn and unlimited, 
and I should very much prefer to vote for that than to be called 


| upon session after session to vote here a little and there a little, now 
| to frank turnip seed and then to frank pumpkin seed, and next ses 
| sion to frank an Agricultural Report and then a piece of the Con 
| GRESSIONAL RECORD; and now to frank official communications. I 


think thatif we intend to restore the franking burden, not the frank 
ing privilege, we had better proceed like men todo it and do it with- 
out delay, and do it frankly. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, if there are abuses in the system of 
franks that exist now they ought to be corrected. I could not hear 
distinctly the provision in regard to franks used by departmental 
ofticers, but by the present law Members and Senators can frank the 
In my judg 
ment we should not pass this provision and give a frank for all printed 


| matter and all letters written on public business or relating to any- 


thing else. I do not desire to argue it; but my judgment is very 
strong that it isnot a thing that we shoulddo. There is some allow- 
ance made to us out of the Treasury for stationery, &c., and beyond 
that, if we cannot do otherwise, we can send the documents as freight, 
and distribute them in that way. I think it would be a bad precedent 
to commence to restore franking in this way. I hope the provision 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from New York that 
it costs me from $25 to $30 a hundred pounds to send documents as 
freight from here to my residence or to any one of my constituents. 
For one I cannot stand that. 

Mr. KERNAN. I suppose that where there are documents that 
parties want, it is no trouble if a member finds they desire them to 


| send them subject to the charge to be paid on delivery. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Then my constituents would have to pay. 

Mr. KERNAN. I think there was so much dissatisfaction existing 
with the franking before that we should not take small steps toward 
restoring it, but leave the law stand as it is. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
York if he has observed that the existing law which authorizes the 
franking of a part of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD has had the effect 
to swell that volume to undue proportions? 

Mr. KERNAN. My observation is that under any system it is 
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swelled to very large proportions. I do not think that has caused it 
to be increased. 

Mr. DAWES. To do that by legislative enactment which tends 
directly to fill it with matter which would not otherwise go there, 
merely for the purpose of getting the benefit of franking, seems to 
me to be not only doing by indirection what we have hardly courage 
enough, as the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] says, to do by 
direction, but to be paying for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD every year very much that we would not pay for were it not 
for the fact that we desire to seek the benetit of the franking privilege. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if that 
does not result from another House authorizing speeches to be printed 
that never were delivered at all ? 

Mr. DAWES. The other House, I know, authorizes the printing of 
speeches that are never delivered at all; and this House authorizes 
anybody, by merely requesting leave, to put in the RecorD anything 
that it seems to him or to us would be a desirable thing to frank to 
our constituents. It is an occurrence of every day. 

I have voted for the abolition of the franking privilege time and 
again, a dozen times I think; I have voted for it every time it has 
been up for the last twenty years; I have voted for it with the firm 
conviction that it was an unwise thing to repeal it; but the metro- 
politan press of the country set about the work of aggrandizement 
and of bringing all methods of the distribution of information in 
this country under its own control. It established agencies here; it 
availed itself of the telegraph; it condensed the information to be 
distributed about the country and had it brought to its own estab- 
lishments; and in that way it brought the press of the country step 
by step under its own control. It was necessary to complete that 
work to prevent the distribution as much as possible freely through 
the mails of information from this center by other means. Through 
that press working upon the country press and making them believe 
that this was the privilege of the representative in Congress, and 
through that country press making the people come to believe it, there 
was a public sentiment created that could be met in no other way, in 
my opinion, but by experience. I was governed in voting for the re- 
peal of the franking privilege by the wish to have it demonstrated to 
the people that it was their privilege, and that its repeal was their 
loss. It was the aggrandizement of a few central papers at their ex- 
pevse through the country press. Sir, from the day it was repealed 
this sentiment has been becoming more and more to be established in 
the country that it was a mistake of the people; that they were mis- 
led in this view of the case. I know the country press had no idea 
when the bill passed the House of Representatives absolutely abolish- 
ing the franking privilege, so that no matter should go free through 
the mail, that it was going to cut off a privilege that they had enjoyed 
for twenty years of distributing their papers through their own coun- 
ties free in the mail. I remembera leading editor in my own district 
writing me a very strong letter when I was in the other House urging 
me to go for the abolition of the franking privilege, and I had the 
satisfaction of writing him that I had just recorded my vote upon a 
bill that would require him to pay postage on all his papers throughout 
the county as well as on all the letters that he sent tome. He was 
utterly astonished. He wrote back that he did not desire any such 
thing as that; he desired to have his papers go free through the mail ; 
he only wished to have the privilege members of Con seme enjoyed 
so long abolished, so that they should pay for what they sent through 
the mail. I only speak of that as an illustration of the common sen- 
timent in the country. 

Now, sir, I believe that the people understand this thing, and I be- 
lieve that they see more and more the necessity, if they desire to obtain 
correct information from this center of what is going on here, of not 
depending solely upon the disposition and character of a few gentle- 
men, sitting up in the gallery over your head, however honorable 
they may be. They color, they shape, they determine how much of 
the information transmitted from here shall go throughout the coun- 
try, and it should not be so. A Member of Congress or a Senator 
should have the opportunity of availing himself of the mails of the 
country to let the country know what is being done here, and not 
depend u these gentlemen who are themselves depending upon a 
power behind that pays them and controls them, and, I am sorry to 
say, in many instances shapes and colors the very dispatches they 
send. The only cure for it is to create every possible facility for send- 
ing at the least possible expense from here and the least possible bur- 
den to those who send it all manner of information that people desire. 

It so happens that the raid made upon the franking privilege which 
emanated from the Post-Office Department some five or six years ago 
and resulted in the passage of the law taking it away co been 
shown time and again to bring no possible relief to the burdens and 
expenditures of the Post-Oflice Department. To-day they are as 
large and larger than they were helene this franking privilege was 
abolished. They were so the very next year. You could not discover 
certainly in any diminution of the cost of transporting the mails the 
fact, and you had to depend solely on the information which was 
constantly kept before the public that this privilege had been abol- 
ished ; and every attempt here to facilitate the distribution of valu- 
able information in the form of public documents or any other way 
is spied out first by this same metropolitan press and the alarm is 
given that it will lead to a restoration of that condition of things 
when the public will be relieved of the contrel by that press of the 
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information that they receive. That press, seeing that this contro] js 
to be infringed upon and done away with, sounds the alarm. They 
have sounded it this past winter. Nobody else is heard to ery out or 
complain; you hear it from no other quarters but from these centers, 
and it is quite evident to me that the people see now what the pur 

pose and object of it was in the beginning and what the effect of jt 
is to be. 

I am ready myself to vote for a restoration of the franking privyi 
lege. When I voted to repeal it I publicly avowed in the House of 
Representatives that it was my purpose, if possible, to make it a 
school-master to demonstrate to the people that in this particular they 
had been deluded, and that no relief to the public burden would 
come from it. And that no relief has come from it is quite apparent 
to everybody else but to this particular interest that is so seriously 
and constantly, and it seems to me for a very good reason, opposed 
to its restoration. 

Mr. MAXEY. When the franking privilege was repealed I was not 
a member of the Senate but was a private citizen of the State of Texas, 
and Iregarded it as extremely unwise. Experience since has confirmed 
me in that opinion. As far as I know or have reason to believe, in 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent, no one lives 
there but who is in favor of the restoration of the franking privilege. 
I am in favor of it because it is a measure directly in the interest of 
the people. It is a matter which concerns the people more than it 
does the member of Congress. The people are to-day earnestly ani 
anxiously looking to the Congress of the United States, and they want 
to know the truth in regard to what is going on here. The exact 
truth they will get through the official documents, and when they get 
those official documents they will determine whether or not those 
they have sent here are faithfully discharging their duty or otherwise. 
I believe that every member of Congress should be held responsible, 
whether he be a Senator or a Member of the House of Representatives, 
directly to the people he represents for his official action, and in order 
to get that certainly and beyond question they must resort to the 
RECORD. 

I believe that, so far as all the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment are concerned which are required to make their reports to Con- 
gress, what is done by those Departments should be also known to 
the people, and I do know from actual personal knowledge that there 
is a demand and I might say a crying demand on the part of the peo- 
ple throughout the country to hear the truth in regard to what is 
going on in the administration of the Government in all its various 
Departments. So believing, and believing that it is in the interest of 
the people that this privilege be restored, that it is a privilege di- 
rectly in the interest of the people, I have favored it. 

But the Senator from New York says that these documents can be 
sent by express. Why, Mr. President, many of us represent portions 
of the country where there are no express-offices, where it is impossi- 
ble to reach the people by express. The only means we have of 
sending these documents to the extreme outposts of the American 
Union is through the mails ; and those of us who have endeavored to 
do our duty, to distribute all the documents which have been as- 
signed to us, know perfectly well the great expense it involves. It 
is a serious expense to a member of Congress to do what? To do 
what the people want him to do; and my experience of the people is 
that no honest man wants another to pay for his convenience. The 
people of the country do not want a member of Congress to pay out 
of his own pocket that which is for their benefit. The allowance 
which is made to a member of Congress is made for his services, and 
there is no more reason why the postage which is required to pay for 
the distribution of documents should be paid out of his pocket than 
there is that the blacksmith’s bill or any other bill of the people 
should be paid out of his pocket. That is the view I have of that 
matter. 

Another thing. Unless the franking privilege is restored as it was, 
your plan of printing public documents ought to be abolished. There 
is no good sound sense or reason in filling the document room with 
documents, published at the expense of the people, and letting them 
lie there to rot. If you print these documents, circulate them ; cir- 
culate them under the franking privilege, because the people want 
them for their benefit; and as the people do want them, they are 
willing to pay for them. 

In an official communication sent to the Post-Office Committee of 
the Senate, of which the Presiding Officer isa member as well as my- 
self, the Postmaster-General stated that there would be no additional 
expense to the country by reason of the restoration of this privilege. 
Then why, I ask, should it not be restored? It seems to me that 
wisdom and sound policy require it. It may not be of so much im- 
portance to those who live in the densely-settled parts of the coun- 
try where they have the benefit of railroads and expresses; but to 
those who are settling up new States it is a matter of the greatest 
importance. I hold that the object of the post-office establishment 
was the dissemination of intelligence for the benefit of the people, 
and that it is but right to give the people the means of knowing ex- 
actly what is going on not only in the legislative department of the 
Government, o> in all the various branches of the executive de- 
partinent which are required to make their reports here. 

For these reasons, which are satisfactory to me, I have favored the 
restoration of the franking privilege as embodied in the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 
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About the point made by the Senator from Delaware in regard to 
letters I care nothing. If it may be that fraud might be practiced by 
reason of letters being sent under the franking privilege which did 
not concern the public business; if there can be no means of pre- 
venting fraud of that kind, then I say I care nothing about letters 
one way or the other; but as to the distribution of documents, I do 
believe it ought to be done under the franking privilege. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, my experience is different from that | 
of the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from Texas. There 
was satisfaction expressed generally, especially where I live, when 
the franking privilege was repealed. The old plan was thought to 
be a great expense upon the mass of the great body of the people for 
the few comparatively who receive documents. But my own expe- 
rience ought not to have much weight. Have there been any peti- 
tions presented to either House of Congress that any man knows of, 
praying for the restoration of this privilege in any degree? I have 
not heard of them if there have been any. I have heard no com- 
plaint at home, but on the contrary satisfaction. Therefore, I had 
supposed that the community were quite well satistied when there 
can be sent to them the largest book printed here for ten cents when 
franked, when there can be sent to them daily free under a frank the 
RecorD of the proceedings of Congress, when the printed matter 
which goes from Departments can be sent to them at two cents a 
pound by mail. Now, if everybody in the community could have 
one of these documents I should say let the people pay the expense 
of carrying them free; but that is not so. No gentleman believes 
we can print here matter enough to send to any considerable number 
of our constituents. It is only a few who will receive them, and | 
think those few can well afford to have them go with the postage as 
now regulated by law. 

I do not want to argue the question, but I do not think gentlemen 
are correct. There have been no petitions indicating that anybody 
asks for a restoration of the franking privilege in any degree, so far 
as I know. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from New York if on the other hand during all the winter, 
all the summer, when the press have been speaking of this partial 
restoration, the bill itself having been published generally through- 
out the country months ago, he has heard any criticism upon it. I 
have failed to see any. 

Mr. KERNAN. Ido not remember that I have; but I do not think 
that is a very great guide. Our people, if they wanted this matter 
sent them free, would ask for it. After the strong expression of pub- 
lic sentiment against this privilege before it was repealed, I think 
we might wait until we got a petition from some quarter asking us 
to restore it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will say to the Senator from New Yerk that, so 
far as my Own people are concerned, I have had innumerable letters 
advising and recommending it, and indorsing the position I had taken 
in respect to the matter, and no newspaper in my State up to this 
time of either party has criticised it. 

Mr. KERNAN. I have heard none of my constituents suggest it, 
though I have been sending to them through the mail and otherwise 
such documents as I could get. The Senator from Massachusetts says 
that they do not get accurate information. No franking privilege 
will give the people that information which they desire to get and 
do get every day in almost every village in this country through the 
telegraph—a synopsis of the proceedings here. This information 
comes far behind that, and that they want any way. 

I do not desire to seek to argue this question with any earnestness. 
My own settled judgment is that it is wiser and better to leave this 
matter to be subject to the light postage it now is, the Agricultural 
Report to be sent free and the daily Recorp to be sent free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not understand the object of the 
last provision of the amendment that it shall not repeal the Consti- 
tution of the United States. , 

Mr. HOWE. The right to expel 
able rights” I suppose. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not suppose it is necessary to pro- 
vide that one of our acts shall not repeal that power. 

_Mr. PADDOCK. That was my opinion when the matter was con- 
sidered in the committee, but it was suggested by some member of 
the committee that it would be well to put that on by way of precau- 
tion, and so it was done. 

Mr. HOWE. I suppose this particular clause to which the Senator 
from New Jersey calls attention—my attention had not been attracted 
to it_before—is to confer on the majority of the Senate the right to 
expel. Otherwise some might hold that only two-thirds could do it. 

Mr. DAWES. That provision arose about the time that a distin- 
guished member of the judiciary decided that an act of Congress had 
been passed which had taken from each House the right to punish for 
contempt. That was the way it came inthis bill. It is due tothe truth 
of history that it should be known that that was the reason, because 


of a distinguished legal opinion that was spread on the records of 
Congress. 


Mr. HOWE, 


a member is one of the “inalien- 


I think the Senator from Massachusetts is entitled to 
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the gratitude of the Republic for putting that piece of history on the 
record. I rose, Mr. President, to suggest and to move an amendment 
to the pending amendment. In line 4 of the third section I propose 
to insert the conjunction “and” between “letters and documents,” 
and to strike out the words follow ing “ documents” to and including 
“ business.” 

The transmission of letters and documents to and from the repre- 
sentatives of the people seems to me to be the only privilege worth 
securing to the people. The transmission of packages seems to me 
to be too general a term to include in the bill, and then I think it 
of the utmost importance that you exclude from the bill this pro- 
vision which always upon every letter and every document raises the 
question whether it does or does not relate exclusively to public 
business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
if 1 was alone responsible for this measure | should accept his amend- 
ment readily, because I believe it to be a very correct one; but as I 
am not alone responsible for it, but only one of a committee which 
adopted the measure in its present form, I cannot accept his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOWE. I will nevertheless submit the motion and take the 
judgment of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 suggest to the Senator that the word 
“packages” is unnecessary for the purpose of covering, as some one 
has suggested, seeds to be sent over the country, because there is a 
special act in reference to them. 

Mr. HOWE. They are already provided for by existing law. 
this amendment I will vote for the proposition. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. And strike out the last proviso. 

Mr. HOWE. [should vote to strike that out, but i do not think it 
will injure the Constitution much if we leave it in; and with the 
amendment I have suggested I think I should be willing to vote for 
the measure. I am a good deal like my friend from Massachusetts ; 
that is to say, my record on this subject is a good deal like his. He 
says he voted for the abolition of the franking privilege for a good 
many years and very steadfastly. Idid likewise. I wasa little more 
sincere in my devotion to that cause than he says he was. I really 
wanted to get rid of the burden of franking my letters and the docu- 
ments and the newspapers and the speeches and the hundreds of 
tons of information which I sent from year to year over the country. 
I preferred very much to pay the postage on my letters and on every- 
thing that I wanted to send to the people of the United States and 
everything that the people wanted me tosend tothem. I thought it 
was not “millions” in my pocket, as our friend Colonel Sellers would 
express it, but I thought it was money in my pocket to abolish this 
business of franking, and I voted for its abolition. I thought that 
when my constituents wrote to me on their business they would send 
me the means of paying the postage on letters in return, and I 
thought some means would be invented for sending those documents 
which are published, which we all send to the people through the 
mails, without burden to the constituents and without burden to the 
members of Congress. But we have contrived to put the law into 
such a confused state that I think the public do not really know 
whether we have the franking privilege or not. We frank every day 
more or less, and I do not think the people understand where the 
right to frank exists and where it ceases, so that almost no one who 
writes to a member of Congress on business of his own, no matter 
how expensive the return may be to the member here, thinks of in- 
closing the postage. It is very rarely the case in my experience. 

Then there is another difficulty. You have put down the postage 
on your public documents to that very low figure which will not ex- 
cuse you from sending them threugh the mail, and will not excuse 
you from taking the postage even if it is sent to you. Therefore you 
send your documents off. You have got to frank them, and you have 
got to pay ten cents a volume on them; and that is an additional 
charge. All the labor of the old system is left on the Senator or 
Representative, and a great deal of additional cost is imposed upon 
him. 

Mr. President, if the people can afford to trust me with the frank 
on documents and on letters, I am willing to assume that responsi- 
bility. I do not want any inquiry framed, any issue made; I do not 
want to be summoned before a jury of my country or a committee of 
investigation to settle the question whether the letter I frank or the 
document that I send off absolutely and on the whole relates to pub- 
lic business. I want to be trusted so far as that is concerned. It 
would require a jury of experts undoubtedly in a great many instances 
to determine a question of that sort, and it would be extremely difli- 
cult to try it. Therefore, I think we had better not open that ques- 
tion. I believe the people of Wisconsin will trust me to that extent, 
and if they will not I know they can find a man in the State whom 
they will trust; so I would exclude it from this bill. I will vote for 
the measure and take the responsibility. I would a great deal rather 
pay the money when we send off the document. Then I know ex 
actly how much it costs me and the whole controversy is settled. 
There is no penalty about it; there is noinvestigation about it. That 
is a clean transaction; I am out of pocket so much, and have done so 
much labor, and there is the end of it. When I cannot afford to pay 
the money and to do the work avy longer, I know a very easy way of 
avoiding both. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, 


With 


I am placed in an awkward predicament 
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here by the action of two honorable Senators. In the first place, I 
had determined to say a few words upon this measure and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] made precisely the speech 
which I had intended to make. In the next place, I had marked this 
proposition for an amendment, and the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Hower] offered precisely the same amendment before I had an oppor- 
tunity to offer it. I therefore conclude that both the Senators most 
be right, as they both agree with me. They are right at least to that 
extent; but perhaps I differ somewhat with the Senator from Wis- 
consin. I shall vote for the bill if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin is adopted. I have always believed that the 
abolition of the franking privilege was a piece of demagogism. I 
believe it still. No matter from where it originated, it was a privi- 
lege that belonged to the people and not to Senators and Represent- 
atives. It operated for their benetit and not forours. I will suggest, 
however, a little alteration in the phraseolgy of the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Wisconsin. Instead of saying “to and from 
the representatives of the people,” I would say “to and from such 
representatives.” I hope the Senator will accept that amendment, 
and I shall vote for it and for the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Hower] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Pappock,] which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed in line 4of the third section of 
the amendment, after the word “ letters,” to insert the word “and;” 
and to strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words “ packages and other mat- 
ter relating exclusively to public business.” 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WEsT] suggests to 
me, and he is perfectly right, that if the amendment to the amend- 
ment should be agreed to by the Senate, there are some words in the 
seventh line which will have to be stricken out in order to make it 
conform. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
read if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the third section, as follows: 


I ask the Clerk to read the amendment as it would 


That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates from Territories, the Secretary of 
the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Representatives may send and receive 
through the mail free of postage letters and docameuts: Provided, That such Sena- 
tor, Represenative, or officer shall write upon each letter and document so sent by 
him his name, with the proper designation of the office he holds. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Allow me to suggest that the amendment 
would read better to insert “to and from such Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates” after “documents.” 

Mr. HOWE. I think those words are not required there, if the 
Senator will read the section down. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The amendment to the amendment then is 
well enough as it is. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
whether he thinks the word “documents” would cover all matter 
published by authority of Congress; for instance, the books published 
by authority of Congress, and the bills published ? 

Mr. HOWE, That is my understanding of the term. 

Mr. OGLESBY. As this has been fixed up now and is a good thing, 
I suppose, as it is now to be voted on, I should like to hear it read, so 
that if it is going to pass I may have a little share in it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let us take the question on the amendment to the 
amendment first. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I want to see how it is proposed to be amended. 
I stepped out of the Chamber a few moments and do not know ex- 
actly what condition it is in. 

Mr. HOWE. Let the Clerk read the last section. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The last section, I suppose, is what ought to be 
read, 

The Coter CLERK. 


The third section, as proposed to be amended, 
reads : 


That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates from Territories, the Secretary of 
the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Representatives may send and receive through 
the mail, free of postage, letters and documents: Provided, That such Senator, 
Representative, or officer shall write upon each letter and document so sent by him 
his name, with the proper designation of the oflice he holds. 

Mr. OGLESBY. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
it seems to me. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words, and but 
a very few words on this question. I voted to abolish the franking 
privilege. Its abolition was accomplished under a public clamor 
which, in my judgment, was as distant as it could be in the world 
from what was the public judgment. I was influenced, however, my- 
self, I believe, in no degree by that clamor. Two reasons controlled 
my vote; one was a belief that I would avoid the necessity of an- 
swering every letter which I received inquiring of me particularly 
what was the health of Mrs. Grundy at that immediate time or some 
other matter of about as much importance. Having established the 
custom of answering every letter and maintaining it to that time, 
however important or unimportant, I found an enormous correspond- 
ence upon my hands. I think my length of time here led to a vastly 
larger correspondence from my own State than there would other- 
wise have been. That was one reason which led me to believe that 
if I voted to abolish the system if any person wanted to know whether 


That is very = and easily understood. 
The word “ document” is a very indefinite term, 
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Mrs. Grundy was well or ill, he would have the courtesy to inclose a 
return postage-stamp. But this is not done. I was therefore disap- 
pointed in that to some degree, though not entirely. I am satisfied 
that it has diminished many of my letters, for many of that descrip- 
tion which had been written when there was no imposition of post- 
age upon a Senator were not written after the abolition. I was there- 
fore not entirely disappointed in that view of the case. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee if he ever received any letters inquiring about Mrs. Grundy 
which were paid for with official stamps? - ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will state that before I get through. The second 
reason which I had for voting for the repeal was that I did believe 
that it would cause a very large saving in the expenditures for public 
printing. I thought so then; I think so now. In that, however, | 
have been disappointed very much. It did not produce that diminu- 
tion in the expenses of public printing which I expected and had a 
right to expect. Still, I think the restoration of it will bring us back 
to a very largely increased ameunt of public printing, and for that 
reason, and that alone, I shall vote against the bill. 

I had besides another reason, for | am making a frank confession 
now. It was to be rid of the great labor of franking the very large 
number of documents, hardly worth the trouble and expense of send- 
ing, to be distributed over my State. 

Those were the considerations which induced me to vote for that 
bill. There is but little left except the public printing, and I think 
now we shall find that again swelling upon us in enormons propor- 
tions if we restore the franking privilege. 

Mr. DAWES. Can the Senator call to mind a single item of public 
printing that we have omitted to order because we could not send 
out documents free ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think we have omitted not many, but have di- 
minished very largely the number. You will increase, in my judg- 
ment, both the number and the different descriptions of documents 
printed by making them all go free. 

In relation to the first and second sections of this amendmgnt, I 
want to say that they are, in my judgment, eminently just oa will 
bring a large saving to the country. There were undoubtedly abuses 
under the old franking privilege, but in my judgment the abuses 
were entirely insignificant when compared and contrasted with the 
abuses that exist under it to-day. Do Senators know that all Gov 
ernment officials are furnished with stamps for official correspond 
ence’ They are; and I know, if other Senators do not, that not a 
week has transpired during this session of Congress in which I have 
not received communications with official stamps, relating only to 
private business. That would be my construction. I ought, how- 
ever, in justice to the persons using them, to say that they might 
have drawn a different construction. A postmaster writes me in re- 
lation to some personal matter of his. 1 cannot conceive that it is 
thereby official, but it is done, and done very frequently. Your frank- 
ing privilege formerly was confined only and exclusively to members 
of Congress and the persons enumerated, the President, the Vice 
President, an Ex-President, and a few others, and the abuse was very 
slight indeed, while to-day, with 60,000 people in this country using 
a frank, if they use it honestly and only abuse it in the manner | 
have suggested, by using it when they think it applies to official 
matter but does not, you have an amount of deficiency in the revenue 
in consequence of that method beyond what ever could or ever did 
arise from the franking privilege as it existed and was exercised by 
members of Congress. That is my judgment. 

These two sections provide what? That the Government, instead 
of purchasing stamps, would make the saving, first, in the amount 
that it would cost the Government to purchase its stamps. I do not 
mean the value, for when you come to that it is taking the money 
simply out of one pocket and putting it into the other, no more and 
no less; but if you abolish the stamp you do save to the Government 
beyond a doubt all that it costs mechanically to manufacture the 
stamp. There is that actual saving in the first and second sections 
of the amendment. If this should become a law, it would allow the 
various Departments to send their official communications through 
the mails, and then at the end of the year I hold that it would be the 
duty of Congress to make an annual appropriation to pay what is a 
fair compensafion for the use which the Government has of the mails. 
This amendment provides that it shall be done under an envelope 
with a printed formula thereon, making it penal to counterfeit that, 
precisely as it was penal to counterfeit or to use a stamp. There is, 
therefore, just the same safety, and, as my friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Howe] suggests, these official envelopes will not get out of the pos- 
session, as little stamps could, would, and did. It is therefore econ- 
omy to the Government to adopt the first and second sections of the 
amendment, and I rose only to state the reasons which would induce 
me to vote against the third section. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Do J understand that all of the third sec- 
tion after the word “ holds” in the eighth line is stricken out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I suggest, and I trust the Senator from 
Wisconsin will add that to his amendment, tostrike out all after the 
word “ holds” in the eighth line. 

Mr. HOWE. I would not strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
modify his amendment ? 
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Mr. HOWE. No, I do not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment tothe amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. PappockK, ] as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the question is put, would the Chair be 
kind enongh to have exactly the thing read which we are called to 
yote upon? ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the whole 
amendment as amended.- 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That it shall be lawful to transmit through the mail, free of postage, any letters, 
packages, or other matters relating exclusively to the business of the Government 
of the United States: Provided, That ¢ such letter or package to entitle it to 
pass free shall bear over the words “ official business" an indorsement showing 
also the name of the Department, and, if from a bureau or office, the names of the 
Department and bureau or office, as the case may be, whence transmitted. And if 
any person shal! make useof any such official envelope to avoid the payment of post 
age on hisor her private letter, package, or other matter in the mail, the person so 
otftending shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and subject to a tine of $300, to 
be prosecuted in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. That, for the purpose of etrying this act into effect, it shall be the duty 
of each of the Exective Departments of the United States to provide for itself and 
its subordinate oflices the necessary envelopes, and, in addition to the endorse 
ment designating the Departmem: in which they are to be used, the penalty for the 
unlawful use of these envelopes shall be stated thereon. 

Sec. 3. That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, the Secretary 
of the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Representatives may send and receive 
through the mail, free of postage, letters and documents: Provided, That such 
Senator, Representative, or officer shall write upon each letter and document so 
sent by him his name, with the proper designationeof the office he holds; and the 
same penalty is prescribed for the violation of the provisions of this section as that 
prov ided in section 1 of this act for officers of the United States: Provided, That 
the penalty herein shall not be construed to interfere with the constitutional power 
of each House to punish or expel a member. 








Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to sfrike ont the last proviso about inter- 
fering with the rights to expel a member. It is quite unnecessary. 

Mr. PADDOCK. IL accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment to the amendment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator accepts it, he having it in his con- 
trol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not under the Senator’s con- 
trol, having been amended, but the Chair hears no objection and the 
amendment to the amendment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The last section provides that— 

The same penalty is prescribed for the violation of the provisions of this section 
as that provided in section 1 of this act for ofticers of the United States. 

Section 1 provides that— 

If any person shall make use of any such official envelope to avoid the payment 
of postage on his or her private letter, package, or other matter in the mail, the 
person so offending shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, &c. 

I should like to know what would be a violation of the provisions 
of this first section. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not know any; and so it does not 
do any hurt. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to move to strike those words out. 
It certainly does not make sense the way it is now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended, and the roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BOoUTWELL] and the Senator from California [Mr. Sar- 
GENT] are engaged in a conference and have paired upon this bill. 
The Senator from Massachusetts would vote in the negative, and the 
Senator from California in the aflirmative. 

The roll-call was concluded and the result was announced—yeas 
30, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars, Allison, Burnside, Christiancy, Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Dawes 
Dennis, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Harvey, Howe, Ingalls, Kelly, Key, 
Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Norwood, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Wallace, West, and Withers—30. 

NAYS—Messra. Anthony, Bogy, Booth, Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton, Cock- 
rell, Ferry, Hamlin, Kernan, Logan, McCreery, McDonald, MeMillan, Morrill, 
and Oglesby—15. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Boutwell, Bruce, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hitch 
cock, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Morton, Robertson, Sargent, 
Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wadleigh, Whyte, Windom, and Wright—26. 


So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Is it too late to offer an amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment is in order. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I move to amend by inserting the word “ Dele- 
gate” after the word “ Representative,” in the sixth line of section 3 
of the amendment just agreed to; so as to make that part of the clause 
conform to the preceding part. 

Mr. HARVEY. Is the motion now to concur in the amendments in 
gross? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is; but the vote can be taken 
separately upon any amendment, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HARVEY. I ask to reserve the amendment making appropri- 


ations to certain railroads for carrying what is known as the fast 
mail. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be excepted, 
The Senator from Georgia proposes an amendment. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Section 3 of the amendment provides for Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates, and in the proviso, in the sixth line, 


the word “ Delegate” is omitted. 1 wish simply to supply that omis- 
sion, so as to read: i 





Provided, That such Senator, Representative, Delegate 


or officer shall write 
upon each letter and document so sent by him, his name, & 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. In the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
which was adopted, “the same penalty is prescribed for the violation 
of the provisions of this section as that provided in section 1 of this 
act for officers of the United States.” The first section of the bill re- 
lates to post-routes, and I do not know that any penalty is there. I 
ask the Senator who introduced the amendment to make the corree- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment should be section 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the text be corrected. 
first section of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that correction will be made. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to renew the amendment which I 
offered in committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole first. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that there are one or two words in the amendment that seem to fall 
foul of the Revised Statutes about saying “his or her.” The Revised 
Statutes provide in all cases of law that it is unnecessary to name the 
sex; the word “his’’ covers everybody. Therefore, as a mere matter 
of legal phraseology, I suggest that he strike out the words “or her” 
where some penalty is provided. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be done by unanimous 
consent. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. HARVEY ] reserves the amend- 
ment in regard to fast trains. The question is on concurring in the 
other amendments in gross. 

Mr. HARVEY. If in order, I call for the reading of the amendment 
making an appropriation for the fast-mail trains. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let us dispose of the other amendments first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This being the first amendment, it 
will be considered first. The Secretary will report it. 

The Corer CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, in- 
serted as sections 2, 3, and 4 of the bill the following: 


It means the 


Sec. 2. That the sum of $150,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury arising from the revenues of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 177, in addition to the sum appropriated for in- 
land-mail transportation by railroad by an act entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1872, and for other purposes,” approved July 12, In76: Provided, That the Post 
master-General is hereby authorized to only apply this sum in restoring, so far as it 
may be possible to do so, the transportation of the mails by fast-mail, trains over 
the New York Central, and Hudson River, and Lake Shore and Michigan Southern 
Railroads, between New York and Chicago, and*to Saint Louis, and over the Penn 
sylvania Railroad and its connections between New York and Saint Louis, New 
York and Chicago, and New York and Civeinnati 

Sec. 3. That to enable the Postmaster-General to arrange for fast-mail trains over 
the Philadelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad, and over the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad and its connections to Washington, Saint Louis, and Chicago, $75,000, 
to be paid out of the revenues of the Post-Office Department for the tiscal year 
ending June 30, 1877; and that the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author 
ized to contract for the transmission of fast mails daily from Washington to New 
Orleans via Richmond, Virginia; and that the sum of 3100,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of the revenues 
of the Post-Oftice Departiwent for the performance of this service 

Sec. 4. That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to contract for the 
daily transmission of mails between Chicago and the eastern terminus of the Union 
Pacific Railroad at a cost for extra service not exceeding $25,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARVEY. I asked to except this amendment from coneur- 
rence, thinking that many Senators probably may not have observed 
the way in which the matter has grown. It began here with the 
proposition to give two lines $150,000 for the purpose of carrying on 
an arrangement for fast mails that had been entered into by the Post- 
Oftice Department without any legislative direction. The Senate 
voted at an early day of this session to reduce by 10 per cent. the al- 
lowance for carrying mails upon railroads. The House concurred in 
the reduction, so that we have the judgment of both Houses upon 
that matter that the pay should be reduced as much as 10 per cent.; 
but the managers of certain leading railroads in the country are dis- 
satisfied. They make an issue with the law-making power by stop- 
ping what is known as the fast-mail trains. The metropolitan press, 
being greatly favored, more than any other interest, by the running of 
these fast lines, and favored to the detriment of the country press, at 
once raise a cry about the great wrong which the country suffers by 
the stoppage of the fast mails; and these two lines in some way se- 
cure recognition by the first amendment that is offered, and others 
succeed them one after another. Thus it will be seen that this thing 
not only opens the way for a new style of subsidizing railroads, but 
(although I do not believe it is intended to be so) it is in effect an in- 
vitation to railroad lobbyists to appear here and work for subsidies 
for each and every line of railroad that they think stands any show 
for getting such allowance. I see this amount has been increased 
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already to $350,000. The New York Central and the Pennsylvania 
Central railroads become the pioneers in this enterprise. It should 
be remembered that they, and these who have followed them so far, 
are but pioneers; for the railroad interest of this country is gigantic, 
and it is being consolidated in the hands of a few managers. It as- 
pires already to do a great deal in the way of the government of the 
nation and of States. The Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WAL- 
LACE, } in his political speech the other day, cited us to the fact, if it 
be a fact, that the Pennsylvania railroad, which I have no doubt was 
the one meant by him—— 

Mr. WALLACE, I will state to the Senator that the Philadelphia 
and Reading Railroad is a corporation of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARVEY. Very well. At any rate it was a railroad organi- 
zation, Which assumed as he says effectually to bring offenders to 


justice in that State ; in other words, that it assumed the administra- 


tion of justice in that State. The Senator said something about a 
weak executive. I do not believe the executive of Pennsylvania is a 
weak man. I believe he is a thoroughly able and efficient executive; 
but I dosay that in any state or nation where either the execu- 
tive or legislature is weak, gigantic corporations will be seeking for 
power. They will improve every opportunity, and the passage of 
this bill will give a precedent and an opportunity such as never 
should be given in a free country. It is a concession to the power of 
these corporations that never ought to be made. 

I have urged other reasons, but these I think are suflicient to jus- 
tify me in voting against concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Upon the vote that was taken just now as to 
the restoration of the franking privilege I was under a misapprehen- 
sion. I desire to state now that my vote should have been cast against 
the restoration of that privilege. It is too late to correct it in any 
other way than by this statement. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
having charge of this bill to one feature of the bill, and that is, it 
authorizes the Postmaster-General to contract for carrying these fast 
mails, but there is no limitaton as to the period for which he may con- 
tract. J suggest to the Senator whether that is not leaving in the 
hands of the Postmaster-General more authority than he designs to 
leave, and whether there ought not to be some restriction as to the 
length of time for which he should contract. I do not suppose that 
the Postmaster-General will enter into any improvident contract with 
these companies in reference to time; but under the authority given 
I suppose he might contract for a long period of time. I therefore 
suggest to the Senator whether it would not be better to limit the 
period. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think there is a good deal in the suggestion, and 
I will move to amend by adding so as to read “ to contract for atime 
not exceeding four years.” That is the usnal length of a mail con- 
tract, but if the Senator prefers I will say two years. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I prefer that the Senator should limit it toa 
less period than four years, for I think as it is an experiment two 
years will do. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is an experiment and I willsay two years. That 
is about half the period of the usual lettings. I move to add as an 
additional section to the amendment the following: 


Sec. —. That no contract entered into by the Postmaster-General for fast-mail 
service as herein provided for shall be made for a longer period than two years. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the vote is taken upon the passage of 
the bill I desire to say that I voted for the amendment for the res- 
toration of the franking privilege because I am honestly in favor of 
that provision, and I did not wish to shirk any responsibility of a vote 
of that kind; but I am equally opposed to the provision in this bill 
proposing in some sense to subsidize certain railroads of this country 
by giving them compensation for carrying the fast-mail service. I 
therefore cannot vote for the billas a whole. I must vote against 
the bill; but 1 wish it distinetly understood that in doing so I am not 
opposed to that feature of the bill which restores the franking privi- 
lege. For that amendment I voted, and I would have voted for it as 
a separate proposition ; but I cannot vote for the bill which contains 
it, simply because the bill contains other provisions for which I can- 
not vote, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment reserved by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harvey] 
in regard to the fast-mail service. 

Mr. HARVEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to inquire as a matter of order 
if the amendment which was previously offered by me in committee 
can be re-offered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be offered after the amend- 
ments made in committee have been acted upon. The question is on 
concurring in this amendment as moditied by the Senator from Maine, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 31, nays 
13; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Bogy, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis- 
consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Conkling, Davis, Dawes, Dennis, Ferry, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamlin, Howe, Ingalls, Kernan, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Nor- 


wood, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Sargent, Wallace, Windom, and 
Withers—31 
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NAYS—Messrs. Booth, Cockrell, Eaton, Edmunds, Harvey, Key, MeCreery 
Maxey, Merrimon, Ransom, Sanlsbury, Spencer, and Stevenson—13. : 
ABSEN T— Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania 
Conover, Cooper, Cragin, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Hitebeock, Johy 
ston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, McDonald, Morton, Robertson 
Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wadleigh, West, Whyte, and Wright—27. F 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I now renew the amendment offered by me in 
committee. I move to add as an additional section to the bill the 
following : 

Sec. —. That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to contract for 
the extension of such service to Omaha, Nebraska, and the sum of $40,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for such purpose. 

I offer this amendment because since the action of the Senate on 
the amendment in committee other lines of less importance, of less 
business, have been added to the list of fast-mail lines. I desire to 
state that the amount of mail which leaves Omaha going west each 
day amounts to 15,000 pounds. I have not at hand the statistics 
which show the amount that leaves Chicago, but of course between 
Chicago and Omaha the amount added to the amount which daily 
leaves Omaha westward would make the aggregate between Omaha 
and Chicago amount to nearly 25,000 pounds daily. If the country 
can afford to indulge in the expense—I will not say expensive luxury 
because I think it is a wise policy, and I think these fast-mail lines 
should be established—but if the country can afford three fast-mai! 
lines between the East and Chicago and Saint Louis, it can afford 
one, I think, for the great transcontinental mail between Chicago 
and Omaha. 

Mr. SARGENT. The effect of not carrying the mail between Chi- 
cago and Omaha is that on Thursdays in San Francisco and all Cali- 
fornia our people receive no mail at all. If a link is kept up on Sun- 
day or Monday there is a regular mail throughout the week. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We have provided for that. 

Mr. SARGENT. I thought that was what the Senator from Ne- 
braska was speaking to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am glad of it; it is very important. I was 
absent for some hours on a committee of conference, and was not 
aware of the ac‘jon taken by the Senate. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That was agreed to. Since I was last up I 
have had a dispatch from the Department, Which shows that | 
understated rather than overstated the amount. The aggregate 
amount between Chicago and Omaha daily is 27,779 pounds. If the 
country can afford to establish fast mails on these lesser lines it cer- 
tainly can afford to extend the fast mail between Chicago and Omaha 
and reduce the time by twelve hours at least, as this appropriation 
would, for that amount of mail. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask 
him one question as to the cost? What will be the additional cost of 
extending this fast-mail line from Chicage to Omaha? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Forty thousand dollars. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Is that sufficient? Can it be done for $40,000? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will state for the information of the honor 
able Senator that I have no means at hand of stating accurately what 
amount will be necessary. My amendment provides the sum of 
$40,000. I base that more upon the relative distance between Chi- 
cago and Omaha compared with the distance between New York and 
Chicago, the distance between Chicago and Omaha being five hnn- 
dred miles and that between New York and Chicago being one thou- 
sand miles. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I ask now in regard to this amendment, the amount 
appropriated being $40,000, do you suppose that under that you will 
get the benefit of the service? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I supposed so certainly, or I should not have 
offered the amendment. I believe so. 

Mr. OGLESBY. And that no greater amount will be incurred at 
the end of the fiseal year than the $40,000 for this service ? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is my opinion. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I am inclined to vote for the Senator’s amend- 
ment if it is to cost no more than that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It cannot cost any more than is appropriated. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I mean to say, if it shall actually cost more that, 
then you will not get the service. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. ‘That is very true. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I do not see that the amendment will do any good, 
if you are not certain about the amount appropriated being sufficient. 
If you are certain, I shall vote for it with a great deal of satisfaction. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Iam not by any means certain; but no money 
will be lost if the railroads refuse to accept the amount which is ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The fast-mail service was established as an experi- 
ment. So far as we have had the benefit of it, I think we are able to 
state that it has been a most successful experiment; nor have I a 
doubt that within a reasonable period of time there will be through 
the main sections of the country fast routes established. The great 
arteries over which communication will pass will be those fast routes, 
and they will supply the little veins all along the lateral roads. We 
have now added something more to that in this bill. I hope the Sen- 
ate will not agree to this amendment. There must be a limit to it 
somewhere. There are 27,000 pounds of mail matter daily, the Sen- 
ator tells us, from Chicago to Omaha. They receive the benefit of 
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the fast mail to Chicago at Omaha just as much as they do at Chicago ; 
that is, they get it just twenty-four hours quicker. 


what I think is exactly right. We have added an amendment to this 


bill which gives them their seven days’ service in the week, as they | 


ought to have, so as not to require the mails to lie over a day. That 
being done, they get their mail twenty-four hours earlier at Omaha 
than they would get it if this fast-mail service were abolished. 
must have a limit somewhere. The time will come when it will go 
to Omaha, I have no doubt. I say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
I might myself, with double the propriety, with double the facts to 
fortify me, move to extend this fast route from New York to Boston, 
rem hing all New England. Why dol not doit? 
to let this system stand as it is until we can apply it gradually and not 
break it down. I hope the Senate will not agree to this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. HircHcock. } 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The post-route bill as now amended contains the 
amendments proposed for establishing the fast-mail-line service. 1 
consider that a very important service, and I shall be glad to give it 
my support. 
lege. Iam opposed to the restoration of that privilege. 1 know of 
no public necessity that demands it, and I know of no public desire 
for its restoration. I personally have a knowledge on the subject 
from those whom I in part represent. I know of no sentiment for its 
restoration. It isin the nature of a privilege, say of it what you may. 


By large numbers of the community it is regarded also as a perquisite. | 


I am aware of the personal convenience it brings to every member. 
Iam fully aware of the personal convenience it would bring to me; 


but I know its restoration brings with it burdens of great weight and | 


consequence, for it will inevitably follow, it must as certainly follow 
as that effect follows cause in due and reasonable season, that the 
restoration of this privilege means also a return to the publication 
of large numbers of public documents. 

Mr. DAWES. 
that in no period of the history of the Government has there been so 
much public printing as there has been since the franking privilege 
has been abolished ? 

Mr. OGLESBY. I was informed by the Senator from Maine some 
time ago that that was not so. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is a mistake. 

Mr. OGLESBY. 
I know is far more familiar with the subject than I am and I think 
quite as familiar with it as the Senator from Massachusetts—perhaps 
1 am going too far in that—but I was assured by the remarks of the 
Senator from Maine this morning that, although the variety of the 
public documents is substantially adhered to, the numbers in each 
line have been materially diminished and that the expense of public 
printing stands greatly. curtailed in consequence of that. I think the 
restoration of the franking privilege must of necessity call us back 
to that responsive request, which will come upon us because of this 
food and this encouragement, to increase the number of public docu- 
ments. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him to explain what 
that necessity is which will demand the Congress of the United States 
to print documents for the mere purpose of having the fun of frank- 
ing them? 

Mr. OGLASBY. I will try to answer the Senator. 
not be able to doso satisfactorily. The people of this country do not 
like special privileges. I do not like them myself. I do not like 
what the people cannot have. I know that this franking is regarded 
by the public very largely as a privilege and also by some as a per- 
quisite. The very moment that we come into the use of it, it seems 
natural to my mind and reasonable tk. ;t they willsay, “ You have got 
the franking privilege; you have got in that Printing Establishment 
there ; you have got all this force; now send us documents as you 
used to do.” The Senate cannot have forgotten, I am sure I have not 
forgotten, that we carried that to such an extent that it became 
odious almost. Public documents were shipped over the country, and 
were unopened, unexamined, and unread to a very large extent. 

Here is one point which I wish to make about public documents, 
and I am as frank about it asI can be. I never get a public docu- 
ment that am not embarrassed. If I get three hundred and my 
colleague gets three hundred, or if I get one hundred and fifty and 
he gets the same number, or if I were to get five thousand and he the 
same number of any particular document, I am at once embarrassed 
how to dispose of them. 
in it. Iam always embarrassed to know what disposition to make 
of a public document that I have. I cannot give it to one without 
selecting him from the many. I cannot tell for my life why I select 
him. It is not because he is wiser, not because he is better, not be- 
cause he is stronger; but I somehow or other must make a selection, 
and it is always a disagreeable matter to me. It carries with it the 
taste or flavor of personal preference, which I do not like. 


Perhaps I shall 


We have done | 


Jecause Lam willing | 


It also provides for a restoration of the franking privi- | 


I should like to ask my friend if he does not know | 


I was informed by the Senator from Maine, who | does not make himself so clear to my mind nor is his reasoning so 


| conclusive as it almost always is. 


| see what good it does me. 





We represent a State that has 500,000 voters | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I voted at one time for a project of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. ANTHONY, ] and I think I am still in favor of that project. Ido 
not know that it would be a very popular project, [do not know that 
it would meet with universal favor; but I think the sentiment of the 
country would sustain it. That is,vo publish all public information, 


| the reports of all the Departments, all scientific, all accurate, correct 


You | 


knowledge gathered up through all the Departments of the Govern 
ment from all the corners of the Republic, and publish it at the pub 
lic expense at the lowest possible dime; put it down to the lowest 
possible cent of cost of publication and then have a list of prices af 
lixed to every one of the documents, the public papers and records ; 
throw every facility within the reach of the people to have this in 
formation, and to have it at cost. This morning while the frankiny 
privilege was up a constituent of mine, a citizen of the State of Nh 
nois, stood at the door, a perfect stranger to me. 1 was introduced to 
him and asked him his sentiments about restoring the franking priv- 
ilege. Said he, “I would vote against it.” Lasked him why? Said 
he, “‘The people where I live do not want it. If we want a public 
document we ought to pay for it, because all of us cannot have pnb 
lic documents free.” It seemed to me that covered the argument in 
anut-shell. Because I think this franking privilege is wrong, because 
1 am opposed to it, because I think it distasteful to the public mind 
of the country, I shall, although in favor of the fast-mail service, 
vote against the bill for these reasons. 

Mr. HOWE, If the Senator from Illinois had been good enough 
to give us his counsel before we voted for this offensive measure, so 


| that we could have profited by it, it would have been an act of kind 
but when he gets up and tells us after we have plunged into 
this slough, and tells the country what fools we are, I do not quite 
Nevertheless, better late than never. 

The Senator from Wisconsin will indulge me a 


Ness > 


Mr. OGLESBY. 
moment. 

Mr. HOWE. Certainly. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I wish to say that the Senator knows perfectly 
well that I entertain no such foolish notion at any time of being able 
to give him instruction or information upon any public service. 

Mr. HOWE. But advice? 

Mr. OGLESBY. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator now is altogether too meek. Ile is able 
to give a great deal of advice, and he does give a great many most 
valuable suggestions; but in the spirit of candor that always actuates 
him, allow me to say that at this time there is no particular value in 
the suggestion that he has thrown out. He has assigned one of the 
best reasons in the world, one of the most conclusive reasons I ever 
heard here or elsewhere for his voting against this bill, and that is 
that he is opposed to it. That is always a good reason. But when 
he comes down to details and to explain why he is opposed to it, he 


Nor advice, nor suggestion. 


He says first that the restoration 
of this franking privilege will of necessity work a return to the busi- 
ness of printing public documents; and I was dull enough not to see 
why that necessity followed so inevitably upon this vote, and asking 
him to explain he said that when the people saw clearly that the law 
clothed us with the right to send them documents free of cost, they 
would say “ Print now, print, you can send them for nothing; keep 
printing, do not stop printing,” and he says that that was the opera- 
tion of the old law and that we, under the inspiration of these re 
peated and urgent demands, went on printing documents until they 
became odious to the people and never were opened. 

Now what does my friend really think of the people? That be- 
cause they see we have the right to write our names on a document 
they are going to insist that documents shall be printed, that the 
presses shall groan with that labor, and we groan with writing our 
franks, and send these documents to them when they are so odious 
that they will not open the document. The people the Senator rep- 
resents are more intelligent than that, more rational; they will not 
make any such demand. 

But the Senator says that his constituency is large 
they are a reading people; that istrue. He is proud of that and does 
not mean to apologize for it. There is no occasion for any apology. 
And therefore he says that it is impossible for us to print so many doc- 
uments that he and his colleague can send to everybody what every- 
body wants. Well, if documents have become odious to them, it will 
not be so difficult to supply the demand. 

He says as we do print, with whatever energy we work the Print- 
ing Oflice, that there is a selection to be made, that he has got to de- 
termine every day whether he will send a book to Brown or Jones, to 
Black or White, and that is always a difficult point to determine. 
Very likely. He can vote against printing the document. That is 
one way of solving the difficulty. You can always avoid this partic- 
ular irksome task by not printing the documents. If you do not print 
a document at all, you will not have any documents to frank; then 
your constituents will not have any documents to throw away; then 
their stomachs will not be turned by the sight of reading matter they 
do not want to look into. You will get rid of that in this way, and 
then this business of franking will be confined to the franking of 
letters which pass between the honorable Senator and his constit- 
uents. What about those letters? How many of them are the let- 
ters of the Senator himself? How many of ther are written to oth- 
ers than those who are utter strangers to him who write to him on 


; it is true; that 
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business which nobody else can transact so well as he can, and which 
he is obliged to reply to or refuse to reply to? 

I was once an attorney at law, and I was not a Senator or anything 
of that sort, and I worked for fees, and my employment, always lib- 
eral, was yet limited. I did not have to work for everybody; the 
whole State of Wisconsin were not my clients, and I have been ab- 
solutely surprised to find how much my business increased when I 
found myself clothed with the senatorial office and was so conspicu- 
ously advertised to my constituents and they found I would work for 
nothing. Really the extent of my business is—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Gratifying. 

Mr. HOWE. “Gratifying,” my friend from New York suggests. 
{Laughter.] A great many times since I have had the honor of a 
seat here by the side of my friend from New York I have been laid 
under obligations to him for a suggestion. I think I never felt so 
gratified to him before in my life as on this occasion. Gratifying! 
{Laughter.] That is the sort of franking which profits the constit- 
uent and does not profit the representative, and it is the kind of 
franking that I think the representative should be clothed with. It 
seems to me it is enough if the Senator will turn aside from public 
business and peruse the letter which calls on him to do some errand 
at the Pension Oftice, the Patent Office, the Land Office, the Fifth 
Auditor’s Oflice, the First, the Third, the Fourth, the Sixth Aud- 
itor’s Office, the Treasury, the numberless Bureaus and Departments 
here ; it is enough for him if he will read the letter, go to the office 
or write to the office, get the information that is wanted, hurry up 
the matter which concerns him, and write the reply, and give his 
correspondent the information ; it is enough, I think, to be demanded 
of the representative if he will do that without requiring that he 
shall pay three cents or six cents or twelve cents for the privilege of 
making that reply and doing that work. 

But that is not all, Every Senator on this floor isa member of a 
committee, and with that committee and the members of it the peo- 
ple of the United States must have open communication, and in ad- 
dition to all the countless letters which every one of you has to write 
as an individual Senator to constituents, isa vast number of commun- 
ications which you have to send by virtue of your official position on 
committees. I have the honor to be at the head of the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library, and during the recess the bills drawn on the funds 
which are to be disbursed by that committee are not very large in the 
aggregate of the amount drawn, but in the number of bills they are 
very large. They come tome. To be sure the Librarian, who draws 
the bills for my signature, pays the postage on the bills that he sends 
to me, but he does not send me stamps to pay the return postage. 
What is my experience in a small way is the experience of other Sen- 
ators, I take it. 

The Senator from Illinois says that he has heard no demand on the 
part of his constituents for this kind of legislation. Nor have I heard 
any demand for it from my constituents. It is a measure which I 
venture to vote for upon my personal oficial responsibility and in the 
exercise of my own judgment, such as it is, and I shall submit that 
act to their approval or disapproval in entire confidence that it will 
meet with their approval on the whole and in spite of the very forci- 
ble suggestions made by my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Iam impressed with the idea, after listening to 
the Senator from Wisconsin with the pleasure with which I always 
listen to him, that he was not so much distressed about the sugges- 
tions I made which involve himself and other Senators in a noose, 
or a corner, or some sort of trouble for having voted without having 
heard from me as he was that I made any remarks at all; for, after 
having suggested in the outset that the valuable hints I had thrown out 
ought to have been given earlier, 1 was amazed, as I suppose the Senate 
was, to find that they had not had any more effect on his mind than 
the pouring of cold water on a wild duck’s back. He is “of the same 
opinion still” that the restoration of the franking privilege is a good 
thing, and he is very manly about it; he votes for it on his own sug- 
gestion and says that his constituents must canvass that vote. The 
Senator is able to defend himself anywhere, at home or here, and I 
doubt not he honestly thinks his vote is for the good of his constitu- 
ents. Idoubt not be thinks, as other Senators think who have voted 
with him, that it isa wise and proper vote to give, and that they 
have felt and now feel that there has been a good deal of unneces- 
sary feeling of hostility to the franking privilege. I know Senators 
feel that way, and therefore they vote as they do. 

I, in rising to speak when I did, did not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the merits of the question. I did not expect to arrest the at- 
tention of the Senate for a moment, because its merits have been gone 
over since I have been in this body more than one dozentimes. Both 
sides of the question—I think that I am not mistaken about it—are 
fully and thoroughly understood. It was not for that purpose that I 
rose. I had no such visionary idea in my mind as that I could throw 
any new light upon it. Neither did I desire or expect to drive any- 
body from any conclusion he might have about it. I did not even so 
much as wish to make any Senator feel uncomfortable over his vote. 
I only intended to explain my vote against the bill as amended, hav- 
ing voted for the amendment proposed by the Post-Office Committee 
and its honorable chairman restoring the fast-mail service, and at- 
taching a good deal of importance to the utility of that service, for I 
believe it is a growing service with the country. _ I felt willing enough 
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to vote for its restoration and to extend it also where it had not been 
before ; but when this other question came in to complicate the bill, 
although of the same nature and relating to the same subject, but 
as diverse in substance as two objective points can be at either ex 
treme of the pole, I must either vote for the bill with the restora- 
tion of the fast mail and with the franking privilege in it, or I mnst 
vote against it, and as my vote in the aflirmative would be under 
stood to be an indorsement of all the bill contains, I thought I could 
not afford to vote for the bill with that last amendment in with re- 
gard to the restoration of the franking privilege. I merely rose to 
submit the reasons why I should vote on the bill as I expect to do 
against if. 

I do not know that my notions about the franking privilege are 
correct ; I do not know that they are sound; but I cannot help stat 
ing before taking my seat, and then I shall leave the subject, that 
the same train of circumstance that followed in its establishment wil! 
again follow in its re-establishment. To reason differently is to 
reason that the cholera that comes occasionally from the Asiatic 
countries to inflict that pestilence upon us would be different in one 
time from what it is in another epidemic period. No, Mr. President, 
the same consequences will in time follow, in my opinion. I should 
be glad to have all that is said and done, not only the public laws 
passed, scattered before the people, but the proceedings preliminary 
to the establishment of laws; I should be perfectly willing to have 
the country understand every motion, every speech, the action of 
every committee here. I would be as glad if it were spread before the 
people as any Senator here, but the Republic is too large for that. 
Forty-five million people cannot be accommodated with free public 
documents. It cannot be done. You cannot scatter public docu 
ments after the old style and fashion over this country. You must 
resort to another, and, I think, a more intelligent and more acceptable 
theory. We must print them at the lowest possible cent of cost and 
then distribute that information, as we do all others, to our constitu- 
ents at their own expense. I do not send a document to a voter in 
Illinois, I have not sent one since I have been in this body, that has 
not gone to him at the cost and expense of other citizens of Illinois 
who get no documents. That is a simple proposition that I can com 
prehend and every living man can. Is it right for me to ask for that 
privilege for myself without giving it also to my constituency ? Shali 
I ask to have my messages, written letters, and correspondence to 
them free and not have them write back free tome? The bill itselr 
is Wise enough to cover that ground. Correspondence both ways 
under the amendment goes free. Right along in the train of that 
correspondence, all that has been done in this body will strike the 
public mind as being entitled to goequally free. How shall we shake 
off the responsibility ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him by say- 
ing that if he will read the text of the measure he will find that he 
is entirely wrong? It says “ sent and received.” 

Mr. OGLESBY. I say the amendment provides for sending and 
receiving free, and I say it will necessarily follow, because the rea- 
soning goes to that, in restoring the franking privilege it was log- 
ical, it was necessary to say that if I should write free to the West, 
of course the people of the West should write free to me. If it 
is their privilege, of course they should. That I would be in fa- 
vor of if I were to vote for the franking privilege, of course. That 
is just. Now, reasoning in the same line, I know it leaves but a 
very short time when the public will demand documents equally 
free, and this body and the other body together wiil have to publish 
them, and hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars will be 
piled up to publish public documents, one in a dozen, one in fifty, or 
possibly one in a hundred of which will be diligently studied and 
examined, and the rest will go flocking and flooding, like wild geese, 
over the country, thrown away as worthless stuff. I th®@k we can- 
not return to that system again. I think it is unwise to take the pre- 
liminary step now toward a return to it, not because I would not be 
willing as a Senator to havethe privilege of writing my correspond- 
ence free. I am not better than any other Senator in that respect. 
I should be very glad to have my correspondence go free; but I do 
not think my correspondence gaght to go free when it is, as I be- 
lieve, not as other gentlemen believe it is, in its consequences to 
entail great expense on the Public Treasury. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask a question. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I will yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
which are more sought for than any others by his constituents and 
mine, who are mainly agricultural people, are already franked under 
the law asit stands now. They have been franked all the time. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I understand that very well. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to ask my friend if for the reason that we 
propose now to permit the franking of all other documents he thinks 
that more Agricultural R eports will be printed, or that because of the 
privilege which has heretofore existed that they might heregofore be 
franked, the demand for the printing has been more excessive? 

Mr. OGLESBY. Iask the Senator how many Agricultural Reports 
did he get as aSenator from Nebraska ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will say to the Senator that last year when | 
came here there was an accumulation of two or three years’ reports, 
but being a new Senator I did not receive a large number. I do not 
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1876. 
recollect exactly how many; I should say at least tifty, and probably 
more. Iam unable, however, to state exactly ; but I received a re- 
spectable number, which I sent to my State. i 

Mr. OGLESBY. The Senator received fifty or perhaps more. I re- 
ceived more. | 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not remember the number. I wish to say | 
that nothing I did during the time I was here last year gave so great 
satisfaction to the agricultural people I represent on this floor as the | 
distribution of those reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture and 
the other public documents under the temporary privilege to frank 
the same whiclwas given last year. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I have no doubt that the distribution of the Ag- 
ricultural Report by the Senator to his fifty constituents was very 
I sent some two or three hundred home and I have no 


agreeable. 
How agreeably were the | 


doubt they were very agreeably accepted. 
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Phat the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the House 


numbered 2, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: After the last 


ord insert, ** Excepting compensation for service performed by the said company 
w the balance of the term of the contract of the said company made in pursu 
in65, and for which appropriation has been 


JNO. P. TONES 

H. L. DAWES 

Db. M. KEY 
Managers on the partof the Senate 

A. M. WADDELL, 

J. K. LUTTRELL 

J. A. GARFIELD 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the effect of that? 
Mr. DAWES. The tirst amendment was to correct a mistake in a 
The second amendment of the House 


other farmers feeling about that time who did not get any ? excepted the provisions of the statute under which the contract was 


Mr. PADDOCK. I will say that where I send an Agricultural Re- | 1 
port into an agricultural district of my State to one person a dozen | 
or twenty and perhaps a larger number are very sure to have the use | t 
of that report. And the same is true of all public documents sent to | t 
rural constituencies. } 

Mr. OGLESBY. Ido not know whether that is so or not; it may | : 
be so, or it may not be so. To some extent I presume it is so. I pre- 
sume one farmer will hand the book to another if he cares to take it, | 
but I do know that one thousand Agricultural Reports scattered be- | : 
tween two hundred and fifty thousand farmers of Illinois are not so 
much as one drop of water in a bucket. What right have I, or has | 
any Senator on this floor, to take fifty or one hundred Agricultural Re- 
ports and give them tosuch men? They may not be especial friends. 
He will distribute them and they get them. What right has he to | 
select them and leave the others out? The Senator from Nebraska 
will say in answer, “Give me more ;” ay, the whole country will say 
under this franking privilege, “Give us more, pour out these public | 
documents until you flood the mails with them, do as you did ten 
years ago, load down the Printing Establishment, load down the cars 
with them.” That is whatI think. The Senator from Nebraska like 
myself must have been embarrassed because he did not receive a suf- 
ticient number. I never receive enough public documents to answer | 
the demands of the people who would read them. Therefore those I | 
vive them to are specially privileged as 1 with the franking privilege 
am specially privileged. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senate will vote. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 25, nays 
18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allison, Burnside, Christiancy, Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Dawes 
Dennis, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Kelly, Key, 
Logan, Maxey, Mitchell, Norwood, Paddock, Ransom, Sargent, West, and With- 
ers—2. 

NA YS—Messrs. Anthony, Bogy, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cock 
rell, Conkling, Eaton, Edmunds, Harvey, Kernan, McCreery, McMillan, Morrill 
Oglesby, Saulsbury, Spencer, and Stevenson—1s. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Clayton, Conover, Dorsey, Ferry, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Johnston, Jones of Flor 
ida, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Patterson, Randolph, Rob- 
—_ Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, and 

“ight—2s. 


The question is on the passage of 


So the bill was passed. 
The title of the bill was amended by adding the words “and for 
other purposes.” 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, ° 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.No.3359) making appropriations 
for the payment of claims reported allowed by the commissioners of 
claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871, and for other pur- 
poses. 
The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the biil (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company to carry the mails in their new iron steamships. 


nade. It was feared at the Post-Office Department that an exception 
of all claims under that statute would prevent the company from ob 
aining compensation for carrying the mail during the remainder of 
he term for which an appropriation was made. The Post-Office De 
vartment suggest that to save that this additional amendment be 
igreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not cover any fresh claims ? 

Mr. DAWES. Not at all. It only allows them their compensation 
is heretofore appropriated. 

The report was concurred in. 


THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the joint resolution (I. R. No. 1) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. 


The motion was agreed to—ayes 29, noes not counted. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-BELL IN NARRAGANSET BAY. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. 
me a few moments. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator has been compelled so long to be 
absent by sickness, I will yield for the matter he wishes to call up, if 
it does not lead to debate. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. During my absence Senate bill No. 492, making 
an appropriation for a light-house and fog-bell on Narraganset Bay, 
was passed over on the Calendar, and I now beg the present consid- 
eration of it if there is no objection on the partof any Senator. If it 
leads to any discussion, I shall not press it. 

This rock on which this light is proposed to be erected occupies a 
most dangerous position at the mouth of the west passage of Nar- 
raganset Bay. The bill is unanimously recommended by the Com 
mittee on Commerce after examination. The erection of the light 
has been recommended by the Light-House Board for two consecutive 
years. The bill calls for an appropriation of $35,000 for the erection 
of alight. Inasmuch as this obstacle is in the main line of com- 
munication between the whole of the lower coast and the upper 
coast and New England and also the southern coast with Providence 
and Narraganset Bay, I hope Senators will deem it wise to allow the 
bill to pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 492) making an appropriation for the erection of a 
monument and spindle on Whale Rock, at the entrance of Narragan- 
set Bay. 

The Committee on Commerce propose to amend the bill so to make 
it read: 

That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
propriated $35,000 for the purpose of erecting a light-house and fog-bell on Whale 
Rock at the entrance of Narraganset Bay, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 


I wish the Senator from Vermont would allow 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 





The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H.R. No. 3478) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 164) in reference to the payment of awards of 
the Venezuelan mixed commission ; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

. PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments to the bill (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
to carry the mails in their new iron steamships, having met, after full and free con 
ference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective louses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same. 





the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a light-house and fog-bell on Whale Rock, 
at the entrance of Narraganset Bay.” 

RECESS. 

Mr. INGALLS. At the suggestion of other Senators, I will state 
that it is desirable that the session should continue to-night. For the 
purpose of testing the sense of the Senate, if there is no objection, | 
will move a recess from five o’clock to half past seven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HANNAM W. SUMNER. 


Mr.CONKLING. As there are now but ten minutes left of the 
hour at which the recess begins, if the Senator from Vermont has no 
objection I will ask the Senate to take up a long-belated House bill 
now on the Calendar, touching the pension of Mrs. Hannah W. Sum- 
ner, widow of Major-General Edwin V. Sumner. 1 will not state, be- 
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cause the committee know, that there are some reasons of merit about 
this case which lead me to move its consideration, and as nothing 
can be done with the regular order in this interval, I ask that it be 
taken up now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to a call for the regular order. I make 
no objection to anything being taken up if that is the general under- 
standing. I say so new to save time in repeating it, as there are only 
ten minutes left. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 2271) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Hannah W. Sumner, widow of Major-General Edwin 
V. Sumner, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for pensioning Mrs. Hannah W. Sumner, widow of the late Ma- 
jor-General Edwin V. Sumner, who died March 21, 1863, while in com- 
mand of the Department of the West, at the rate of $50 per month 
during her widowhood, in lieu of the pension heretofore granted to 
her under the provisions of the general pension laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 3209, 
which will take but a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. leall for the regular order long enough to re- 
quest the Chair to ask unanimous consent that the regular order shall 
not be displaced by any of these matters before the recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands, 

By unanimous consent, the bill (HL. R. Ne. 3209) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to receive lands in payment of judg- 
mgnts to eastern band of Cherokee Indians was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It empowers the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to collect and receive, in payment of the amount due on cer- 
tain judgments in favor of William Johnston and against William 
H. Thomas, now held by him in trust for the eastern band of Cher- 
okee Indians of North Carolina, the lands mentioned and described 
in the award of Rufus Barringer, John H. Dillard, and Thomas Rutftin, 
as a board of arbitrators, under date of October 23, 1874, upon which 
such judgments were a lien; the lands to be taken at their cash value, 
to be determined by an appraisal to be approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior and conveyed to the eastern band of Cherokee Indians 
in fee simple. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

BERTHOLD LOEWENTHAL. 


Mr. LOGAN. IL ask leave to call up House bill No. 1713, reported 
from the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 1713) for the relief of 
Berthold Loewenthal, of Chicago, Illinois, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Berthold Loe- 
wenthal of $14,850, or so much thereof as he shall prove, to the satis- 
faction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that he has ex- 
pended in the purchase of revenues-tamps used by him to stamp man- 
ufactured tobacco and snuff, upon which a tax had previously been 
paid, under the revenue law in force at the time of their manufacture 
and sale, but which were made liable to be stamped under the act of 
July 20, 1868, thus requiring a double tax on the same tobacco and snuff. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is a very lengthy report from the House com- 
mittee and a report of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CooPer] 
from the Finance Committee of the Senate, and the bill itself was re- 
ferred to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and is perfectly correct. 

Mr. COOPER. The bill is entirely right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HAWAIIAN TREATY. 
Mr. SARGENT. I only rise to give notice to the Senate that after 


the constitutional amendment has been disposed of I shall ask the 
Senate to take up the Hawaiian treaty bill. 


HELEN M. STANSBURY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill for the relief of Helen M. Stansbury, reported from the 
Committee on Pensions. It is a very worthy case. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 832) to increase the pen- 
sion of Helen M. Stansbury was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It is a direction to the Secretary of the Interior to pay to 
Helen M. Stansbury, widow of Major Howard Stansbury, late major 
in the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month, to be in ‘lieu of the pension now paid to her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GORDON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 951) to remove the political disabilities of Stephen D. Lee, of 
the State of Mississippi. 

There being no objection, the bill was read the second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORDON. I move to amend by adding the names of John G. 
Walker, of Texas, and C. M. Wilcox, of Maryland. They are all re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I think the Wilcox bill is already passed. 


Aveust 11, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS. I suggest that all the cases of this kind on the 
Calendar be added. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed by a two-thirds vote. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill toremove the political 
disabilities of Stephen D. Lee and others. 

HARVEY & LEVESY. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask ‘that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill No. 3349. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 3849) for the relief of 
James W. Harvey and James Levesy, of the firm of Harvey & Levesy, 
of Wisconsin, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill refers the claim of James W. Harvey and James Levesy 
for alleged labor done and materials furnished under their contract 
with the United States for the building of the masonry work for the 
piers and abutments of the bridge across the Mississippi River from 
Rock Island to Davenport, Iowa, bearing date June 1, 1869, to the 
Court of Claims for hearing and adjudication, and to that end confers 


jurisdiction on the court to proceed in the adjustment of the accounts 


between the claimants and the United States as a court of equity jur- 
isdiction, and provides that it may, according to the rules and prin- 
ciples of equity jurisprudence, in its judicial discretion, reform the 
contract and render such judgment as justice and right between the 
claimants and the Government may require. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has the bill been reported favorably ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is a House bill, considered by 
the Senate Committee on Claims, and reported favorably. 

The bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of five o’clock having ar 
rived the Senate takes a recess until half past seven. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate re-assembled at half past seven o’clock p. m. 
THOMAS I. FOX. 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask unanimous consent to take up a bill on the 
Calendar for the pensioning of a blind soldier. It is regularly reported 
by the Committee on Pensions, House bill No. 1089, 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 1089) granting a pension 
to Thomas I. Fox, late a private of Company C, Fifty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARVEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 25) providing for a commission 
to examine into the method of collecting internal-revenue taxes on 
distilled spirits and fermented liquors; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 852) for the relief of Elisha E. Rice; 

A bill (S. No. 944) for the relief of Gilderoy M. Hardy ; 

A bill (S. No. 990) to remove the political disabilities of Reuben 
Davis, of Mississippi; and 

A bill (S. No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution of 
the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1874 and 
1875. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing - votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of 
trade-mark goods and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark 

oods. 

7 The message further announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3962) to provide 
means to defray the expenses of the District of Columbia until De- 
cember 1, 1876, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes ‘vf the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GEORGE 
Wittarp of Michigan, Mr. G. W. Cate of Wisconsin, and Mr. J. 
HARTRIDGE of Georgia managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution for the adjournment of both Houses of Congress on 
Monday, the 14th instant, at four o’clock p. m. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8S. No. 561) for the relief of Major Junius T. Turner; and 

A bill (S. No. 1007) concerning the employment of Indian scouts. 
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HARRY E. EASTMAN, 


Mr. HOWE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of | 
House bill No, 3374. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be subject to a call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All these requests will be so con- 
sidered. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No, 3374) for the relief of 
Harry E. Eastman, late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides for the payment to Harry E. Eastman, of Green Bay, Wis- 
cousin, of $639.08, in full satisfaction of his claim for pay as lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the Second Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers. 

I'he bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

PAVING OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely want to call up a District bill that will 
take but a moment. I ask that the bill amending the act passed for 
repaving Pennsylvania avenue be taken up. It is the bill (H.R. No. 
1085) to repeal part of section 5 of an act entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 19, 1876. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object, not capriciously, but I think for good 
reasons. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is House joint 
resolution No. 1, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to appeal to the Senator from California. 
It is deemed necessary by the commissioners appointed to take charge 
of the work that this bill should pass. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to ask the Senator is it not true that the 
property-holders on the Avenue have petitioned against this bill, 
stating that they have suffered on account of the condition of the 
Avenue. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not so understand. I understand that some 
of them have, but I do not understand that even those persons who 
have so petitioned, on a proper understanding of the facts, would 
object. The amount of it is that there are two provisions in the act 
that passed, one granting time that might be necessary and another 
providing that it shall be done by the Ist of December. Now it is 
questionable what this proviso applies to; and if by any accident 
the work should go over beyond the Ist of December it is then doubt- 
ful whether they can proceed to levy the tax upon the adjacent prop- 
erty-holders. But I wish to say to the Senator from Califonia and 
also to any that may feel an interest in the matter, that there is no 
purpose whatever to procrastinate this paving. It will be done most 
likely by the 1st of November. 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 have so much confidence in the judgment of my 
friend from Vermont on matters relative to this District, in which he 
takes so much interest, that lam going to withdraw the objection, 
although I do it with some misgivings, I must confess. I withdraw 
the objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 think there is no sort of doubt about it. 

Mr. CONKLING. To be frank with the Senator from Vermont, I 
want to say that I shall object to an unconditional repeal of that 
provision. If the purpose of the Senator is to extend the time to the 
Ist of January, I will not object to that, and so I have said to some 
of these proposed contractors who have spcken to me about it; but 
I will not by my vote allow these men to tear up the pavement of 
Pennsylvania avenue and then take their own time, whether it be 
through the whole of next winter or the summer after_or some other 
time, to complete this job. Anything for which I vote must have a 
day fixed. There are 90,000 yards of this pavement. They say a 
thousand yards a day is a good day’s work. That would require 
ninety days in the clear. Deducting Sundays and rainy days per- 
haps it is fair to say that there would be twenty-eight or thirty days 
lost between now and the Ist of December. That would leave them 
scant of ninety days. I will vote to extend the time so as to give 
them ninety days or one hundred days in the clear to do this thing. 
I take it for granted the contract will provide for such scrutiny and 
verification of this work that men will not be able to put off a slighted 
job upon the Government. But I repeat that I will not consent, 
either by withholding objection or any other way, to have this con- 
tract so made that the contractors at their convenience, either by the 
Ist of January or the Ist of March or on the Ist of next August as 
they please, may complete this roadway. The pavement of the street 
originally was an outrage. I have the right to say that because I 
looked upon it and I know how the blocks were put down. I watched 
it while it was being done. I am not willing to run the risk of a 
second botch and swindle in this pavement or an imposition by hav- 
ing them take a century if they choose with the privilege of repeat- 
ing, to lay the pavement on this street. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 
lead to debate. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask the Senator from Vermont to yield to me 
that I may read some dispatches ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think they will lead to debate. 

Mr. SPENCER. I have received dispatches from Alabama which | 
are a full and complete answer to dispatches received the other day 


This evidently will 
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by the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Earon,] to which I beg the 
ante of the Senate. Iask to have them read. They are very 
wrief, , 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 





I am afraid they will lead to debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator ean read them in debating the 

amendment. He has a right to debate the amendment. 
»Mr. SPENCER. Certainly I have. P 
TRADE-MARK GOODS. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, being compelled to be absent from 
the Senate in the morning, I ask unanimous consent to take up a 
message from the House which lies on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to a eall for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the com 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of trade-mark goods 
and the sale or dealing in counterfeit trade-mark goods. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is so late in the session that I think it hardly 
worth while to ask another conference with the House, although it 
differs radically with the Senate and the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate touching this bill; but asthe House has left it somewhat bet 
ter than no bill at all, after consulting with the members of the Ju 
diciary Committee I move that the Senate recede from its vote dis 
agreeing to the House amendments and let the House have its way 
upon the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
re 


SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (I. R. No. 1) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the joint resolution and in lieu 
thereof to insert the following : 


That the following article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States 
as an amendment to the Constitation of the United States, which, when ratified be 
three-fourths of the caid Legislatures, shall be valid as a part of the sald Constitu 
tion, namely : 

XVI 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohi’ 
iting the free exercise thereof; and no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any oflice or public trust under any State. No public property and 
no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or under the authority of, the United 
States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal corporation, shall be appropri 
ated to or made or used for the support of any school, educational or other institu 
tion under the control of any religious or anti-religious sect, organization, or de 
nomination, or wherein the particular creed or tenet4 of any religious or anti-relig 
ious sect, organization, or denomination shall be taught. And no such particular 
creed or tenets shall be read or taught in any school or institution supported in 
whole orin part by such revenne or loan of credit ; and no such appropriation or 
loan of credit shall be made to any religious or anti-religious sect, organization, ot 
denomination, or to promote its interests or tenets. This article shall not be con 
strued to prohibit the reading of the Bible in any school or institution; and it shal! 
not have the effect to impair rights of property already vested. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the 
prevention and punishment of violations of this article. 


Mr. SPENCER. I have received this afternoon these two dis 
patches from Alabama. They are in answer to the dispatch read by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] the other day from the 
chairman of the democratic State central committee, who stated 
that there have been no intimidation, no violence, in the election 
which took place there on last Monday. 

These dispatches are: 


ARTICLE 


MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA, August 11, 1876 
Hon. Geo. E. SPENCER: 

The election was conducted under new laws, under color of which thousands 
upon thousands of republican voters were denied the right of suffrage. In no 
proper sense was there an election by the people in Alabama on last Monday. 

CHARLES E. MAYER, 
Chairman Republican State Executive Committee. 


MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA, August 11, 1876. 
United States Senator Grorce E. Srencer: 

We emphatically deny any allegation to the effect that the election last Monday 
was conducted throughout Alabama with fairness or without distarbance or com- 
plaint of intimidation. Our denial will be sustained upon any fair investigation. As 
the issue has been publicly made such investigation seems due to all parties. 

; W. H. SMITH, 
Chairman of Republican State Executive Committee. 


Mr. President, all I desire to say is that I hope the Senate will 
appoint a special committee to investigate this election. As investi- 
gations seem to be a favorite subject with the democrats of this Con- 
gress, I can see no better opportunity than to investigate this elec- 
tion. I hope it will be done. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘This is a very important amendment to the 
Constitution, and I do not think there is a quorum present. I there- 
fore ask to have the roll called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The roll cannot be called on mere demand. The 
Senator can make some motion that will make a test. Of course we 
do not want to vote without a quorum. 
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Mr. STEVENSON. I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
hears none. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and 31 Senators answered to their 
names, as follows: 


The Chair 


Messrs. Bogy, Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cock- 
rell, Conkling, Cragin, Davis, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, 
Howe, Ingalls, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Pad- 
dock, Randolph, Sargent, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, West, and Windom. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the absentees be called. 

The Secretary called the namesof the absent Senators; and on 
this call 

Mr. LOGAN answered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Four are lacking tomake a quornm. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absentees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. Sautspury, Mr. Norwoop, Mr. Bootu, and Mr. OGLEsBy pres- 
ently entered the Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (at seven o’clock and fifty-five min- 
utes.) There is a quorum present. 

Mr. HOWE. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
suspended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want the floor. I want the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary as a substitute for the 
House resolution. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, so long a time had passed by 
since the introduction of the Blaine amendment to the Constitution, 
relating to the public-school system, and so little interest had been 
taken in it of late, that I concluded it had served the purpose of its 
author, and was not likely to further engage public attention at this 
BOSSLON, 

In this view I was mistaken. We found upon our desks a day or 
two since the substance of the Blaine amendment, with a clause from 
the House committee added thereto, and we were informed that so 
far as the action of the House of Representatives was concerned the 
constitutional amendment was adopted. 

Immediately following this action came a series of propositions 
changing that adopted by the House. Although the Blaine amend- 
ment had been before the country for months, had received no alter- 
ation or suggestion from its warmest friends, had been the text of 
praise and approval from one end of the country to the other for 
more than half of the year, no one questioned its force or validity, or 
doubted its efficacy if made a part of the Federal Constitution, until 
it received a sanction that has clearly disturbed and surprised some 
of the members of this body who are not democrats. 

So we find upon looking at the report of the Judiciary Committee 
on our desks just now that the author of the Blaine amendment, in 
the judgment of the majority of the Judiciary Committee—to put it 
courteously—was either wanting in brainsor honesty. For the prop- 
ositions of the Judiciary Committee in substance declares that the 
amendment he proposes, and that which every republican paper in 
the land has for months sustained as indispensable to good govern- 
ment, is no amendment at all, would be non-effective if passed, and 
utterly falls short of the object of its promoters. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, and it will seem to the real friends 
of education, and to the plain people of the country, that all the wis- 
dom and light that is now suddenly launched upon this amendment 
should have been given long ere this by the sincere friends of public 
schools. The amendment as it comes to us from the House is deemed 
by men as wise and learned as we are a complete and efficient act. It 
has, in substance, received the sanction of the great majority of the 
press and the people. Thus its adoption by the States would give 
rise to little or no contention, and when adopted would be received 
by courts and people as a final disposition of a dangerous question. 

The amendment proposed by the Judiciary Committee is an alto- 
gether different affair from that the people have asked for or the 
press discussed. It opens, if adopted, many grave questions, good 
enough for the welfare of the legal profession, but bad enough for the 
body-politic. It will leave in doubt much that is now deemed settled, 
and, as it seems to me from the hasty perusal I have been able to 
xive to the paper to-day, instead of disposing of a vexed question, 
taking it out of politics and contention, its main result, if it is not 
its object, will be to arouse anew, and unnecessarily, an element of 
discord. 

lean take no part in any such legislation, save to attempt to pre- 
vent it. I have labored hard all the session to have an amendment 
passed substantially like that sent to us from the House. It is rea- 
sonable in character,*acceptable to most men of all creeds and 
denominations, has no latent purpose to excite, no new scheme to 
add to the already dangerous powers of Congress, and, as is believed 
by most men, would prove a just and peaceful settlement. 

For the House amendment I shall steadily vote; for all alterations 
of that proposition I shall vote against, as I believe most of the 
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true friends of education should. The adoption of the House amend 
ment conclades congressional action and relegates final action to the 
States. And if two-thirds of the Legislatures of the States concn; 
in the House article, in my judgment it will be perfectly competent 
for the Secretary of State, in the usual (form, to declare the fact and 
promulgate the additional article of the Constitution. Article 5 of 
the Constitution says: 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, sha)) 
propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of the Legislatur:« 
of two-thirds of the several Stutes, shall call a convention for proposing amend 
ments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as parts of 
this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the severs| 
States or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of 
ratitication may be proposed by the Congress. 

Now, if it be contended that the House amendment does not se 
forth precisely which way the States shall make their ratification 
whether by conventions or by the action of State Legislatures—1), 
reply is that the defect may easily and promptly be remedied by an 
act or joint resolution of Congress designating the mode of ratifies 
tion required, and such legislation would not take one hour, as we al! 
full well know. There is no real difficulty, Mr. President, in the way 
of making the House amendment to the Constitution effective if ail 
agree or a portion of the republican side agree that all good citizens 
should strive to make “religious dissensions as a force mm polities as 
absurd as witchcraft.” 

If the amendment proposed by the House of Representatives shall 
become a part of the organic law, and its adoption shall make relig 
ious dissension as a force in politics profitless, then, sir, I shall econ 
sider it to have been one of the special privileges of my public life 
to have assisted by my vote to so important a result. 

In my decision upon the House constitutional amendment I am 
guided by two considerations: first, is it right to enact; second, is it 
expedient todo? As no sensible and patriotic man questions the 
righteousness of an act that tends to bring peace out of discord, and 
as the elimination of the religious question from politics can bave 
but one tendency, I have no doubt as to the righteousness of the 
amendment proposed by the House of Representatives. 

This leaves alone to be determined the question of expediency ; and 
this I decide upon the principle that whatever change can be wrought 
within the organic law, right in itself and tending to “insure tran 
quillity” and “ promote the public welfare,” is wise to do. 

The House proposition to amend the Constitution of the United 
States, which I desire adopted, is in these words: 

Arr. 16. No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion o1 
probibiting the free exercise thereof, and no money raised by taxation in any State 
for the support of public schools, or derived from any public fund therefor, nor any 
public lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious sect 
or denomination ; nor shall any funds so raised, or lands so used, be divided among 
any religious sects or denominations. 

This article shall not vest, enlarge, or diminish legislative power in Congress. 

It is simply an additional inhibition upon the States; no more, no 
less. It aims to be a conserving power in controlling that which, 
in most States, exists. It founds no new principle, expresses no opin 
ion as to the wisdom or policy of an existing practice. It recog- 
nizes the fact that a system known as the common-school system has 
obtained in almost every State, has the sanction directly or indirectly 
of most State governments, has the generous support of most tax- 
payers, has passed almost unchallenged by the sentinels of the press, 
and has had for years the great sanction of an overwhelming publi: 
opinion. 

It is with this existing policy as to a system of general education 
that the House amendment proposes to deal; by inhibiting States from 
establishing any form of religion; by forbidding them from permitting 
the public funds raised for the support of public schools to be under 
sectarian control or divided between religious denominations. From 
beginning to end as to the States there is no directory word in the 
amendment proposed by the House, only provisional ones. When 
any State shall have raised money by taxation for the support of pul 
lic schools or obtained public moneys by other means, no portion of 
it shall be under sectarian control or divided between religious de 
nominations. 

Should one or more of the States decline, or omit to raise money for 
school purposes, or, possessing public moneys, decline to use them for 
such purposes, to them the new amendment is of non-effect. Its op 
eration is not necessarily universal. In this respect it is less inhibit- 
ing than most of the inhibitory clauses of the Constitution. The 
efiect of the House amendment is not to affirm education by Govern 
ment as a principle, but to establish a principle regulating the policy 
of such States as may locally favor the public-school system. 

Education, as the word is commonly used, is not a duty of the Federal 
Government, as ours is constituted. Nor, sir,can it ever be, without 
we make acertain and dangerous surrender to gain a possible advan- 
tage. As it now stands there is pot a word to be found in the Fed 
eral Constitution—direct—or capable of fair construction—implied, 
that makes it a duty of Government to attend to the education otf 
the children of its citizens. It is one of its privileges to assist, as it 
has done, whenever in its discretion the Congress has deemed such 
assistance wise or beneficent. Thus, the grant of public lands for 
township schools in the new States and for agricultural colleges in 
all the States, the advantages of which we haye yet to fully appre- 
ciate. 
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Bat, sir, I re-affirm that there is not only no duty devolving upon | than what human wisd } 


the Federal Government, by reason of any provision in the Consti- | 
tution, to directly care for the education of its citizens, but that the | 
attempt upon the part of the Federal power to exercise authority in 
this direction would be without warrant, and as pernicious in pret 
edent as it would finally become dangerous in practice. 

But we are told we should make education a Government duty. 
We are warned to heed the “public conscience” wpon this matter. | 
rhe conscience of the State! Sir, there is no such reality. There 
Conscience is the development of a moral element within 
State conscience there is none. Public sentiment 
there is, no doubt; but to confound the two is fatal to right and | 


eannot be. 


the individual. 


always nor often—is the varying weather-vane. 
moral element in man, the ever-growing 
right and religion. 


Conscience is the 
monument of reason and 
Can the state, with an ever-changing policy upon most public | 


Will you make the willof the majority the conscience of the state ? 
It can have but one; what shall it be? 


| 
truth. ; : a | 
But public sentiment—interest, or prejudice perhaps, not reason | 


As tothe duty of education, | 


' 

questions, be rightfully said to have a “conscience ? | 
| 

| 


for instance, shall it favor-Catholic or Protestant ? Whichever one, 
its enforcement tends to tread down and out the other creed. Ii 
there be in truth a public conscience it should be obeyed, and obe- 
dience compelsa standard. And adecision as te what the true one is, 
compels a council. It would soon need a supreme arbitrator—thus a 
Pope! 

This is the logical sequence to the assertion of a public conscience; 
this, sooner or later, a result as fatal to freedom of conscience as could 
be contrived, 

There is a general belief that good government requires by some 
sutticient means religious as well as secular education. Protestants 
and leading American Catholics agree in this. 

Intidels and some other sects deny the necessity. The present issue 
as to where secular education ends and religious teaching begins is 
mainly between Protestants and Catholics. Agreeing in the main 
proposition, they are at irreconcilable difference as to the means. 
Most Protestants urge taxation for the support of public schools, in 
which they would have limited religious instruction. Catholics would 
have no general taxation for the purpose; or if any be had, then an 
equitable distribution of the moneys raised. The Catholic preference 
is for an education dependent upon the will of the parent, or the zeal 
of rival religious organizations. They contend that in the advanced 
position of the cause of education in the United States the wide-spread 
knowledge of the premium which society gives to intelligence will 
ever insure fair education to the masses. Protestants assert that 
history does not sustain this view. 

Many even claim that the security of the state hinges upon the 
education of its people; that ignorance is the instrument of despot- 
ism, as intelligence is its foe. Thus it is argued the free state can 
only maintain its integrity through the education of its citizens. If 
this be strictly true then education must be compulsory. Then if you 
may compel my child to learn the lessons the state deems best, and 
those les.ons be what a majority of the state, through temporary rulers, 
agree upon, what becomes of the priceless guarantee of liberty of con- 
science ? 

What is education? Shall the state cease itscare with instructing 
the mind? What of the morals of its coming citizen? Surely the 
state has an equal interest, at least, in moral as in intellectual edu- 
cation. Then what of the physical condition of its people? All 
history teaches that a race physically degenerate rapidly deteriorates 
in mind and morals. Physiologists claim that the only sound basis 
forarace that would steadily rise in the scale of intelligence and 
morals is (primarily) in healthful physical life. 

Shall the state, finally agreeing to this doctrine, enact laws regu- 
lating and controlling the physical habits of the citizen? 

I do not imagine, Mr. President, that any of the extreme illustra- 
tions I have used are likely to occur. The attempt would revolu- 
tionize and wreck the state. What I have endeavored to show by 
extreme illustrations is that, if Government once embarks upon the 
supreme care of the citizenas to education in one direction, logically 
it mayin all. The want of wisdom in such an attempt needs no 
argument. 

A word in passing upon another phase. There has grewn to bea 
zeal without judgment in the matter of public education that de- 
mands our attention as legislators and citizens. 

In an undue haste to give education to our children we may some- 
times overlook that species that “teaches by example.” 

What, for instagee, shall the Virginian of the future say when he 
is told that his State bestowed nearly $3,000,000 in support of its pub- 


lie schools in 1875 and in the same year for wantof means defaulted | 


in the payment of part of its public debt? Yet I am told this isa 
fact, the result of a constitution forced upon the people of a State 
by political adventurers and zealots, without intelligence to guide or 
honest purpose to control them. 

What comfort to the widow and orphan, bondholdexs of Virginia, 


that though their claims are unpaid, their neighbors’ children are | 


educated ? 
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sdom or human infirmity has made it. 


l Phere is 
no “conscience in it, ho nearer approximate to that 


Inward monitor in man 
Owing all 


llegiance to no earthly power 


than sentiment, healthful or sickly. 

Edueation is the privilege as it is the duty of the citizen. 
the function of a republican state. 

As citizens agreeing in the main as to the wisdom and beneficence 
of having our children intellectually taught, we may and do through 


It is not 


} our local legislators largely agree to taxation for school purposes, but 


not for denominational ones. To this extent, and to this only, can 
we go without infringement upon the rights or consciences of others: 
no matter how few they be in number or weak in power, their rights 
should be as sacred and inviolate as law can indicate and justice 
enforce. 

No person who knows my record will accuse me of unfriendly feel 
ing to the cause of education or to a system of public schools. 
I would give the fullest chance to every child in the land. 

a hearty sympathy with 


I have 
ill who would gain knowledge and thus 
attempt at least to rise to positions of prominence and usefulness. 

But I cannot be counted as an advocate of a system, great and bene 
ficent as it is and loving its fruits as I do, if it is grounded in error 
and lives by injustice. My conscience teaches me that all such struct 
ures are builded on the shifting sands and will finally perish. 

The public schools have wrought great results, and principally that 
one which now makes the system a fixed policy of every community 
in the land. So certainly have our people been indoctrinated with 
the nece ssity of public schools that if every State system were aban 
doned to-morrow, there would promptly erise a local one adapted to 
the wants of the community, supported by common consent or by sim 
ple local taxation, and supery 
by the citizens to others. 

So much has been gained by the present system; athirst for know] 


ised by a vigilance that is now relegated 


rs 





edge, an evidence to all of its wonderful power, and a decision to be 

accepted as final, that the American people will be second 

in striving for all the advantages which education brings. 
Thus far I have endeavored to 


to none 


show as to the amendment 


pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives 
That it is but an added inhibition upon the States. 
That it simply seeks to deal with a wide-spread practice as to edu 


cation. 

That upon many of the States it is of no additional effect, because 
they have already, in spirit, adopted amendments to their own con 
stitutions of similar effect. 

That it is less inhibitory than any original inhibition upon the 
States by the Federal Constitution. 

That the purpose of the amendment is not to affirm a principle as 
to the duty of Government to educate, but to regulate in one respect 
the practice of States as to education. 

Did myflimited time permit I would endeavor to demonstrate that 
from the nature of men’s education under differing theories of duty 
to God and his fellows compromise and reconciliation upon any sys 
tem of general religious education is impracticable. 

I have indicated what seems to me to be, if persisted in, the ulti 
mate of any system that antagonizes large bodies of citizens, attract 
ing to them through sympathy—that oppression, real or fancied, ever 
begets—a large and constantly increasing number of non-religious 
citizens. As aProtestant,-believing in the beneficence and desiring 
the advancement by fair neans of my own religious doctrines, I pro 
test against a public policy that brings so little of 
that promises so much to my differing fellow-citizens. 

Mr. President, I am aware that all these views are not in har 
mony with those of many of those with whom my religious sym- 
pathies are. I sincerely regret that I am compelled to differ with 
them, but my convictions of duty leave me no alternative. I am 
persuaded, after long and careful examination, that our true policy 
is to have and defend strictly non-sectarian schools, and that the 
effort to have others supported at the common cost is not only an 
injustice to a portion of the tax-payers of the country, but is a great 
and growing source of danger to the cause of popular education. 

It is over a year since I saw in the leading Presbyterian journal of 
New York a hearty indorsement of these words from Archbishop 
| Bayley, of the Church of Rome: 


gain to me, and 


If we wish our people to be comforted with religion, we must take care of them 
ourselves, and the sooner we g ip to the work the better foe them and 
our own souls. 


rd ourselves 


| Js it not wiser and safer that we who would place public education 


upon an enduring basis should so decide as to leave eo affairs 
as the business alone of the state and religious teachings the duty 
of parents and of denominations and sects? 

A word in closing. The effect of the amendment suggested by the 
Senate committee as a substitute for the House article is to prohibit 





Mr. President, we must cease toconsider the state as any other thing | 


all religious instruction in any “ institution ” stpported in whole or 
in part by the public moneys. Thus it would come to pass that in all 
prisons and reformatory inst itutions no religious teaching can be had, 
because under the article proposed “ no particular creed or tenet” can 
be lawfully tanght. Those who from vice and immorality most need 


religious teaching, and who are wholly inaccessible to parents or 
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friends, are absolutely cut off, should the Senate committee's amend- 
nent be adopted? 


Yet the same article of the Constitution proposed by them says that 


the reading of the Bible shall not be prohibited in any school or in- | 


stitution. Is not this a flat contradiction; or is the Bible a non- 
religious book ? 


The “article” proposed by the Senate seems to me most contradict- 
ory in this regard. 

1 could scarcely furnish a stronger illustration of the difficulties 
that surround those who insist upon non-religious teaching in one 
breath and in the next make constitutional provision for reading 
the Bible in all public institutions. Which edition shall it be, if the 
state assumes to designate one according to its “conscience?” Is it 
not wiser and better and far more just that each individual, even the 
criminal, shall decide what his religious needs are ? 

The whole difficulty after all narrows down to this, that it is im- 
practicable to teach religion in schools supported at the public ex- 
pepse and not violate the divine law, which sums up our human 
duties and obligations in the injunction— 


Do unto others as ye would be done by. 


Mr. President, I am sincerely desirous that a speedy, permanent, 
and just settlement of this disturbing and dangerous question be had 
The amendment passed by the House of Representatives is the one 
upon which the jadgment of the American people has substantially 
passed, Its adoption by the Senate will be quickly followed by the 
ratitication of the necessary States. 

It lies within the power of the republican majority of this body 
to forever take the religious element out of politics. Will they do it? 

The hours of the session remaining to us are few. The attempt to 
remodel so important a matter as an amendment to the Constitution, 
almost unanimously adopted by the House, and sustained by the 
prominent men and leaders of both parties in that body, will be un- 
derstood by the American people to be an evasion of the question. 
‘They are not to be blinded by sophistries. They understand that by 
the almost unanimous voice of the Representatives of the people a 
tinal and satisfactory solution has been profiered. It remains to be 
seen Whether the party in power in this body will refuse to adopt the 
oller, and by subterfuges seek to keep open the question for political 
capital, regardless of the public welfare and the great interest pre- 
sented in the cause of free education. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. EATON. As I understand, this is the vote on the amendment 
of the Senate committee that we are now to take. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. EATON. This is not a vote in favor, but a vote on the substi- 
tution, as [ understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A vote on the amendment in the 
form of a substitute. 

Mr. EATON. A vote in favor of the substitution, if I understand 
it, does not pass the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not pass the joint resolu- 
tion; it is an amendment to it on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCDONALD, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
my colleague, [Mr. MorTON;] and as he expressed his disapprobation 
of the House resolution and as I am in favor of the House resolution 
rather than the amendment which has been proposed, I shall decline 
to vote. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. BAYARD. ] If he were 
present he would vote “ nay,” and I should vote “ yea.’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAYTON. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Merrimon.] If he were here he would 
vote “nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I have been requested by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
THURMAN] to announce that he is paired with his colleague, [ Mr. 
SHERMAN. 

Mr. DENNIS, (after having first voted in the negative.) I voted on 
the impression that this was not a political question. Since it seems 
to be so regarded, I desire to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from lowa [Mr. WriGuT] on such questions. If he were here I pre- 
sume he would vote “ yea,” and I should vote “nay.” I ask to with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
withdrawal of the vote of the Senator from Maryland) 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I wish to say that the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. ROBERTSON] is paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WaLLace] on all political questions, and desired me to 
make the announcement. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on all political questions. 
I do not know whether he would consider this a political question or 
not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think he would. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. A constitutional amendment ought not to be a 
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political question; but I do not want to vote if the friends of the 
Senator consider it political. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair reminds the Senator that 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am told several gentlemen have refrained 
from voting under similar circumstances. I only desire to say that | 
should vote against the substitute, if I voted at all. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows. 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Barnside, Cameron of Wis 
cousin, Christiancy, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey 
Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock 
Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, and West—27. 

NA YS—Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, meen Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Kelly, Kernan 
Key, MeCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Randolph, Ransom, and Stevenson—1L5. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Brace, Cameron of Pennsylvania 
Clayton, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, John 
ston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson 
Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and 


Wright—29. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the third reading I ask for the yeas and nays 
because sone of our friends on the other side may have voted against 
the amendment thinking it was unnecessary to the original proposi- 
tion, and now that it is adopted I dare say we shall get a unanimous 
vote. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will it not do to have the yeas and nays on the 
passage ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I would rather have them on the third reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
amendment to be engrossed aud the joint resolution to be read the 
third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to make an inquiry whether after the vote 
is taken on the passage of the resolution now before us there will 
still be an opportunity to vote upon the resolution as it came from 
the House. I desire to vote for the resolution as it came from the 
House if it be possible to get at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been stricken out. 

Mr. EATON. I should like to ask the Chair what the result of this 
vote is. There is so much confusion on the floor that I do not know 
what the question is that is about being put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is now in the 
Senate. The amendment agreed to on the yeas and nays in committee 
has been concurred in in the Senate by a viva voce vote. The question 
now is on ordering the amendment to be engrossed and the joint reso 
lution to be read the third time. 

Mr. EATON. It is not on its passage yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not yet. That will be the 
next stage. 

Mr. DAVIS. Do I understand the Chair to rule that it would be 
out of order to offer the House resolution to the present resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not so rule. The 
Chair answered the question of the Senator from Georgia that the 
House resolution was stricken out. 

Mr. GORDON. I asked the Chair—I do not know whether the 
Chair understood me or not—whether it was competent to offer the 
House resolution as a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be after this vote. 

Mr. GORDON. It is now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is open to amendment before the 
third reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have voted to strike out that very thing and 
therefore it is not in order to restore it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But it is proposed to strike out and 
insert. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have voted to strike out that thing and in- 
sert the other, which has been done. Now the Senator wants to strike 
out what we have just put in, and put in what we ‘+have struck out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Georgia to wish to strike out and insert other matter. 

Mr. GORDON. No; I mean simply to offer the House resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That cannot be done. That has 
been stricken out. 

Mr. RANSOM. My friend from Georgia will allow me to say that 
the question decided by the vote just taken was that the Senate pre 
ferred the amendment of the Judiciary Committee to the resolution 
as it came from the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays will be taken on 
ordering the amendment to be engrossed and the joint resolution to 
be read the third time. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DENNIS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Wricut.] If present he would vote * yea, 
and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McDONALD, (when his name was called.) I have the same 
statement to make that I made a few moments since in reference to 
the pair with my colleague, [Mr. MorTON. } 
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The call of the roll was concluded. 

Mr. CLAYTON, I again state that I am paired with the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON.] If present he would vote 
“nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WINDOM. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. BaYARD.] If he were present he would vote “nay,” 
and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. CAMERON] on all political questions. Not knowing whether 
be would consider this a political question or not, I decline to vote. 
]: at liberty I should vote “ nay.” 

Che result was announced—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 














YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis- 
consin, Christiancy, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock. 
Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, and West—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Kelly, Kernan, 
Key. MeCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Randolph, Ransom, and Stevenson—15. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Clayton, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, John- 
ston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and 
Wright—29. 

So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it in order now to fix a time for the third read- 
ing? If it isin order, 1 move that the joint resolution be read the 
third time to-morrow at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the third reading be to-morrow at one o’clock.. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ithought we had just voted on the third read- 
ing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have ordered it to be read the third time, and 
this is to fix the time when it shall be read the third time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is in order. 

tion is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Several SENATORS. Let us have a division. 

Mr. BOGY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to make a personal statement, if the Sen- 
ate will allow me one moment. I have no objection, of course, to 
voting on this resolution to-morrow at one o’clock. I do not want, 
however, to give a vote which looks as if I was fixing a time when I 
should avoid the vote myself and it is absolutely impossible for me 
to be in the Senate to-morrow so early as that. If I do not vote to 
fix that time, it is only because I do not wish even to seem to fix an 
hour when I am certain not to be here myself to vote upon a matter 
which I am entirely willing and desirous to record myself upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to make one remark in explanation of 
what the Senator from New York has referred to. I have made this 
motion, as I am frank to say, for the reason that the Senate is thin 
to-night, and I fear from the votes that the resolution may be lost on 
its passage, it requiring two-thirds. My object is to fix atime when 
if possible the Senate may be full and we can have a fair and full 
vote upon it. I am sorry that my friend from New York is obliged 
to be absent; butin order to defend this good amendment, as I be- 
lieve it to be, to the best of my power, I make this motion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that I am opposed to fixing the 
hour, because that will necessarily cut off any debate, as I apprehend, 
and this is an important question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me suggest to my friend that it does not cut 
off any debate. After the resolution is read the third time, the ques- 
tion of its passage is open. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If that is the case, I have no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. I believe it takes two-thirds to make a special order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is not a special order. 

Mr. EATON. Under one view of the Constitution it would cut off 
debate ; under another it would not; and my inquiry of the Chair is 
whether the vote was to be taken at one o’clock or whether action is 
to proceed at one o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be open to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When it has been read the third time. 

Mr. EATON. I only desired to know what the motion was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. lt is that the third reading be at 
the time named. After the third reading it will be open to debate on 
the passage. 

Mr. EATON. 
drawn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Chair whether making a special order does 
not require two-thirds? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This, however, will not require two- 
thirds; it is not a special order. * 

Mr. EATON. May Lask the Chair if a majority vote carries it over 
until to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. EATON. I supposed so, and therefore I requested my friend who 
called for the yeas and nays to withdraw the call. 

Mr. GORDON. I think that is a mistake, begging the pardon of 
the Chair and my friend from Connecticut. It seems to me the rule 
requires a two-thirds vote to make a special order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We are not making a special order. 


The ques- 


I hope the call for the yeas and nays will be with- 
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This is only to fix the hour when 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the resolution shall be read the third time, not to take up a proposi- 
tion. 


Mr. GORDON. Then I think that would require unanimous caon- 
However, I shall submit to the Chair. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the constant course of parliamentary law to 


fix the day for reiding a bill, either one hour hence, or two hours 


hence when it is engrossed, or to-morrow, or any other time. It is 


the simplest motion ever heard of. 


Mr. DAVIS. It occurs to me, without appealing from the decision 


of the Chair, that to name a time is fixing a time, and that would be 


to make this the special order to-morrow at one o’elock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps we shall get two-thirds even on that 
view. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould like to hear the rule read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

44. When an amendment to be proposed to the Conatitution is under considera- 
tion the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall not be requisite to 


decide any question for amendments, or extending to the merits, being short of the 
final question. 


Mr. DAVIS. Now the rule on page 140 of the Manual requires two- 
thirds to make a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read that rule. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is the rule I had reference to. 

The Chief Clerk read 4s follows: 

31. * * * No bill, joint resolution, or other subject shall be made a special 
order for a particular day aud hour without the concurrence of two-thirds of the 
Senators present. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. You might as well hold that we cannot order a 
recess for to-morrow or anything else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair rules that this vote does 
not require two-thirds. The rule is specific in regard to amendments 
to the Constitution that all intermediate votes shall require but a 
majority. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
ments ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Chair? 

Mr. DAVIS. I will if the Senator desires me to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, I wish him to very much. 

Mr. DAVIS. Do I understand the ruling of the Chair to be only as 
regards amendments to the Constitution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair bases his decision upon 
that rule. 

Mr. DAVIS. If it were not an amendment to the Constitution, 
then, the Chair would rule differently, am I to understand ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a supposititious case. The 
Chair does not rule on that. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have a right to ask the Chair whether under the 
present rules ordinarily fixing the hour for business the Chair would 
so rule. The Chair can make answer as he thinks proper. If that is 
the ruling of the Chair, I have no disposition to appeal and I with- 
draw the appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
eall for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. BOGY. I have not withdrawn the call for the yeas and nays. 
My call for the yeas and nays was seconded and I insist on it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am not disposed to differ with the Chair; but if 
I understood the colloquy between the Senator from West Virginia 
and the Chair, this ruling of the Chair is based upon the rule with 
reference to the proceedings upon constitutional amendments. I in- 
fer, therefore, that the Chair holds that when a proposition to amend 
the Constitution is before the Senate the general parliamentary rules 
of the Senate are suspended and only the rule adopted by the Senate 
in reference to constitutional amendments is in force. Now, sir, with 
very great deference to the Chair I think that the rule requiring a 
two-thirds vote to make a special order is in force, to all intents, and 
purposes to the same extent when we are debating or proceeding 
upon a constitutional amendment as it is when any other matter is 
being considered ; and that the rule first read by the Clerk from the 
desk, saying that it only requires a majority of the Senate to pass 
upon any amendment to a constitutional amendment or any matter 
short of the final question, merely meant to say that on all amend- 
ments to, on all intermediate motions relative to such a measure, two- 
thirds were not necessary. But that rule certainly did not intend, it 
could not have been contemplated by those who made it, that the 
general rule requiring two-thirds of the Senate to appoint the time 
for a special order was abolished. That could not be. The first rule 
read by the Clerk simply means that it shall not require a two-thirds 
vote to pass on preliminary motions or amendments to a resolution 
proposing a constitutional amendment, but it did not and could not 
mean to say that the standing rule of the Senate requiring a two- 

thirds vote to make a special order was therefore abolished as to all 
proceedings pending such a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will observe to the 
Senator from North Carolina that the rule is not confined to amend- 
ments, but extends to all questions save the final question on the pas- 
sage of a resolution proposing a constitutional amendment. The rulc 
18 specific, 
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Mr. EATON. One word, Mr. President. Our rules provide: 
When an amendment to be proposed to the Constitution is under consideration 
the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall not be requisite to de- 


cide any question for amendment, or extending to the merits, being short of the 
final question 


I think the Chair is entirely right. You may say it is in opposition 
to another standing rule, but this is a standing rule with reference toa 
particular matter, amendments to the Constitution. The words “ex- 
tending to the merits,” in my judgment, inclndeseverything except the 
final question, and therefore | think, with great deference to my friend 
from North Carolina, that the Chair is entirely right in his ruling. I 
shall, therefore, sustain the ruling of the Chair in this particular. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish my friend would hand me his Manual. 

Mr. HARVEY. Is there any question before the Senate? There 
has been no appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
dered. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Kansas desires it I will appeal, 
in order that I may be heard, though I did not desire to do it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise toa point of order. There has been one 
appeal from the Chair and it has been withdrawn. I submit there 
cannot be any more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
drawn that the Chair knows of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Davis] said that he might be driven to an appeal, but he did 
not appeal. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not desire to take up the time of the Senate 
to-night, and I would say nothing further upon this question but for 
the error that I see my friend from Connecticut has fallen into. 

Mr. EATON. Into or out of ? 

Mr. RANSOM. We shall see about that. I would bo glad if the 
Clerk would read again the rule in reference to amendments to the 
Constitution. 

The Chief Clerk read Rule 44, as follows: 

44. When an amendment to be proposed to the Constitution is under considera- 
tion, the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall not be requisite to 


decide any question for amendments, or extending to the merits, being short of the 
final question 


Mr. RANSOM. If the Chair for a moment will give his attention 
to the language of that rule he will see that it is confined to the ques- 
tion of amendments, or questions extending to the merits. Now I 
ask does the motion to make this resolution the special order for to- 
morrow at one o'clock refer either to the amendment itself, or to any 
amendment to the proposition, or to the general merits? If the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut can see in the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to postpone the consideration of this question to, and make it 
the special order for, to-morrow at one o’clock, anything affecting the 
amendment itself, or any amendment to the proposition, or the den- 
eral merits of the proposition, I must submit that lam in error. But 
I take it that the standing rule of the Senate requiring two-thirds of 
the Senate to appoint a special order operates as well with regard to 
proceedings on amendments to the Constitution as it does on any 
other legislation. Why, sir, suppose a bill to remove political disa- 
bilities was up to-day, requiring two-thirds to pass it on its final pas- 
sage, and a motion was made to make that the special order for to- 
morrow, would the Chair rule that that motion did not require two- 
thirds? In an impeachment, which requires a two-thirds vote to 
convict, would the Chair say that because a majority could take some 
preliminary step in the proceeding it did not take two-thirds to make 
a special order in that case? 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend permit me? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. EATON. I think | have fallen out of and he has fallen into 
an error in this—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I see what my friend is going to say. 

Mr. EATON. I think not. 

Mr. RANSOM. I know so well what he is going to say that I de- 
sire my friend to stop from saying what he is going to say. I think 
he is going to say that proceedings in cases of impeachment are not 
exactly as they are in legislative business. 

Mr. EATON. That was not what I was going to say at all. 

Mr. RANSOM. I know that ought to have been what my friend 
would say. 

Mr. EATON. What I was about to say was this, that the errormy 
friend is falling into is that here are two absolute special rules; and 
there is one special rule applicable to all general matters it must gov- 
ern; but where there is another special rule, that rule must govern 
without regard to the first rule. 

Mr. RANSOM. Do I understand my friend from Connecticut to 
maintain here that when we are proceeding upon a constitutional 
amendment, the ordinary, the established rules of the Senate are sus- 
pended f 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. If the rule isaspecial rale, that rule with 
7 to constitutional amendments suspends the others. 

r. RANSOM. It cannotdoit, Mr. President. The simple purpose 
of the rnle which has been read by the Clerk was to guard the Senate 


The yeas and nays have been or- 


There has been no appeal with- 
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from falling into the error that it might require two-thirds to pass 
upon amendments to the general proposition, and nothing more. It 
meant to save us from that error, and not to say that the ordinary 
rulesof the Senate should be suspended. I withdraw the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator has appealed; I want to say a word. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will not withdraw it until I hear from the Sena- 
tor from Georgia. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, what is the pending question? 

Mr. CONKLING. The appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

I have very few words to say about this matter. The first thing 
I have to say is that I will never allow the interest I feel in a meas- 
ure or the wish that it should be consummated or consummated 
quickly to induce me to consent to a violation of the rules of the 
Senate as I believe they are. I understand the present motion to be 
that on to-morrow at one o’clock this resolution shall be taken up and 
read the third time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It has been. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Chair whether he is right or lam right? 
Jersey says it has been read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been. It has been or- 
dered to be read the third time, and the proposition is now to have 
it read the third time to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. In other words: A matter now pending in the 
Senate awaits its third reading. It is in order to read it a third time. 
The motion is that that third reading shall occur at a certain hour 
to-morrow. The effect of that motion is that at a certain hour to- 
morrow, without debate, a debatable question shall be decided. Now, 
Mr. President, in my judgment that is a violation of the rules of this 
body. There is no previous question here. There is no limit to de- 
bate upon a debatable question except the volition of the members 
of the Senate. The Senate may make a special order by a two-thirds 
vote. What is that? It isan order of the Senate, specially made, 
that at a certain hour a certain measure shall be taken up. Taken 
up with a denial of the right of debate? No, sir. Here is a rule 
which specifies what it means: 


I inquire of the 
The Senator from New 


31, When the hour shall arrive for the consideration of a special order, it shall 
be the duty of the presiding officer to take it up, unless the unfinished business of 
the preceding day shall be under consideration. 

Therefore when the Senate, by a two-thirds vote, under its rule, or- 
ders, and orders specially, that a given measure to-morrow at one 
o’clock shall become a special order, the whole effect of that is to di- 
rect the presiding officer then to take it up. Then it is debatable, 
as much as if it were taken up at any other time and in any other 
way. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to ask the Senator from New York if, after the 
Senate has ordered the third reading of a bill, debate is in order be- 
fore that third reading is had? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly not, if I understand how this question 
now stands. I may entirely misunderstand the whole thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is debatable at this moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly it is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are you doing now? You are debating the 
point of order now. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me see whether the Chair and I are both 
wrong about this. I understand from Senators now that the vote has 
been taken on ordering this resolution to a third reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been, 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the reason then that the third reading 
has not been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate have ordered the third 
reading, and the Senator from Vermont has moved that the third 
reading shall take place to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. But has the third reading been ordered ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I have been wrong in very much that I 
have been saying, and I have no excuse to submit for it except that 
when my friend from New Jersey corrected me, (and he was quite 
right and I was quite wrong,) I asked the Chair whether this resolu- 
tion had been ordered to a third reading and the Chair said “no,” as 
I understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from New York to ask whether it had been read a third time, and the 
Chair answered “ no.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Ah, that is the distinction. Then I was quite 
mistaken. Now let me correct myself. If the Senate has voted that 
this resolution shall be read the third time, the Senator from Ver- 
mont is quite vight, his idea being that no debate is in order until it 
is read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Or any other business. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir, not as [ understand it. It isin order 
for any Senator to move that the Senate adjourn, it is in order to make 
a motion for a recess or to go into executive session, that the bill be 
indefinitely postponed or postponed to a day certain. Thinking the 
Senator from Vermont had moved that its third reading be postponed 
te a day certain, I arose to address the Chair, but it entirely saves me 
from the very great discomfit I have had in supposing that we were 
likely to do a thing which to me was not warranted by the rule. I 
supposed the motion was to postpone the third reading of the bill, there- 
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by meaning that the bill be read at one o’clock, and that then that 
motion, confessedly debatable in itself, should be taken up without 
debate, and the Senate proceed to vote upon it. I find I am entirely 
mistaken and I wish to withdraw whatever I have said. 

Mr. BOGY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
From the statements which have been presented by himself it will 
require a two-thirds vote to postpone this until to-morrow. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not think so, because I do not understand 
the motion to be that it be made a special order. Were that the 
motion it would undoubtedly require a two-thirds vote, but the mo- 
tion is simply that it be postponed from this hour on this parliament- 
ary day until one o’clock on the next parliamentary day, and that 
fhe next step, to wit, the Secretary rising and reading it the third 
time, shall not take place until then. That I think isa motion to 


postpone, and I have no doubt a majority is competent to postpone it. 
But it is to make it a special order. 
No, sir; I do not understand that to be aspecial 


Mr. BOGY. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
order. 

Mr. GORDON. If I understand the reading of these rules at all, 
the effect of this vote is to make the resolution the special order for 
1 o'clock to-morrow. Our rules provide: 

When two or more subjects shall have been specially assigned for consideration, 
they shall take precedence according to the order of time at which they were sev- 
erally assigned, 

It occurs to me if this vote shall be had and this resolution shall 
be ordered to be read a third time to-morrow at one o’clock, it takes 
precedence at that hour over all other orders, and therefore is a spe- | 
cial order. What is a special order except an order which shall be 
considered at the hour specified ? Special order means an order speci- 
fied according to the hour at which the vote of the Senate shall be 
taken. If we determine here to-night that this resolution shall be 
read at a specific hour, what else have we done but made it the special 
order for that hour? I confess that I am unable to understand this 
rule as meaning anything short of that or anything beyond it. What 
is the rule as to special orders ? 


No bill, joint resolution, or other subject shall be made a specialjorder for a par- 
ticular day and hour— 


For a particular hour— 
without the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present. 

This is a joint resolution. It is proposed to make it a special order, 
because the reading of it is to take precedence at one o’clock to-mor- 
row over everything else that may be then before the Senate. As to 
the qualification which my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Earon] 
thinks is put upon that general rule by the rule in reference to amend- 
ments to the Constitution, let me say one word: 

When an amendment to be proposed to the Constitution is under consideration 


the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall not be requisite to de- 
cide any question for amendments, or extending to the merits, being short of the 
final question. 

If a motion to make this the special order for to-morrow or to 
have this to go tothe third reading at one o’clock to-morrow changes 
in any respect this amendment to the Constitution, if it makes it 
less effective, if it makes it broader in its application to schools, if 
it looks to the merits of the resolution in any direction, then certainly 
my friend from Connecticut and the Chair would be correct, in my 
judgment; but is it possible for the Senate to construe the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont to fix one o’clock to-morrow as looking to 
the merits of this question? Not by any means. It is nothing more 
nor less, if language means anything, than fixing this amendment to 
the Constitution as a special order for one o’clock to-morrow ; and the 
motion does not look to any extent to the merits of this question. 

I trust the Senate will not commit, as I consider, one of the most 
grievous blunders we can possibly make, in overriding one of the es- 
tablished rules of the Senate in order to accomplish this purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For one I do not wish to override the established 
rules of the Senate to accomplish any purpose, much less this one, be- 
cause @ purpose so good and beneficent as this ought not to depend 
upon any devious methods. If I could be tempted to override a rule 
of the Senate it would not be on a measure like this. But I respect- 
fully submit, and I am going to be very brief, that my friend from 
Georgia misapprehends the question, and if he will give me the honor 
of hearing me, I think I can convince him of it. 

Mr.GORDON. Witl great pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we had a public library where sectarian teach- 
ing did or did not exist, that was lighted so that we could have it 
open in the evening and get out books when we sit evenings, I think 
I should be able to convince my friend from Georgia and everybody 
else by authority that this is a perfectly parliamentary motion to 
make, one of ordinary aud frequent practice in parliamentary bodies, 
and that it is not a special order in the sense of the rules at all. The 
parliamentary law is, according to my recollection, but I cannot prove 
it at this moment, for the reason that I have stated, and I speak with 
some confidence, that a bill having gone to the stage of being ordered 
to be read a third time, then it may be read the third time at that 
moment, as is usually the motion in the House of Representatives, 
that it be read the third time now. When no other motion intervenes 
it is taken for granted here always that the bill is read the third time 
when it is ordered to be read a third time. The Senate has made 
that orderalready. Thequestion is, when shall the order be executed? 
It may be executed now or at any other time the Senate fixes fordoing 
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the particular thing that it has ordered it will do. It has already 
ordered that this resolution shall be read a third time. It has not 
ordered that it shall be considered, but that a simple act about it, a 
parliamentary act which it has ordered, a lawful act, shall take place. 
Then the question is when? Somebody says “now,” in a parlia- 
mentary body. Somebody says “two hours hence;” somebody says 
“to-morrow.” Sometimes they frequently say in Parliament “this 
day week,” which is a very common motion. That being the state 
of the parliamentary law, of course it is perfectly in order to fix a 
time. 

My friend’s only difficulty then, if I understand him, is that that 
makes it a special order within the meaning of the rules. The rules 
have grown up with this parliamentary law and usage, which was 
perfecily well understood and fixed; and the Senator on inquiring 
even of persons now present who have long been in the executive 
offices of the Senate will ascertain that in not very old times it used 
to be a common practice not to read the bill a third time at the 
moment, but lay it aside and read it afterward at some convenient 
time, the next day or whenever it might happen, with this rule for a 
special order standing just as it does now. I think my friend’s mis- 
take is that he forgets that proceeding to the consideration of a bill 
not before the Senate, to take it up, to go on with it, making it a 
special order to supersede other business, is one thing, while when 
you have a bill under consideration, having ordered already that a 
particular thing shall be done with it, merely fixing the time when 
that order shall be executed, is just like fixing the time when any 
other order of the Senate may be executed, as we, I suppose, every- 
body will agree, without a two-thirds vote may order that to-morrow 
at one o’clock we shall take a recess for one hour, or make any other 
order respecting the course of our proceeding, make the order now 
and fix the time and the circumstances that order shall be executed. 
That is my opinion. I believe it has been the practice whenever it 
was convenient to have it the practice with this rule, and I think it 
was never understood before that it violated it. 

The first point that was made about its not being a motion thet 
could be made as cutting off debate has already been disposed of, be - 
cause it does not cut off debate, because the resolution is not debata- 
ble now until it is read the third time. It is merely fixing the time 
when its third reading shall take place, and then the question of 
passage is open to debate. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand the Senator from Vermont to distin- 
guish between this vote and a vote making a special order of the con- 
sideration of a billorresolution. If it were the latter, if it were mak- 
ing a special order, then whether it should be executed to-morrow at 
one o’clock would depend upon the question whether there was unfin- 
ished business before the Senate or not; but if I understand the Sen- 
ator, if the Senate directs by a majority vote that this resolution 
have its third reading to-morrow at one o’clock, that order must be 
executed to-morrow at that time, no matter what may be the state of 
business before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I think. 

Mr. HOWE. I am not prepared to controvert that view of the case. 
If that is the true view, then unquestionably the ruling of the Chair 
is right. 

Mr. RANSOM. I must again ask pardon of the Senate for taking 
up so much of its time upon this matter; but I cannot help feeling 
concerned upon any question that touches an amendment to the Con- 
stitution. I confess I feel serious as soon as any amendment to the 
Constitution is read. I understood the Senator from Vermont to say 
that as this proposition had been ordered to a third reading, it was 
then in the power of the Senate by a bare majority to postpone the 
consideration of the vote upon the question to any future bour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I did not say that at all. 

Mr. RANSOM. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I said, and I repeat, exactly this, and I state the 
proposition with as much precision as I am capable of, that the Sen- 
ate having ordered that this resolution be read a third time, it is com- 
petent for a majority of the Senate to fix the day, hour, minute, and 
second at which that order shall be executed; that is all. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is what I intended to say was the position of 
the Senator from Vermont. Now, if that be so, I desire to know what 
there is in the proposition ordering a bill to a third reading materially 
different from any other proposition before the Senate. To have a 
vote taken to-morrow at one o’clock would be a special order. If the 
motion had been made in so many words by the Senator from Ver- 
mont or by any other Senator to make this question the special order 
for to-morrow at one o’clock, that would be aspecial order and it would 
require a two-thirds vote. “ But,” says the Senator from Vermont— 
I do not profess to quote his language, but I think I give the substance 
of his remark—“this proposition having been ordered to a third read- 
ing, T can accomplish the purpose by a different motion; I can prac- 
tically secure a special order; I can rule that the vote on this ques- 
tion shall be taken to-morrow at one o’clock, and while that motion 
has all the effect of a special order, while it gives this proposition 
precedence over every other question before the Senate to-morrow at 
one o’clock, while it virtually makes it a special order, simply because 
the Senate has ordered it to a third reading, the rule is changed and 
it only requires a majority.” Is there any difference in this respect 
between a measure being ordered to a third reading and occupying 
any other position before the Senate? Is there any difference between 
























































































































































































































Se SS 


TE et ee 


ae 































































































A 


a 























1 NO eterna NRE HT NE OR TIT 





























5460 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


AUGUST 11, 





a proposition that a bill shall be ordered to a third reading to-morrow | 
at one o’clock and a proposition to take up any other question at that | 
time? Is there any special privilege, is there any special character, | 
is there any extraordinary dignity attached to the motion ordering a 
bill to its third reading that gives it a different character from any 
other proposition before the Senate? Will the Senator from Vermont 
say that it is because the resolution has been ordered to a third read- | 
ing, and debate is stopped, and it is not debatable? Suppose a motion 
had been made to lay this resolution on the table. That would stop 
debate. Suppose then a motion had been made to take the vote to- 
morrow at one o’clock, would it not have been a special order? Un- 
less the Chair can decide that-a motion that a bill be read the third 
time is a different motion, a different proceeding from any other one 
within the rules of the Senate, Ido not see how this proposition can 
be passed without a vote of two-thirds of the Senate. 

Mr. NORWOOD. IL invite the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to Rule 31: 

When the hour shall arrive for the consideration of a special order, it shall be 


the duty of the outing otlicer to take it up, unless the unfinished business of the 
preceding day ehall be under consideration. 


I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont if his motion is carried 
into effect, when the hour of one o’clock arrives to-morrow under 
what rule will his motion take effect? Will it be by virtue of the 
resolution having been made a special order? If not, under what 
rule and how will the Senate proceed to consider it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under precisely the same rule that to-morrow at 
one o'clock, if it is so ordered to-night, we shall take a recess for fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. NORWOOD. That isone thing; thatis not legislation. These 
rules apply to legislation, and the honorable Senator cannot draw the 
analogy between that case and his resolution. They apply to the 
consideration of bills or of joint resolutions, because the rule applies 
to bills or joint resolutions, or other subjects-matter of legislation. 
I will ask the Senator from Vermont, if he will give me his attention 
again, would the Chair call up this matter to-morrow as a special or- 
der to be considered by the Senate ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What the Chair would do undoubtedly would be 
what he always does, and that is to execute the order of the Senate. 
I have no doubt the Chair would say, “The hour having arrived at 
which this resolution was ordered to be read a third time, that order 
will be exeeuted,” and then it would be read the third time. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Would that take precedence of any other busi- 
ness at that time, and if so, by virtue of whatrule? It would not come 
under any rule that made it a special order; the Senator admits that. 
I want to know by what rule that order would then take precedence 
before any other business before the Senate? Where is the general 
parliamentary rule? Weare proceeding under special standing rules, 
and we are considering standing rules. We havestanding rules, and 
we have standing rules that apply to this very case. The standing 
rule here is that 

No bill, joint resolution— 

Which is this case— 
or other subject shall be made a special order for a particular day and hour— 

Which is the motion of the Senator from Vermont— 
without the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present. 


If that is not aspecial order under Rule 31, which it would be the 
duty of the Chair to call up when the hour of one shall arrive to- 
morrow, under what standing rule of the Senate will the Chair pro- 
ceed to call it up? Is there any general parliamentary rule, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut, which overrides a standing 
rule of the Senate? The standing rule requires the Chair to call 
up a special order at a given hour. The Senator from Connecticut 
«ays that the general parliamentary law would regulate it; in other 
words, that the standing rule shall give way to a general rule. I 
think that the Senator from North Carolina is entirely correct, that, 
this being a joint resolution, if we propose to fix a particular day and 
hour for its consideration, that is a motion to make it a special order 
which requires the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present 
to do it. As was said by my friend, this motion does not affect any 
amendment to this resolution, nor does it affect the merits of the 
question, as is provided for under Rule 44. I cannot see why this 
will not be a special order, and if it be a special order it will be the 
duty of the Chair to call it up at the hour named to-morrow; and 
under Rule 31 it will take precedence of all other business. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia to Rule 11, on page 133 of the Manual : 


When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but— 
Te adjourn; 


To peceee to the consideration of executive business ; 
To lay on the table; 

To postpone indefinitely ; 

To postpone to a day certain. 


This last is one of the motions that is in order, and certainly it does 
not require anything more than a majority. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from New Jersey hear me for a 
second! If this was a motion to postpone to a day certain, without 
giving to that motion, as I understand the Senator from Vermont 

oes give to it and the Chair gives to it, the character of a special 
order, then there could be no controversy about a bare majority being 


















suflicient to carry it; but as I have understood the Senator from 
Vermont and as I have understood the Chair, it has been insisted 
that while this was not a special order, still to-morrow it would take 
precedence of every other motion and have to be voted on at one 


| o'clock. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will correct the Senator 
so far as the Chair is concerned. The Chair has not stated that this 
would be in the light of a special order. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Chair had stated in the beginning that this 
was simply a motion to postpone until to-morrow, and that then the 
resolution would take its ordinary fate in the proceedings of this 
body, I should not have appealed from the decision of the Chair, for 
that was the manifest decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will say to the Senator 
from North Carolina that the Chair took particular pains, as the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia will remember, and did not rule on a sup- 
posititions case. The Chair ruled upon the rule bearing upon consti- 
tutional amendments. The Chair has in no instance, as the official 
report will verify, characterized this as a special order. ‘Ibis is exe- 
cuting an order of the Senate, a postponement of the third reading 
of this resolution. The Senate has to-day ordered the third reading, 
and the Senator from Vermont has moved to postpone its third read- 
ing until one o’clock to-morrow. é 

Mr. HOWE. I am satisfied, upon looking at Mr. Cushing’s treatise, 
that this motion is not a motion to make a special order. Mr. Cush- 
ing says: 

2210. The motion that the bill or the bill with the amendments, as the case may 
be, be engrossed, may be made immediately upon the conclusion of the proceedings 
on the report or afterward, as may be convenient. On this motion the merits of 
the bill may be discussed; and if it is negatived the bill is lost; if decided in the 
aflirmative, it may be followed up by a motion for the third reading of the bill, on 
a particular day, or on a particular day if then engrossed. 

. . * . : * . 

2214. The order for the engrossment of a bill is sometimes in the simple form 
that the bill be engrossed ; sometimes it is accompanied by an order for the third 
reading; sometimes for the third reading on a particular day; or on a partici.Jar 
day if the bill should then be engrossed. If no order is made as to the time for 
the third reading it may take place as soon as the bill pay myn if the time has 
been fixed the third reading is an order of the day for the day so agreed upon, and 
to be proceeded with accordingly. 

2215. The next step to be taken after the engrossment or after the report, or pro 
ceedings on the report, of a bill already engrossed, isthethird reading. Ifa bill from 
the other House is reported from the committee without amendment, being already 
engrossed, it may be read a third time immediately, orit may be ordered to be read 
a third time, without any time being fixed therefor; or the time may be fixed for 
a futare day. Ifa bill from the other House is reported from the committee with 
amendments, the same proceedings may take place upon it with reference to a 
third reading, at the termination of the proceedings upon the report. 

* * * * 





‘ * 

In the Honse of Representatives of the United States it appears to be the custom 
to engross bills in advance of their being ordered to be engrossed; and if a bill 
happens to be thus engrossed, it may be read a third time iamediately ; otherwise 
this motion— 

That is, if it is not already engrossed— 


except in the case of a bill from the other branch—which is already engrossed—is 
not in order; nor, without a suspension of the rules, can an unengrossed bill be 
read a third time. 


2217. When a time has been previously fixed for the third reading, the third read- 
ing becomes an order of the day for the day appointed, and is proceeded with ac 
cordingly. (Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, pages 858-861.) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In that connection the Chair will 
state to the Senator from Wisconsin that the practice is to state that 
a bill being ordered to be engrossed and read the third time will be 
read the third time, not waiting for the formal engrossment. That 
has been the practice, and therefore it comes within the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By unanimous consent that is done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is done by unanimous consent. 
The actual engrossment is scarcely ever required. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Car- 
olina appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. RANSOM. Understanding now that the Chair considers this 
as a simple motion to postpone until to-morrow at one o’clock, with- 
out giving the resolution the character of a special order at that hour, 
I withdraw the appeal, because from that ruling I never would have 
dissented if I had understood it so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the re- 
porter’s notes will verify what he now says. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will not doubt it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was very particular to 
state it. The record will show that the Chair is correct. 

Mr. RANSOM. I understood the Chair to rule differently. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is there anything before the Senate ?' 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What is now the pending question? My motion, 
is it not, the appeal being withdrawn ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appeal is withdrawn, and the 
Chair rules that the motion is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that my motion be put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is that the third read- 
ing of the bill be fixed for to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. BOGY. I had called for the yeas and nays on that motion,and 


as no notice was taken of it some mistake must have been made. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on postponing the 
third reading of the joint resolution until one o’clock to-morrow. 
Mr. BOGY. I called for the yeas and nays awhile ago and the de- 
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mand was sustained. The Chair, for some reason which I cannot ex- 
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tee again, I might have the indulgence of having this matter con- 


plain, (and there is no reflection at all upon the Chair,) put the vote | sidered. 


without regarding that order; and the same thing is now being done | 

Therefore as a matter of right, as a Senator on this floor, I | ests of our coast, which are jeoparded by this delay. 
’ ‘ ; : 

ing for an opportunity to be heard. 


again. 
ogain call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will simply say that 
there has been so much intervening since that the Chair lost sight of 
it, as he did before, supposing the Senator had withdrawn the call 
but found he did not. The Chair will now put the question and the 
roll-call will proceed. Shall the third reading of this resolution be 
postponed until to-morrow at one o’clock ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask leave to state that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCrEEryY] has been kind enough to pair with me, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. BoUTWELL] unites with me in 
pairing with the Senator from Kentuck;, so as to make the pair even 
to take effect to-morrow at one o'clock, if I am not able then to be in 
the Senate. The Senator from Massachusetts and myself would vote 
“vea” on the resolution, and the Senator from Kentucky would vote 
“ nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 28, 
nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christiancy, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, 
liarvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, 
Daddock, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, and West—28 

NAYS— Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Gordon, Kelly, Kernan, Key, 
McCreery, Maxey, Ransom, and Stevenson—12. 

\ BSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Burnside, Cameronof Penn 
syivania, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, John- 
ston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Norwood, 
Randolph, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, 
Windom, Withers, and Wright—31. 


So the motion of Mr. EDMuNDs was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I rise to suggest to the Senator from 
California that it is now quite late for him to take up bis bill. The 
other day the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] called up the elec- 
tion law and it was informally laid aside in order that an amendinent 
might be prepared. I would suggest to the Senator from California 
that that subject be taken up now and disposed of. It has already 
been fully debated and I do not suppose it will lead to any discus- 
sion. If igshall, itshall not interfere with the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the Hawaiian bill remains the unfinished busi- 
ness for to-morrow, I am willing that the other matter shall go on 
to-night. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object to any bargain being made. 
matter to bring up. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will refer the Senator from New Jersey to the 
Senator from Illinois. I cannot yield. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I can get along with him very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent that the Hawaiian bill be considered the unfin- 
ished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I object. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I move to take up the bill now. 

Mr. WEST. Is a motion to adjourn in order? 

Mr. SARGENT. Not while I have the floor. 

Mr. WEST. You cannot keep the floor while the Chair is putting 
the motion. 

The PRESIDENT 
made his motion, 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to make a statement in reference to this 
matter, as to the position of it, and would have interrupted the Chair 
to do so if it were allowable. 

- The position of the bill is this: A motion was made when this bill 
was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations to refer it to 
the Committee on Finance. I understand that motion will not now 
be pressed. That motion was made and carried in my absence. When 
I came into the Senate I found it had been done, and I at once entered 
a motion to reconsider. The matter which I wish to take up is the 
motion to reconsider and have it disposed of, so as to bring the bill 
before the Senate. Therefore the motion which I want to bring up 
is my motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to appeal to the generosity of the Sen- 
ate on behalf of the people of the Pacific coast that this measure be 
acted on. I know the Senator from Louisiana is opposed to the bill. 
I know that he wants to debate it, and beat it if he can. That is fair 
warfare. I will not complain of that; but I do say that after I have 
stood here for several weeks and asked that I might have a hearing 
ou this matter, when telegrams come from business men on our coast 
stating that the suspense is ruining them, it is mere fairness that the 
matter should be considered. Let those who are opposed to it vote 
against it; let those who desire to speak against it so speak; but I 
do ask that the measure be heard. 

F should like to make one other remark personal to myself. 





I have another 


pro tempore. The Senator from California has 


For at 


least three weeks of this session I have been out of the Senate during | 


its business hours busy with your work, almost like a slave, upon 
committees of conference; and if seems to me that during the few 
brief hours that Ihave now before I am compelled to go into commit 











I put it upon personal grounds; I put it furthermore on the inter- 
Iam simply ask- 
fhe executive department ne- 
gotiated this treaty with the authorities of the Sandwich Islands. It 
was ratified by the Senate. The House of Representatives has passed 
the appropriate legislation and it is here before us. The Parliament 
of Hawaii have passed that legislation. The treaty has been pro- 
claimed by both powers. Now all that remains is that the Senate 
carry out the promise that it seemed to imply when it ratified the 
treaty by the adoption of this legislation. If the Senate shall have 
changed its mind and thinks there is no obligation on it to stand by 
that action, I can only acquiesce, and my people of course will have 
to submit in silence, and I believe they will submit respectfully ; but 
it is better for them, as I said this morning, that the matter be dis- 
posed of, even if the bill be defeated, than to have it hanging over 
their heads, unsettling their business interests, and making every man 
uncertain what he ought to do with regard to his business. 

Now I appeal to the Senator from Louisiana or any other Senator 
to not by a motion to adjourn or otherwise cut off an opportunity to 
have this heard, that he do not insist npon that course, but allow 
the matter to be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think we might possibly make an arrangement to 
which all the Senators present would agree. I have no objection to 
the Senator’s bill being taken up; I am for the bill, and shall vote 
for it; but I can say the same that has been said by the Senator in 
reference to my efforts in regard to another bill. I have asked for 
two months a vote on a bill in the Senate, and when the Senate re- 
considers this proposition that the Senator from California desires to 
take up to-morrow, and I will aid him to take it up to-morrow, I will 
ask the Senate as I did to-day to vote on the bill to which I refer. I 
want to say now to Senators on both sides that we ought at least to 
have an opportunity of voting and recording ourselves either for or 
against this bill that was denominated this morning by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] as a bill insuch condition that it conld 
not be licked into shape, that could not be arranged, prepared, tixed 
in such shape as that the Senate ought to vote on it. It is House 
bill No. 58, known as the bounty bill. 

I desire to say that on both sides of this Chamber if men are held 
by any obligations, although it is not a political measure, both polit- 
ical parties of this country have pledged themselves time and again 
in their platforms, which seem to be nought but things made to be 
spit upon, that they would give to the seldiers of this country that 
which was given them by the laws of the country. Both parties 
have said that. Five times this bill has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, four times a republican House, and once it passed both 
Houses and was vetoed. It now has been passed by one branch of 
Congress and is waiting the assent of the other. I do say to Sen- 
ators on both sides, Senators who have stood ere and spoken of the 
rights of persons and claimants that were entitled to money from the 
Government who have been deprived of it by non-action on the part of 
the Congress of the United States, that it is a duty we owe to these 
men to vote on this bill; I do not say to pass it, to vote but either 
for it and let it become a law, or against it so that it will not become 
a law, and let them know it. 

This bill provides for the payment to the soldiers of the late war 
of that which the laws of the United States promised them should be 
paid, but, as I said to-day, by certain orders in reference to their 
muster-out, they were deprived of that which they were entitled to 
under the laws of Congress. I want to appeal to the Senate of the 
United States whether the argument that has been made against this 
bill on account of the amount it will take out of the Treasury in the 
next seven or eight years—for it will take that long probably for all 
to be paid—is a good argument provided the claimis honest? I have 
heard the argument made here where large amounts were claimed for 
the loss of property that the Government justly owed the money; that 
it was repudiation of its honest debts if it failed to pay. Now I say 
it is repudiation on the part of the Congress of the United States of 
that which it honestly owes to the defenders of this country unless we 
pass this bill and pay them what we promised to pay them 

This is all I have to say, except to make a motion that the Senate 
take up this bill and act on it, House bill No. 58, commonly known 
as the bounty bill, and I ask a vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 
California has been made and takes precedence. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; his motion was to reconsider. 

Mr. SARGENT. My motion was to take up the motion which I 


from 


| entered the other day to reconsider the vote by whieh the Hawaiian 


bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. ‘That brings the bill 
before the Senate by the reconsideration taking place, and I am in- 
formed by the Senator from Vermont who made the motion to refer, 
[Mr. MorriLt,] that he does not intend to press it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam willing, as far as I am concerned, that the vote 
may be considered reconsidered. 

Mr. GORDON. I think it is very clear that we shall not do any 
business to-night. I move, therefore, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow me to move an executive 
session ? 


Mr. GORDON 


Certainly. 
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Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me to make 
an informal report from a conference committee ? 

Mr. GORDON. I have yielded to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a report from the committee of confer- 
ence on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. What is the pending motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is objection, the Senator 
from California has moved to take up the motion to reconsider-—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There can be no objection to that. 
The Senator from California asks a vote on his motion. The Senator 
from Georgia moved to adjourn, but yielded to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and the Senator from Rhode Island yielded to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Georgia after he made his mo- 
tion yielded, he has lost the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair is ruling. 

Mr. LOGAN. IL ask the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He yielded to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and the Senator from Rhode Island yielded to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, and the Senator from Minnesota rose not to a 
privileged motion. He presents a report of a conference committee. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If we are going into this kind of tactics | renew 
my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr- SARGENT. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would withdraw it, but the Senator from IIli- 
nois, if I withdraw it, says I have yielded the floor, and he brings up 
his motion. 

Mr. SARGENT. But I have not yielded the floor on my motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not bring in any motion, but I said the Sena- 
tor had yielded the floor. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Informally for a conference report. 

Mr. LOGAN. But “informally” is not allowable. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If we are going on strict parliamentary law I shall 
move an executive session; but Ll am willing to have the vote taken 
on the motion of the Senator from California if the Senator from 
Georgia is willing. 

Mr. GORDON. That cannot be had without debate. 

Mr. SARGENT. We can vote down the motion to adjourn and the 
motion for an executive session. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Who holds the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California mofed 
to take up the motion to reconsider the reference of the Hawaiian 
bill, pending which the Senator from Georgia moved to adjourn ; he 
withdrew that motion and yielded to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and the Senator from Rhode Island yielded to the Senator from Min- 
nesota. Objection being made to the request of the Senator from 
Minnesota, thereupon the Senator from California insisted on his mo- 
tion, but his came first. Therefore the motion of the Senator from 
California is pending unless the Senator from Rhode Island—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. I took the tloor by consent of the Senator from 
Georgia to make a motion to go into executive session. If I cannot 
make that motion I will yield to him to make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIQENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his question 
of order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state it. It is that when the Senator from 
Georgia yielded the floor he lost the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. LOGAN. And when the Senator from Rhode Island yielded 
the floor, he also lost it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair has ruled. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I insist that another Senator had the floor, ad- 
dressed the Chair, was recognized, and that the Senator from Rhode 
Island cannot now make his motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated that the motion 
of the Senator from California was in order unless there was some 
privileged motion which cut it off. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope we may have a vote. 

Mr. GORDON. Is not the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
a privileged motion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
yielded. If he makes the motion the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I had no right to yield t!@ floor except that I did 
80 in accordance with that courtesy which is always extended to a 
report from a committee of conference ; but I took it by the assent of | 
the Senator from Georgia, who moved to adjourn and agreed that I 
might substitute the motion to go into executive session. If I cannot 
have that motion put, then I must yield the floor to my friend from 
Georgia to make his motion to adjourn, which I hope will be voted 
down, and that then we shall go into executive session. We ought | 
to have an executive session this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair following the practice | 
referred to recognized the Senator from Minnesota; but objection 


was made, and it became the duty of the Chiar before he recognized 
the—— 


AUGUST 11, 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask consent to make a very brief statement for 
a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the Senator from Rhode Is]- 
and, as thé Chair understands, asks that he may surrender to the 
Senator from Georgia. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOGAN. Surrender what? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to go into executive 
session. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand the rules of this Senate to give the floo; 
to the Senator who addresses the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was ob- 
jection. The Senator from Illinois objects. The Chair will now put 
the question. 

Mr. LOGAN. I made no objection; I merely asked that the rule be 
enforced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from California, who moves to take up a motion to reconsider the 
vote on the Hawaiian treaty bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, (at ten o’clock p.m.) I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now, if the Senator will allow my motion to go 
into executive session, I will not yield the floor to anybody. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. SARGENT. L hope that will be voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There ought to be an executive session this even- 
ing. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think we can have an executive session; but I 
insist on my rights first. 

The motion was not agreed to; ayes 15, less than a majority of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from California to proceed to the consideration of the 
motion to reconsider the vote on the Hawaiian treaty bill. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I ask the Senator from California if he proposes 
to go on with that to-night? 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam not particular about it. I want it taken up. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The Senator simply wants the recoysideration 
ordered now? 

Mr. SARGENT. I want to reconsider the vote and leave the bill 
pending as the unfinished business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator from California that he 
simply move to discharge the Committee on Finance and withdraw 
his motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not particular; any way to bring the bill 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. It never has been considered by the Committee 
on Finance, though we have had ample time to do it, because the 
motion to reconsider had been entered. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will put it in that shape. 

Mr. MORRILL. I regret very much the committee has not had 
the bill under consideration, because I think there are some amend- 
ments the committee would undoubtedly have reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California 
change his motion. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not see the particular parliamentary point, 
but I suppose discharging the committee will answer the same pur- 
pose, and I will make that motion, if the Senator prefers that 
course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
that the Committee on Finance be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the Hawaiian treaty bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


Mr. SARGENT. Now I move that the bill (11. R. No. 612) to carry 
into effect a convention between the United States of America and 
His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day 
of January, 1875, be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee have been dis- 
charged, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to make the bill—I believe that is in accord 
with the wishes of the Senator—the special order. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, that would be set aside by unfinished busi- 
ness. I am satisfied with the position of the bill now. 

Mr. LOGAN. Well, then, I move to take up House bill No. 58. 

Mr. SARGENT. That would set aside this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that; if you are not going on with it that is 


| what I propose to do, 


Mr. SARGENT. I do not wish to violate any understanding. The 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Norwoop] asked me a question, to which 
I replied that I was willing that this bill should go over as the unfin- 
ished business to to-morrow. 

Mr. WEST. I rise to a point of order that this having now been 
reported by acommittee to-day, or rather the committee having been 
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. . . . . . . | 
just discharged, which is equivalent to a report, its consideration is | 


pot in order if a single objection is raised. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 


order if the bill has been reported to-day. 
Iask the attention of the Chair for a moment. | 
This bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations May 
If the | 
: . ° | 
Senator from Vermont intended that by his motion, then I ask that | 
the motion be reconsidered whereby the committee was discharged. | 

| 

| 


Mr. SARGENT. 


15, 1:76. It has never been before the Finance Committee. 


Mr. MORRILL. I did not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands this is not 
a report of a committee, but is a discharge of a committee, and the 
bill is before the Senate. The Chair overrules the point of order 
understanding the status of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Now I am willing to carry out the understanding 
of the Senator from Georgia. 
marks or I will yield. 

Mr. LOGAN. Go on now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. Am I not in order in presenting the report of a | 
conference committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate allow the report to 
be received? Is there nnanimous consent for the Senator from Min- 
nesota to make a report ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Provided it does not displace this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent would not dis- 
lace it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is the Indian appropriation bill. 


Iam willing to go on with some re- 


I ob- 


ject. 
: Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WINDOM. While the galleries are being cleared I am satis- 
fied that if I can be heard in a very brief statement the Indian bill 
may be acted on. I do not desire to have the report read, but in- 
formation has been received by the committees of conference both 
of the Senate and House which makes it necessary that the report 
should be non-concurred in and a new committee appointed. It is 
not necessary to read the report; but both committees desire that 
the Senate shall non-concur in the report and that a new committee 
be appointed consisting of the same members. I move that the Senate 
non-concur in the report of the committee of @onference and again 
insist on its amendments and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WinpDoM, Mr. LoGaN, and Mr. KERNAN were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceded to the consideration of executive business. 

After thirty-three minutes spent in executive session, the doors were 


re-opened; and (at ten o’clock and forty-two minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, August 11, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. L. STERN, 
minister of the Washington Hebrew congregation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
the bill (H. R. No. 4087) continuing the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. 

INDIAN SCOUTS. 

Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 1007) concerning 
the employment of Indian scouts. S 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read for information. 

The bill was read. It repeals so much of the Army appropriation 
act of July 24, 1876, as limits the number of Indian scouts to three 
hundred, and continues in force sections 1094 and 1112 of the Revised 
Statutes, authorizing the employment of one thousand Indian scouts. 
It also provides that a proportionate number of non-commissioned offi- | 
cers may be appointed. The scouts, when they furnish their own horses 
and horse-equipments, are to be entitled to receive forty cents per 
day for their use and risk so long as thus employed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is this a proposition to increase the 
force of the Army ? 

Mr. BANNING. It is not. I think the gentleman will make no 
objection to the bill when it is explained. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I reserve the right to object until | 
some explanation is made. 

Mr. BANNING. At the assembling of Congress this session section | 
1094 of the Revised Statutes permitted the employment in time of 
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war of one thousand Indian scouts, and section 1112 of the Revised 
Statutes required that those scouts should be discharged immediately 
upon the end of Indian hostilities. The Army appropriation bill 
passed this session provided for only three hundred. More than three 
hundred at that time were employed and being used in the expedi- 
tion against the Sioux. The passage of that bill cut off the pay of 
part ot these men that are now in the field against the Sioux Indians. 
The Secretary of War and the General of the Army have requested 
Congress to fix the number of Indian scouts as they were under sec- 
tion 1094 of the Revised Statutes before the convening of this Congress 
at one thousand in time of Indian hostilities. It will be necessary to 
do this to pay part of the scouts that were employed before the Army 
bill passed fixing the number at three hundred. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Will the gentleman also state that this will not 
increase the number of the Army? 

Mr. BANNING. I was about to state that, It will not increase 
the number of the Army one. It simply re-enacts the law which per- 
mitted the General of the Army to employ as many as one thousand 
Indian scouts in time of actual hostilities. As soon as hostilities are 
over the statnée requires that they shall be mustered out, I willread 
the statute which this bill re-enacts : 

The President is authorized to enlist a force of Indians not exceeding one thou- 
sand, who shall act as scoutsin the Territories and Indian country. They shall 
be discharged when the necessity for their service shall cease or at the discretion 
of the department commander 

The appropriation bill which we passed provided the pay of only 
three hundred of these men. This is a re-enactment of that law. 
These scouts are now in the service performing duty under Terry and 
Crook, and I hope the bill will be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
insist on his objection ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not. 

Mr. EDEN. I understand that these scouts are to be used only 
during the Indian war ? 

Mr. BANNING. Yes, sir; only temporarily during the Indian hos- 
tilities. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read three times, and passed. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. VANCE, of North Carolina. I ask that by unanimous consent 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged 
from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3687) to author- 
ize and enable the eastern band of the Cherokee Indians to institute 
and prosecute a suit in the Court of Claims sgainst the Cherokee 
Nation, and that it be brought before the House for present consider- 
ation. This bill is reported unanimously by the Committee on In 
dian Affairs, and I hope there will be no objection to its now being 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. EDEN and Mr. FORT reserved the right to object until the bill 
was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair always when unanimous 
consent is aske/l reserves the right of any gentleman to object until 
the bill is read. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion of this bill af this time? 

Mr. HURLBUT. I object to the consideration of any bill on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. VANCE, of North Carolina. If the gentleman will allow me 
to make a statement I am satisfied he will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made. 

Cc. M. WILCOX. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent to report back from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, with a favorable recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 3083) to remove the political disabilities of C. M. Wil- 
cox, of Maryland. It is accompanied by a petition and is reported by 


Is there objection to the considera- 


| the Judiciary Committee unanimously. 


The bill was read. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Is there a petition accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia has so 
stated. 

Mr. HUNTON. I hold the petition in my hand, and will have it 
read if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I donot ask for the reading of the petition. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof.) 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 
Mr. TERRY. I rise to a privileged question. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs to report the resolution that I send 


to the Clerk’s desk, and to ask ite passage 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


and to ascertain what reforms in the same are necessary, and that said commitice 


be authorized to make such investigations through subcommittees, who may visit / 


said homes ; and that such subcommittees be authorized to send for persons and 


; —e 
papers, aiminister oaths, and do all such other acts as may be necessary for a full 


and complete inquiry into the management and control of said homes, and make 
due report of the same, 

Mr. HALE. I must object to that resolution. 

Mr. TERRY. The resolution is not open to objection. It is a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Military Affairs, and under 
the ruling made yesterday upon a point of order it is not open to 
objection. 

Mr. HALE. It certainly will not be claimed that this is a report 
of the committee of investigation. It is a proposition to confer new 
powers upon a committee and to authorize them to sit during the 
recess of Congress. 

Mr. TERRY. This is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and the object of it is to ask power to.continue with 
the investigation heretofere ordered by Congress but which it has 
been impossible to complete during the present session. 

Mr. HALE. It is a proposition to enable the committee to sit 
during the recess. 

Mr. TERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Then Lemphatically object. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman has no right to object to it, and I ask 
its adoption, 

Mr. HALE. It is not before the House if there is a single objection. 

Mr. TERRY, I claim that it is before the House as a privileged 
question under the resolution adopted by the House on Monday last. 

Mr. HALE. That would be an expansion of last Monday’s resolu- 
tion which would require a great deal of imagination. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the resolution of Monday last they can re- 
port the resolution, 

Mr. HALE. They can report the result of their investigation, but 
nothing of this kind. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is like any other report which comes from 
an investigating committee. 

Mr. HALE. The committee have only aright to report resolutions 
putting in force the result of their investigation. 

Mr. RANDALL. The character of the resolution is another question. 

Mr. HALE. Iam perfectly willing to leave the matter to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not assume to control 
a matter so entirely a matter of fact and understanding, and will 
submit the question to the House. 

Mr. HALE. This is a very important matter, and in order that it 
may be understood I call for a second reading of the resolution. But 
before that is done, sir, let me say to the other side of the House and 
notify them that upon the question of giving these investigating com- 
mittees authority to sit after Congress has adjourned and at any time 
toexpose to the country what they choose, I think I represent the united 
sentiment of this side of the House, and that we will not, if there is 
anything in parliamentary power, permit. I am justified in saying 
this now. The gentlemen can begin, if they choose, this attempt to 
take an unfair advantage of the minority, but I notify them that in 
doing so they enter upon a long lane. 

Mr. TERRY. 1 desire to say that there have been a great number 
of complaints presented to the Committee on Military Affairs in ref- 
erence to the treatment of the inmates of the soldiers’ homes, and it 
has been impracticable to bring all of the complainants here. 

Mr. PAGE. Is this matter before the House for debate ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. TERRY. I only wish to add that the investigation can be 
more satisfactorily made at the several soldiers’ homes. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman and all the gentlemen on the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs have had nearly nine months to make this in- 
vestigation, and we have made arrangements for their report to come 
in at any time; but it seems, Mr. Speaker, that every concession made 
by this side of the House as to the admission of these reports is to be 

*followed by new demands. It did not occur, sir, to me the other day, 
when we made the arrangement of which the House is aware, that 
we should be so soon as this asked, or songht to be driven, to con- 
sent to a committee meeting during the recess. Now, we, on this 
side of the House, cannot and will not consent to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘This is the only committee that has asked that 
privilege. 

Mr. HALE. But how do we know how soon such another request 
will follow? 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman from Maine said that he repre- 
sented the united sentiment of that side of the House. 

Mr. HALE. I said that I thought I did. 

Mr. BANNING. This resolution is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. HALE. I should be glad to hear from some member of the 
minority of the committee on that point. 

Mr. HURLBUT. It was a part of the duty of the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report in regard to these homes for the disabled 
soldiers of the country. I believe this report to be strictly fair. The 
complaints in regard to these homes did not come to us in any organ- 
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ized form, but letters were sent to the committee alleging on the part 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, au- | 
thorized to continue their investigations into the management and control of the | 
National Hlome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers during the vacation ef Congress, 


of certain persons, inmates of these homes, that wrongs had been 
done to them. I understand the committee to concur in this report, 
but I have never understood that the entire cominittee concurred jy 
the propriety of carrying on an investigation during the vacation for 
the reason that it is practically impossible that any member of the 
committee should serve upon the committee at that time. 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman from Virginia will leave out that 
part of the resolution which authorizes the committee to sit during 
the recess I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the examination go on at the next session. 

Mr. BANNING. One word in explanation of what has been said by 
the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. HurLBurT.] So faras I understand, 
this report with the resolution is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee; I never heard it questioned as being the unanimous report. 
The reason why the investigation has not already been made is that 
we have not had time to make it. There has been a loud call from 
these homes for an investigation, and the committee thought that 
investigation could best be made during the vacation. That matter 
was talked over, agreed to, and it was partially understood how the 
investigation should be made. There seems to be no disagreement 
about it whatever. I think the investigation should be made; this 
report shows that it should be made, and I cannot see any good reason 
why gentlemen should oppose it. 

Mr. FRYE. The trouble which I see is this, and it arises from the 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ran- 
DALL.] His suggestion was that under the agreement of Monday 
last this committee had the right to report this resolution. Now if 
this committee has the right to report such a resolution as this, then 
all the investigating committees of this House, the whole thirty of 
them, if there be that many, have the right to report just such a res- 
olution as this, and to have that resolution submitted to the House, 
and then the majority of the House can afterwards force it through, 
and thus provide that the whole mud-throwing machinery shall com- 
mence its work immediately after the adjournment and be carried on 
up to the next session of Congress. Now the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania certainly cannot expect the republican side of this House 
ever to consent to any such rule as that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know what the gentleman means by a 
mud-machine. I have endeavored to keep myself above mud-ima- 
chines. I have not acted in any connection with mud-machines. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman has been engaged in better work than 
investigating. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say this: The House cannot restrict 
the character of the reports to be made from eommittees. The reso- 
lution which was adopted on Monday last by agreement does not in 
itself, either in language or in spirit, restrict the character of the re- 
ports er the resolution to accompany the reports. 

Mr. TERRY. I call the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to make this suggestion: The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will see at once that if, under 
the agreement made the other day, there is no restriction upon the 
nature of the resolution to be reported by a committee, then this 
very committee might prepare a resolution and submit it to the 
House that all other reports by investigating committees might be 
made at any time without any notice. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, not unless the resolution emanated from each 
particular committee, for it would not be germane otherwise. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will say for myself—I do not know about the 
others—that there were two purposes which I had in view in the 
agreement of last Monday. The first was to have an arrangement by 
which all these reports of investigating committees could be made be- 
fore this session closed, with a fair exhibit by the majority and the 
minority of each committee Thesecond was that the reports should 
come in and the matter be ended with this session. It was the uni- 
versal feeling, so far as I know, that it was not quite fair, certainly 
not exactly manly, that we should have a series of me isan investi- 
gations going on in vacation during a heated political canvass. ‘That, 
I think, was the main idea in the minds of everybody here, so far as 
I know, as to the object gained by the agreement. 

Now if that is overcome by this resolution it may be overcome in 
every other case by a majority vote, although it was within our 
power, by a single objection, to prevent any arrangement. We con- 
sented to the arrangement for the sake of the public business, and if 
advantage should now be taken of it, I am sure we would be justified 
in using all parliamentary expedients to prevent it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think there is any occasion whatever for 
this scare in regard to this proposition. I do not know that any 
other committee desires to ask for a similar privilege. In this case 
allegations have been made as to the manner in which the disabled 
volunteer soldiers of the war have been imposed upon in these homes. 
I think it is far from being a partisan investigation at all. I think 
it is desirable in a non-partisan view to visit these homes by sub- 
committees and ascertain whether these allegations as made by the 
soldiers against the managers of the homes are correct or not. 

Mr. HALE. Now if the gentleman will—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must decline to hear fur- 
ther suggestions, and will direct the resolution passed on last Monday 
to be read by the Clerk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the investigation committees may have leave to report during the 
remainder of this session at any time after forty-eight hours’ notice from the time 
the committee have agreed to the report and submitted the same to the minority, 
who shall have leave at the same time to submit their views to the House; and if 
the minority is absent from the meeting, said notice of the same shall be given in 
the Llouse. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is very evident from the reading 
of this resolution that there is nothing in it which restricts in any 
manner the character of the report that is to be made. The Chair 
has carefully examined the record of the discussion upon that ques- 
tion, and there is an entire omission of any reference whatever as to 
the character of the reports. The simple provision is that upon certain 
notice reports may be made. As, however, there seems to be this omis- 
sion, the Chair, as he stated a moment ago, regards it 2s only fair that 
the matter should be submitted to the House. Is it the opinion of 
the House that the report—— 

Mr. CONGER. Before that question is submitted I wish to 
8ay— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Michigan will 
be kind enough to allow the Chair to conclude he will then be recog- 
nized; not till then: The Chair willstate the question which he submits 
to the House: Is it the opinion of the House that the report of the 
gentleman from Virginia, | Mr. Terry, ] which has been read, is now in 
order under the resolution just reported? The Chair now recognizes 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the leading idea of the resolution just read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not care to hear any 
further discussion on that point. The Chair has decided the point. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the Chair does not wish to hear me? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not, upon that point. 

Mr. CONGER. I state to the Chair that I have a point to make. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be kind enough 
to state what it is. 

Mr. CONGER. I was doing so—not in the elegant language of the 
Speaker, but in my own. 

Tle SPEAKER pro tempore. 
get at his point at once. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope I shall not be interrupted again 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the Chair cannot promise. 

Mr. CONGER. I wasabout to make this point: that the principal 
object of the resolution read a few moments ago was to compel the 
investigating committees to close their investigations and make their 
reports before the adjournment of Congress. That was the leading 
idea. Now, if instead of doing that, these investigating committees, by 
means of a report, only open the door for further investigations, they 
violate the entire spirit and object of the resolution. I ask the rul- 
ing of the Chair upon that construction of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided that point. 
There is nothing in the resolution that indicates at all what shall be 
the character of reports to be made. The Chair can only rule upon 
the resolution as he has ruled already. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope then that this side of the Honse will do 
what they can to regain what they have lost. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope that we shall not come to a collision on 
this mattter. I suggest that this clause of the resolution be left out. 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman reporting this resolution will omit 
the clause in reference to the committee sitting during the recess 
there will be no objection. * 

Mr. TERRY. As to the difficulty of getting members to serve on a 
subcommittee during the recess, that is a question with the gentle- 
men themselves. If there are members of this House who can give 
their time between now and next December to this investigation, I do 
not see why the House should object. 

Mr. BANNING. Let me saya word on this point, for I think there 
should be no misunderstanding. At the time of the adoption of the 
resolution under which we are now offering this report, the report 
had been agreed to together with the resolution which we now bring 
in. As to the remark of my friend from Maine [Mr. Frye] abont 
this committee “throwing mud,” I do not think we have done much 
of that. Every report that we have made has been unanimous, 
signed by all the members of your side as well as ours. 
case with this report. 

This is an investigation which we thought ought to be made. The 
men in these asylums are asking that it shall be made; and the mem- 
bers of the committee thought they could best make the investiga- 
tion during the vacation. There is no partisanship in it. There is 
no disposition to use this investigation to make any political capital 
at all. Nobody ever thought of that—at least, I never did—until it 
was spoken of here this ne At the time your side of the House 
agreed to this resolution they knew perfectly well that this report 
had been agreed to in the committee ; so they must have fully un- 
derstood what would be its effect. The effect, as has been stated by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. TERRY, ] will only be to allow this 
invesuigation to be made; and Ido not think that my friend from 
Maine, who characterizes this as a “ mud-machine,” will find that we 
are throwing any mud which we onght not to throw. 

Mr. FRYE. Will my friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 


The Chair hopes the gentleman will 


That is the 
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Mr. FRYE. In the remark which the gentleman has just quoted 
I had no reference to this committee, but to opening the door to other 
committees which may do that. I have faith in this committee, and 
personally I have not the slighest objection to their conducting this 
investigation during the recess. My objection is only to opening the 
door to other committees. 

Mr. BANNING. I am obliged to the gentleman. I believe this 
committee has so conducted itself as not to deserve to be so character- 
ized. Its reports, as I have said, have always been unanimous. But, 
Mr. Speaker, this investigation ought not to be stopped now. If, as 
my colleague says, we should put it off until next winter, the session 
will be a short one, and this investigation will never be made. It is 
one that ought to be made. 

Mr. McCRARY, Will the gentleman yield to me for a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

Mr. McCRARY. The gentleman from Ohio and every other gentle- 
man will remember that the resolution with regard to the presentation, 
of reports of committees of investigations was adopted by the unani- 
mous consent of allthe members of this House. The gentleman willalso 
recollect+that every member on this side has continually protested 
against making any arrangement by which investigating committees 
should sit during the recess. Now, it must be perfectly apparent if 
the resolution which has been adopted is to be construed as giving 
the right to all these committees on bringing in a report of this kind 
to continue their sittings and their investigations through the egm- 
ing recess, then every gentleman on this side of the House has been 
imposed upon and deceived by that resolution. We had no such 
thought; no gentleman here had any such expectation, and I think 
no gentleman on the other side of the House had any idea at the time 
the arrangement was made such a construction could be put upon it. 
I agree with the Chair; there seems to be nothing in the resolution 
itself 

Mr. GARFIELD. Technically. 

Mr. McCRARY. Yes; nothing in the resolution itself technically 
which restricts or limits the character of the report; but I submit to 
gentlemen on the other side of the House that in good faith, in fair- 
ness, they ought to concede when we unanimously consented to this 
resolution we did not intend to agree it should be so construed or 
could be so construed as to continue all these investigations during 
the coming recess, against which we have all protested whenever the 
question has been presented. 

Now, sir, so far as this particular matter is concerned, if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] will ask unanimous consent that 
this particular committee shall be allowed to sit during the recess, I 
do not know that any gentleman here will object. But when my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] pnts it on the ground and 
claims it as a right under the resolution which we have all consented 
to, then I stand here to protest against it and to say we have never 
consented to it, and that we would have protested against it and re- 
sisted it if we could have dreamed for a moment that under the rules 
of the House such a construction could be claimed under it. 

Mr. BANNING. In answer to that I ought to say that L cannot see 
in all the gentleman has said any reason why we should not adopt 
this resolution under the agreement of the House, because, as I said 
before, the condition of this investigation was fully known to the 
other side of the House when the resolution itself was adopted. 

Mr. McCRARY. Then let the gentleman from Ohio ask unanimous 
consent for this particular committee to sit during the recess. 

Mr. BANNING. It had been agreed to, fully agreed to, before the 
resolution was adopted. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have said before, if we do not investigate 
this during the vacation we cannot investigate it at all during this 
Congress. There are four of these asylums, one in Maine, one in Vir- 
ginia, one in Ohio, and one in Wisconsin. During the short session 
which is to come next winter it will be impossible 40 make the in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say right here 

Mr. BANNING. In one minute. 1! do not think my friend will un- 
dertake to cut off this investigation now, especially when the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have unanimously agreed to it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say that the objection which has been raised 
here has nothing whatever to do with the subject-matter which this 
committee specifically reports at this time. It only happens that 
what this side of the House believes is a wrong, which is being forced 
upon us, comes up in this form. If any other committee, no matter 
which it might have been, had come in and claimed under the resolu- 
tion it was authorized to sit during the recess, after Congress had 
adjourned, we should have made the same opposition to it. It comes 
up in this manner, and I beg gentlemen to bear in mind, and I call 
attention to the fact, that it has nothing whatever to do with the 
subject-matter of this investigation. We donot object to this partic- 
ular inquiry. If these things ought to be looked into, we say God- 
speed to it. 

Mr. BANNING. Then let us do it. 

Mr. HALE. There has been a long time in which the investigation 
might have been made. I think we ought to insist on our objection 
to allowing committees to sit during the recess. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from Maine. I asked unanimous consent the other day, before the 
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resolution of Monday was passed, and he then objected to it. What 
avails the asking of unanimous consent now? 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman is sincere, and I have no doubt 
he is, why need he seek to resort to the threat he makes of filibuster- 
ing against this resolution? Why not reserve the execution of the 
threat until we do introduce from this side of the House some propo- 
sition allowing to sit during the recess committees which are objec- 
tionable to them? They say in reference to this investigation they 
agree to it. There are other committees which might want, perhaps, 
to sit during the recess, 

I recollect the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] himself, at 
the corresponding session of the previous Congress, came into the 
House and asked unanimous consent that the Appropriation Com- 
mittee might sit during the recess, and there was no objection to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope, on the same terms as then, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will be allowed to come here in November and 
prepare the appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations had permission 
in the preceding Congress to sit during the recess without objection. 
Whatever is unobjectionable to gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and this investigation is unobjectionable to them, let it be 
agreed to, and let them make their objection when anything comes 
up which is offensive to them. Do not strike down this resolution 
which proposes to correct alleged abuses in the asylums for disabled 
volunteer soldiers. 

Mr. McCRARY. Why does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ob- 
ject to asking unanimous consent ? Why does he claim it as the right 
of the committee under the resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because the resolution, I claim and maintain, 
never did restrict the character of a report and never was intended 
to do so. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Lam incli.ed to think that if unanimous con- 
sent were asked this side of the House would grant it. By so doing 
we would not commit ourselves to anything else. But if this is asked 
as a matter of right we will resist it to the last, because it is contrary 
to our understanding of the agreement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then you can take the responsibility of your ac- 
tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will limit the sittings of the 
committee to four weeks prior to the beginning of the next session, 
I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. BANNING. We did ask unanimous consent the other day, and 
the gentleman from Maine objected. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly did, because it involved the general prin- 
ciple and we had no explanation of what was covered by the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to say that this dis- 
cussion is proceeding only by unanimous consent. It has been al- 
lowed by the Chair with a view to some conclusion being arrived at; 
but from the direction the discussion has taken there seems to he no 
hope of that. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think I can make a proposition which the other 
side of the House will accept: That we authorize the committee to 
meet and make an investigation at any time within four weeks prior 
to the meeting of Congress at its next session. 

[Cries of “No!” “No!” ] 

Mr. RANDALL. That is letting the cat out of the bag. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What I have suggested answers the objection 
which my friends on the other side have raised to the postponement 
of this investigation until nex session, that sufficient time will not 
be allowed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That shows the cat under the meal. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not hesitate to say flatly and squarely that 
it is dishonorable and unmanly to continue these investigations dur- 
ing the recess. 

Mr. RANDALL. When yon say it is a dishonorable investigation 
you state what is incorrect. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not say it was a dishonorable investiga- 
tion. What I say is that it is partisan, unmanly, and dishonorable 
to continue these investigations during the recess. 

Mr. RANDALL. And you are untruthful in making that state- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think there is a way by which we can 
get out of this difficulty. I desire to make a proposition by which I 
think we can settle it easily. We have been here eight months, and 
during a great part of that time I sat on one of these investigating 
committees; and after seeing the efforts that are made—not by mem- 
bers of the committees, but by the slanderous creatures that come 
around an investigating committee and prompt and suggest the way 


by which innocent men’s names shall figure to their discredit and 
distress, as is well described by the poet: 


‘Twas slander filled her mouth with lying words, 
Slander, the foulest whelp of sin. The man 

In whom this spirit entered was undone. 

Ilis tongue was set on tire of hell, his heart 

Was black as death, his legs were faint with haste 
To propagate the lic his soul had framed. 

His pillow was the peace of families 

Destroyed, the sigh of innocence reproached, 
Broken friendships, and the strife of brotherhoods. 
Yet did he spare his sleep, and hear the clock 
Number the midnight watches, on his bed, 
Devising mischief more; and early ros 

Aud made most hellish meals of good men’s names. 
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I say that rather than concede that we shall desert our posts, adjourn 
this Congress, and go home, and let committees go on and use as they 
see fit the names of innocent men—rather than do that, I will agree 
to sit right here in session. If it is necessary for the country to have 
more light on some subjects that we are investigating, let us go on 
and investigate them; and sit here at our posts until December, not 
adjourning atall. If that is agreed to, I will never raise my veice in a 
word of complaint, but will stay here and help to do the public busi- 
ness. 

But, gentlemen on the other side, you know you are taking advan- 
tage of us. Those of you with whom I have conversed, and notably 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] who offered the resolution, 
knows very well that it was agreed to merely for the purpose of let- 
ting you bring in what you had found and nothing more. And I say 
to my colleagues here in the minority that, rather than permit this 
thing to be done, we will resort to all the means which the rules per- 
mit the minority touse to prevent it, if we stay here until December, 

Mr. BANNING. Then when these soldiers want investigation you 
will not give it to them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Goon with the investigation now; but let 
us stay in session if all the investigating committeesare to sit, so that 
the power that arraigns a cititzen may be ready to hear when injus- 
tice is done him. 

Many members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he can only 
construe the rules as they read. He is nota party to the understand- 
ing in one way or the other. There seems to have been some misap- 
Sa or some omission of reference to a particular case of this 

ind; but nothing whatever in the resolution, in the judgment of the 
Chair, can possibly exclude this report. Nevertheless he will leave 
that to the judgment of the House. Is it the opinion of the House 
that, under the order which has been read, the report which has been 
made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Terry] from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is now in order? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 85, noes 74. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. YEATES. I ask that the resolution of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs may be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
allow this report to come in by unanimous consent waiving the ques- 
tion of its admissibility under the rule adopted on Monday last ? 

Mr. HURLBUT. If the gentleuan will allow me to ask that con- 
sent, I have no doubt it will be granted on this side of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that can be done by unanimous consent, 
and we can thus save a good deal of trouble. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as I am informed there is no other com- 
mittee that asks from the House the same privilege, and if there is 
a fight to be made upon this question it had better be made upon 
some report on which the two branches of the committee are divided. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I ask unanimous consent that the report be re- 
ceived and adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I trust unanimous consent will be given. 

No objection was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it the will of the House that further 
proceedings in this matter be dispensed with? The Chair hears no 
objection, and the yeas and nays will not be called. The report of 
the committee will now be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred, on March 9, 1876, the 
following resolution, to wit: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected to inquire into the management and control of the Soldiers’ Home and the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and report in wriing thereon: 
also, what reform in such management should be made for the comfort and welfare 
of said soldiers "— 
beg leave to report : 

That the committee have had the same under consideration, but by reason of the 
pressure of business upon their hands they have not been able to give the subject 
that attention which they feel it merits. From the letters that the committee have 
received from inmates of the homes, grave charges of extravagance in expenditures 
are made, and in many instances that hardships and cruelties are practiced by the 
local authorities upon the inmates of the homes. But your committee have not 
had time to summon and examine the officers, and have found it impracticable 
during the present session to make a satisfactory inquiry into these matters ; nor 
do they believe such examination practicable except through subcommittees, who 
shall be authorized to visit the several homes, and, by personal examination as well 
as by other evidence, fully investigate their management. Your commniitee there- 
fore ask that authority be conferred upon them to continue their investigations dur- 
ing vacation ; that they be authorized to send subcommittees to the several homes 
and inquire into and report upon their management and control, and what reforma- 
tion in the same is practicable, and report upon the same. The committee there- 
fore ask the adoption of the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to continue their investigations inte the management and control of the 
National Home for Disabled Voiunteer Soldiers during the vacation of Congress, 
and to ascertain what reforms in the same are necessary, and that said committee 
be authorized to make such investigations through sabcommittees, who may visit 
said homes; and that such subcommittees be authorized to send for persons and 
papers, administer oaths, and do all such other acts as may be necessary for a full 
and complete inquiry into the management and control of said homes, and make 
due report of the same." 


Mr. BANKS. Was unanimous consent asked of the House that this 
report should be received ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been given. 
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Mr. McCRARY. I hope the Chair will state the conditions on 
which it has been given, so that there may be no mistake as to it here- 
after. 

Mr. BANKS. Was unanimous consent given that the committee 
should have the privilege of reporting this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was; and that upon applications 
made both upon the right and left of the Chair. The Chair then put 
the question if there was objection, and no objection was made by the 
House; and the report therefore comes in by the unanimous consent 
of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without waiving the respective rights on either 
side of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No rights whatever are waived; the 
House simply by unanimous consent received the report and waived 
the previous proceedings. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to say that there was no other investigating committee that wished 
this privilege. 

Mr. McCRARY. I wish it to be distinctly understood that no con- 
struction of the rule has been given and that no right has been waived. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No right has been waived by either side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No right has been waived by either 
side. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, } 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, intimated, as | 
have no doubt he did in good faith, that there was no other investi- 
gating committee that would ask this privilege. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said what was trae so far as my knowledge 
goes; I am not apprised that any other committee wish the privilege 
of sitting during the recess, - 

Mr. TERRY. I suppose any application of that kind must stand 
upon its own merits? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. There is no waiving of any right. 

Mr. RANDALL. And whenever any other committee comes in and 
asks this privilege it will be for the House to determine whether they 
will grant that privilege, and if gentlemen opposite choose they can 
resort to the parliamentary mode of filibustering to defeat it. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. RANDALL] to state distinctly to the House that no other com- 
mittee would ask this privilege ? 


Mr. COX. 1 object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that any fur- 
ther discussion of this matter is out of order. What the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has said has been recorded as well as what other 
gentlemen have said. 

Mr.RANDALL. What I have said is on record. 

The question was taken upon agreeing to the report, and it was 
agreed to, 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I demand the regular order of business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House, by Mr. U.S. GRANT, jr., his Private Secretary, who 
also informed the House that the President had approved bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 3963) to amend subsections 246 and 251 of section 
12 of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Oflice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1875, and for other purposes,” approved June 23, 1874, and for other 
purposes, and section 3954 of the Revised Statutes; and 


An act (H. R. No. 3625) providing for the sale of the Osage ceded 
lands in Kansas to actual settlers. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Amessage from the Senate, by Mr.SymMpson, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 408) for the relief 
of Thomas F. Azpell, of the United States Army; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


THE VENEZUELAN MIXED COMMISSION. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [rise to a privileged report. I submit a report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs relative to the Venezuelan 
mixed claims commission. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it a unanimous report ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The recommendation of the committee to the 
effect that the joint resolution which accompanies the report shall be 
passed is the unanimous report of the committee, but all the conclu- 
sions and arguments of the committee are not agreed to by all the 
committee. I will state, however, that the dissenting opinion of the 
minority of the committee is attached to the report of the majority. I 
desire that the report shall be eitherread to the House or printed in 
the Recor. 

Mr. CONGER. Have the minority submitted their views? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are appended to the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there be objection, the report 
will be printed in the Recoxp. 
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_ Mr. CONGER. I object to its being printed in the Recorp unless 
it is read in the House. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then let it be read. 

Mr. BANKS. It is a question for the House to determine whether 
it shall be read or not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
action? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that it does. 

Mr. KASSON. ILask that the resolution accompanying the report 
be read, so that we may understand what we are called to vote upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the joint resolu- 
tion recommended by the committee. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 


Does the report present any resolution for 


Joint resolution in reference to the payment of awards of the Venezuelan mixed 
comission. 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives, éc., That the President of the 
United States is hereby requested to withhold farther demands upon the Govern- 
ment of Venezuela on account of the awards of the mixed commission under the 
convention of April 25, 1866, until the 4th of March, 1877; and the Secretary of State 

uthorized and directed to suspend all further payments to holders of certicates 
awarded by said mixed commission until said time, unless Congress shall otherwise 


direct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It willtake about forty-five minutes to read this 
report. If the House will allow it to be printed in the Recorp 
without being read, I will make a brief explanation which will ena- 
ble gentlemen to act intelligently upon the joint resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. Does the gentleman propose to have the joint reso- 
lution acted upon to-day ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do. 

Mr. KASSON. Then what useful purpose will be accomplished, so 
far as the members of this House are concerned, by having ‘his report 
printed in the Recorp? No one will be able to see it 
morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want the reasons of the committee to go with 
the joint resolution and the action of the House upon it. 

Mr. KASSON. This report has already been ordered to be printed 
as a dveument. The gentleman knows that we have often objected 
to encumbering the RECORD unnecessarily by the printing of docu- 
ments. There can be no reason for printing this report in the Recorb, 
if we are to act on this joint resolution now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask if there is objection to having this 
report printed in the RecorD without being read? 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER ] having the floor, is entitled to have the report read 

Mr. KASSON. Asa portion of his remarks, to come out of his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; it will come out of his 
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before to 


ENRO:LED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Sills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title ; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same : 

An act (H.R. No. 4087) to continue the provisions of an act entitled 
“ An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed a joint resolution, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, of the following 
titles: 

A joint resolution (S. No. 24) providing for the postponement of the 
publication of the Army Regulations. 


THE VENEZUELAN MIXED COMMISSION. 


Che House then resumed the consideration of the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs in relation to the Venezuelan mixed 
commission, and the Clerk began the reading of the report. 

At the expiration of one hour, the reading of the report not having 
been concluded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, in the chair,) 
said: The time of the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
expired. 

Mr. MONRDE. As it is desirable that the reading of this report 
shall be completed at this time, I will now claim the floor and yield 
suflicient of my time to enable the Clerk to conclude the reading of 
the report. 

Che Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, which 

is as follows: 

he Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the message of the 
ident of the United States, with accompanying correspondence, relating to the 


nezuelan mixed commission, and also sundry memorials on that subject, having 
had the same under consideration, have directed me to submit the following re- 


i 
Ve 


Previous to the year 1266 claims of American citizens against the Republic of 
Venezuela had been filed in the American legation at Caracas with the view of hav- 
ing them presented to the Venezuelan government for payment. Owing to the dis- 
t ed condition of that government and its financial embarrassments, these claims 
been disregarded. With the view of having all claims of American citizens 
ist that republic adjudicated, a treaty was entered into between Venezucla 
and the United States, April 25, 1266, which treaty is set forth at length in the re 
rt of the evidence herewitn transmitted. By the terms of this treaty all claims 
on t part of American citizens upon the government of Venezuela were to be 
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submitted for examination and decision to a mixed commission, consisting of two 
persons, one of whom was to be appointed by the Government of the United States 

and the other by Venezuela. The commissioners were authorized to appoint an | 
umpire, and in case of their disagreement the selection was to be made by the dip- | 
lomatic representative either of Switzerland or of Russia in Washington. It was 
further provided that as soon as the umpire was appointed the conunissioners were 
to proceed without delay to examine the claims which may have been presented to 
them, and were required to hear one person in behalf of each government on each 
separate claim. In case of agreement by the commissioners they were to issue cer- 
tificates of their award ; but im case the commissioners could not agree, the points 
of difference were to be referred to the umpire, before whom cach of the commis- 
sioners was to be heard and whose decision was to be final. It was further pro- 
vided that the commission should terminate its labors in twelve months from the 
date of its organization, except that thirty days’ extension might be given to issue 
certificates, if necessary, on the decision of the umpire in the cases referred to him. 

The last and fifth article of the treaty provided that “ the decisions of this com- 
mission and those (in case there may be any) of the umpire shall be final and con- 
clusive as to all pending claims at the date of their installation. Claims which 
shall not be presented within the twelve months herein prescribed will be disre- 
garded by both governments and considered invalid.” 

In pursuance of this convention, our Government appointed David M. Talmage, 
of the State of New York, as commissioner on the part of the United States, and 
Venezuela appointed, first, Antonio Guzman-Blanco, then commander-in-chief of 
the Venezuelan forces, and now President of that country. Commissioner Guz- 
man-Blanco became dissatisfied on the choice of an umpire and resigned, and Fran- 
cisco Condé was named in his stead. But he re signed belere proceeding far in the 
examination of claims, for reasons which will be hereafter stated, and finally José 
Gregorio Villafané was appointed commissioner, and sat throughout the commis- 
sion as such. Mr. Talmage was appointed commissioner on the 20th day of July, 
1867, and two days afterward sailed for Caracas, where he arrived about the 3d of 
August thereafter. The —— of umpire was not finally made until the 
2th of February, 1°68, and his appointment was confirmed by the commission on 
the 18th of April, 1668, which time is to be considered as the date of the organiza 
tion of the commission. This date must be borne in mind from the fact that the 
commission was to conclude its labors in twelve months after its organization by 
the terms of the treaty But, contrary to the provisions of the treaty, the com- 
mission concluded its labors abruptly on the Sth day of August, 1868, having been 
in session from the time of the appointment of the umpire and its complete or- 
ganization only three wonths and eightcen days. It is due, however, to the com- 
mission to state that it construed the date of its organization to be the time at 
which Commissioners Guzman-Blanco and Talmage met and exchanged powers on 
the 30th of August, 1867, and proceeded to the election of a secretary and to con- 
sult as to the appointment of an umpire. Even conceding this to be the date of 
its organization, then the final adjournment was twenty-tive days before the « xpira 
tion of the year during which the commission was to sit. This is important, from 
the fact that two claims, aggregating over half a million of dollars, were ignored, 
or not passed upon, on their merits, on account of the hasty departure of the Ameri- 
can commissioner to the United States and the termination of the sittings. Secre- 
tary Seward, in a letter printed in the inclosed testimony, construed the date of 
the organization to be the date of the confirmation of the appointment of the umpire. 

rhe commission having adjourned on the 5th of August, 1°68, when less than 
four months had been devoted to the consideration of the claims for the adjudica- 
tion of which it had been created, thereby violating one of the provisions of the 
treaty, this of itself is a strong ground for the setting aside of the awards, on ac- 
count of the failure of the commission to consider, on their merits, important 
claims pending at the time of its adjournment. These claims were those of Will- 
iam H. Aspinwall, Flannigan, Bradley & Clark, and Henry Woodruff, of New 
York. It is also to be remarked that claimants, throngh their counsel, had been 
referred to a friend of the American commissioner, ‘Lalmage, who demanded one- 
half of them for the nominal service of presenting them to the commission, which 
proposition was refused. Considering the equal division of the claims that were 
allowed between outside parties, and that the claimants who refused to divide were 
ignored, we have a right to infer that the commission failed to pass upon these 
claims by reason of the fact that the claimants declined to submit to the extortion 
demanded by the favorites of Mr. Talmage. It is also worthy of consideration 
that the Aspinwall and Woodruff claims, which were ignored, have every evidence 
of honesty and genuineness, if not of positive merit, The Aspinwall claims were 
not disputed by the government of Venezuela, being the bonds of that government 
duly executed in pursuance of law, and the only question that could have been 
raised upon them was whetherthey were international and were properly cognizable 
by this tribunal, The Woodruff claims were for property confiscated by the govern- 
ment of Venezuela and appropriated toits own use, and were the identical claims for 
the adjudication of which the mixed commission was created ; but upon examina- 
tion it appears that the claims that were actually allowed by Commissioner Tal- 
mage and the umpire, as will hereafter be specitically pointed out, were in many 
cases greatly exaggerated in amounts; and in others devoid of merit and tainted 
with fraud 

It is somewhat remarkable that the American commissioner, whose duty it was 
to pass upon international claims, involving large sums of money and intricate 
questions of international law, as well as questions relating to the construction of 
contracts, statutes, and treaties, should have been a man having no legal qualifi- 
cations, selected without reference to the duties devolving upon him. It appears 
that he, at the time of his appointment, was a coal-broker in the city of New York, 
and that he had been engaged in the construction of gas-works in the city of Cara- 
cas, Venezuela; that he bad had litigation in Caracas, growing out of his contract 
there, and was about to return to that country on his private business when he be- 
came the recipient of the ae of commissioner. His own evidence before 
your committee shows that he was utterly devoid of qualifications necessary to a 
proper discharge of his duties, and that he was ignorant of the simplest and com- 
monest principles of law. His conduct in reference to the appointment of umpire 
cannot be explained except upon the theory that no person should receive this ap- 
pointment except one of his own choosing. He first endeavored t#have zeppointed 
Mr. Rolandus, consul of the Netherlands at Caracas, This appointment was resisted 
by the Venezuclan commissioner, (Blanco.) In subsequent proceedings of the com- 
mission it appears that Rolandus was interested in a large claim, amounting to 
nearly half a million of dollars, which it was intended should be brought before 
the commission for its adjudication. The claim was afterward presented to the” 
commission by Mr. W.P. Murray and was rejected. Commissioner Guzman-Blan- 
co, under instructions from his government, proposed to Commissioner Talmage 
as umpire either of the resident ministers of England, France, Spain, or Brazil, then 
in Caracas. This proposition was indignantly rejected by ‘Tolmean, and the ap- 
pointment of Rolandus insisted upon as an ultimatum, or the reference of the ques- 
tion of appointment to the Russian minister at Washington. 

All efforts to secure the appointment of Rolandus having failed, the commission 
referred the appointment to Baron Stoeck!, the Russian embassador at Washing- 
ton. Mr. Talmage thereupon left Caracas for the United States, bearing the pro- 
tocol for the appointinent of the umpire. Le arrived at New York on the 22d day 
of October, 1567, and at once forwarded the protocol to the State Department. — 

Baron Steeckl appeintes an umpire February 27, 1868. Just how this appoint- 
ment was brought about, and why there was a delay of over four months in mak- 
ing it, is involved in much mystery. Dr.J. M. Blanco, minister for foreign affairs 
of Venezuela, on tho 11th of June, 1875, referring to the appointment of Machado, 
in an official communication toMr. Russell, American minister at Caracas, (printed 










































evidence, page 35,) says, “‘ The Russian minister who appointed Machado in Wash. 
ington without knowing him, and the governments of that and of this republic 
which accepted him as such third, and as judge of Jast appeal, were deceived, and 
that which is called a sentence is only the fruit of this fraud, and the treaty also 
was defrauded by which both governments agreed to submit to an arbitration, and 
to a third, in case of disagreement, the settlement of these claims.” 

There has been much discussion on this subject in the diplomatic correspondence 
between the two governments, and your committee have not thought it necessary 
to pass upon it at this time. It is suflicient for this inquiry that the Venezuclan 
government insists that 9 fraud was perpetrated in this respect, while our Goy 
ernment has insisted that the appointment was regular and fairly made. 

Thomas N. Stilwell, of Indiana, having been appointed United States minister to 
Venezuela, arrived in Caracas in December, 1867. There went with him William 
P. Murray, his brother-in-law, who was attorney for certain claimants whose claims 
were to be presented to the mixed commission. Mr. Murray, according to the, 
representations of persons who were in Caracas at the time, was variously desig- 
nated as attorney for claimants and secretary of the American legation. 

Mr. Stilwelland Mr. Talmage, however, both deny that Mr. Murray ever acted 
in the latter capacity; bat Mr. Mufioz y Castro states that Murray was represent- 
ed to his government as such. 

All claims, before being presented to the commission for its adjudication, were 
required to be filed in the American legation. 

Mr. Murray went out ostensibly as the attorney of Beales, Nobles & Garrison, 
but sfterward became the attorney of a number of the other claimants. His feces 
for his professional services in these cases were modestly fixed at one-half of the 
sums to be awarded by the commission, except ina few cases. This amount of per- 
centage will be regarded as especially exorbitant when it is considered that no at 
torney was permitted to appear before the commission in any case; that all claims 
to be presented to the commission were tiled, together with the proofs, in the Amex 
ican legation ; and that all the professional services that rer be required of an 
attorney in Caracas were the transmission of papers from the American legation to 
the commission, which sat in the same city, if notin the same building. The whole 
amount of awards in claims which Mr. Murray represented, as appears from his 
statement before the Committee on Foreign A flairs of the Forty-first Congress, was 
$251,000, being about two-thirds of the aggregate amount of all claims allowed by 
the commission andthe umpire. The other claimants not represented by Mr. Mur- 
ray, a8 appears from the list of the awards published in the evidence here, were 
represented by Mr. Talmage himself, so far as the services of an attorney in Car- 
acas were required. (See power of attorney of Whiton to Talmage.) 

It is charged by the government of Venezuela that Mr. Murray openly boasted 
that he had a monopoly of influence in the presentation of claims and their allow- 
ance by the commission; and while the statement is indignantly denied by Mr. 
Murray, yet the record shows that no claims were allowed by the commission ex 
cept those which were represented by Mr. Murray and Mr. Talmage, as attorney 
or attorney in fact, except, perhaps, the small claim of Mr. Lorenzo H. Finn, for 
$10,000. Whether he was required to divide or not does not appear in the record. 

It also appears from the evidence of Mr. Mackie, attorney for William IT. Aspin- 
wall, and Mr. Woodruff, attorney for himself and Flanagan, Bradley & Clark, that 
these claimants refased the exaction of one-half demanded of them, and that their 
claims were not allowed, although they amounted to about half a million dollars, 
were in no way tainted with frand. and hadevery evidence of merit and genuineness. 

The conductof Minister Stilwell in the premises deserves special mention. When 
he wasaddressed by Mr. Woodruff, in a letter transmitted to the legation the claims 
represented by Woodruff, Mr. Stilwell advised the appointment of an attorney to 
represent him (Woodruff) in Caracas, while he must have known that, under the 
rules established by the commission,no attorney was allowed to appear before it in 
behalf of any claimant. 

Mr. Stilwell was not confirmed as minister, and he returned to the United States 
some time in the month of June, 1868. 

It appears from the evidence of Hon. Miuton 8. Roninson, a member of this 
Hoase from the State of Indiana, (page 115.) that Stilwell died in 1874; that at the 
time of his appointment as minister to Caracas he was wholly insolvent, and had no 
means whatever that he could have invested in the certificates awarded by said 
commission. Butin the settlement of his estate and in winding up the affairs of 
the national bank in Anderson, Indiana, it appeared that Stilwe!l had overdrawn 
his account in that bank, of which he was the president, to the amount of 8150,000, 
and that he had deposited with the bank as collateral security for his overdrafts 
$80,400 in the Venezuelan certificates issued to claimants by this mixed commission. 

It also appears from Mr. Ropinson’s testimony that Stilwell received this large 
amount of certificates in consideration of the inflaence that he used as minister in 
procuring the allowance of claims before the commission, and that he received one- 
fifth of the amounts exacted by Mr. Murray from claimants before that commission. 

The amount of claims represented by Murray and allowed to his clients was 
$851,000. Half of this, or Murray's proportion thereof, assuming that he received 
50 per cent. on an average of the claims he represented, would be $425,500. One- 
fifth of this, Stillwell’s interest, would be 335,100. Itappears from the evidence of 
Mr. Orth that he received $3,000 or $4,000 in these certiticates from Mr. Stilwell for 
his professional services, as Stilwell’s attorney, in procuring favorable legislation 
by Congress on the subject of the ards. The amount, therefore, deposited by 
Mr. Stilwell in his bank, as collateral security for his overdrafts, to wit, $80,400, is 
easily accounted for in view of all the testimony in the case. 

The conduct of Commissioner Talmage in reference to the claim of Jacob Idler 
deserves a special mention in this connection. It appears from the papers on file 
in the Department of State that the Idlerclaimants appointed William H. Whiton, 
of New York, as their attorney, and that Whiten was to retain one-third of all the 
amounts received by him for his services. Mr. Whiton was not a lawyer, but rep- 
resented himself to the attorney of Mr. Aspinwall as possessing “ peculiar facil 
ties” for having claims allowed by that commission. Mr. Whiton did not go to 
Caracas, but placed the claims represented by him in the hands of Commissioner 
Talmage, giving him a special power of attorney to withdraw from the commission 
and receipt for all claims awarded to the Idler parties. The power of attorney 
contains the following provision in addition to that above mentioned, namely: 

“ Be it known, and know all men by these presents, that I, William Hen1y Whi- 
ton, of No. 111 Fulton street, New York, United States of America, for value re- 
ceived, have made, constituted, and appointed, irrevocable, and by these presents 
do hereby make, constitute, and — the Hon. David M. Talmage, of the town 
of Flushing, Queens County, New York, United States of America, (United States 
commissioner upon said mixed commission in.Venezuela,) my true and lawful at- 
torney, irrevocable, for me and in my name and stead to ask and receive from the 
said mixed commission, the government of Venezuela, or the United States Gov- 
ernment, all and every such award, certificate, or certificates as may be awarded, 
issued, given, or granted by said mixed commission, for or on account of said claim 
or indebtedness, and every and 2!l such sums of money, securities, or commodities 
as may be given or granted, paid or caused to be paid, by the government of 
Venezuela vor the Government of the United States on account of said claim, or by 
said award or awards, or certificate or certificates, from time to time, as the same 
shall become duc and payable, and on receipt thereof to him, sign and deliver ac- 
quittances or other sutticient discharges for the same for me or in my name, or in 
the name of Sophia Idler, administratrix of the estate of Jacob Idler, deceased, to 
do all lawful acts and things whatsoever in and concerning the premises as fully 
in every respect as I myself might or could do if personally present, and the at- 
torney or attorneys under him for the parpose aforesaid to make, aud at his pleas- 
ure to revoke, hereby ratifying and confirming all whatsoever my said attorney or 
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aubstitutes shall in my name or in the name of the said administratrix lawfully do 
by virtue of these presents.” 1 

“In the statement made by Mr. Talmage, and sworn to by him, and laid before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, under date of April | 
25, 1470, to be found in report No. 79, second session Forty-first Congress, page 7, 
he uses this language : 

“The attorney of the heirs of Jacob Idler (the first claim presented) appeared 
before the commission and offered to file the claim for consideration. To this the 
Venezuelan commissioner objected, and refused to allow any claim to be received 
or to be considered by the commission except when offered directly by the respect- 
ive governments, or through the United States legation at Caracas, or to allow claim- 





ants to appear before the commission in person or by attorney.’ 

The attorney mentioned in this statement was no other than Mr. Talmage him- 
self, as isevident from the power of attorney of Whitton to him, and from the 
fact that he, as attorney, appears upon the record as withdrawing the certiti- 
cates awarded to the Idler claimants amounting to the sum of $252,514, and from 
the further fact that there was no other person in Caracas ever authorized to act 
as attorney for those claimants. This claim was the largest allowed by the com- 
niission, and which, as will hereafter appear, had little or no merit in it. Consid- 
ering the fact that Mr. Talmage was acting in the double capacity of judge and 
attorney, and the further fact that after his return to this country, as appears by 
the evidence of Mr. Orth, he was the owner to a large amount of the certificates 
awarded to this commission, his conduct is such as to taint the award in the claim 
with fraud, and this of itself is a sufficient reason for the setting aside of the find- 
ings of the commission and the granting of a rehearing of the claims. 

But this is notall. Soon after Mr. Talmage’s return to the United States after 
the adjournment of the commission, he continued to act as the attorney of the Idler 
claimants, for the purpose of procuring a recognition by the Government of the 
United States of the validity of the findings of the commission ; and, as such attor- 
ney, he states in his own evidence that he received from them in and about his at 
tention to their claim at Washington and to vindicate the integrity of the commis- 
sion the sum of nearly $15,000. Notwithstanding he was the paid attorney of these 
parties, he ——— to his statement before the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives in April, 1570, an afiidavit duly sworn to and sub- 
scribed, as follows : 

“T have written the foregoing voluntarily from considerations of public policy, 
and now proceed to wake oath as to the statements therein made, that claimants 
may have the benefit thereof as against the government of Venezuela seeking to set 
aside the awards of the commission.” 

This solemn statement made, as he avers, “ voluntarily from considerations of 
public policy,”’ while, in fact, he was acting in the capacity of a paid lobbyist, will 
only establish, in the estimation of all honorable men, his utter disregard of the 
obligations of an oath and his unfitness for the high position which he had prosti- 
tuted. The admission by Mr. Talmage that he was under pay of the Idler claim- 
ants was not made at that time, and was only drawn from him on his cross-exam- 
ination by your committee on the 23d of June last. 

Mr. Talmage appeared before your committee on the 22d of June, 1876, and sub- 
mitted a statement of his connection with the mixed commission. A telegram had 
been sent to him inviting him to appear before the committee, but it was never de- 
livered to him, and his appearance at the time was voluntary, as he had not been 
served or officially notified to appear before your committee. While in the city of 
Washington, on the 22d of June, the day of his examination, he was served by a 
summons issued from the district court of the District of Columbia in a suit insti- 
tuted against him in that court. Upon his return to New York City, Mr. Talmage 
appeared before a commissioner omther ized to administer oaths and take acknow!l- 
edgments for the District of Columbia in that city, and made oath that he was in 
attendance before the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States as a witness under subpcena at the time he was served 
with a process in that case, and that he had no other or further business in the 
District of Columbia except as a witness in obedience to said subp@na. This af- 
fidavit, together with his plea to jurisdiction of the court, will be found in the 
printed evidence in this case. 

This fact is stated for the purpose of showing that Mr. Talmage has no regard 
whatever for the solemnity of an oath. Mr. Talmage's «xamination was not con- 
cluded on the 22d, but continued by your committee to be resumed on the follow- 
ing day. Without the consent of the committee, or without having been discharged 
from further attendance, he left the city for New York, having that night addressed 
a letter to a member of the committee stating in substance that he had volunta- 
rily appeared before the committee, and, desiring to refresh his memory in refer- 
ence to the facts concerning which he was interrogated by the examination of pa- 
pers in his possession in New York, he had returned to that city for that purpose, 
and would return to Washington as soon as possible and complete the examination. 
On the following day he addressed a further letter, in which he stated that on ex- 
amination of papers in his possession he found that he was mistaken in one par- 
ticular at least, and desired to correct his testimony given on the day previous, in so 
far as to say that on some of the certificates he did indirectly collect the 7 per cent. 
paid by the State Department, which fact he had denie? at the time he was before 
the committee. He Farther stated that he hoped to be able to put the committee in 
possession of all the facts necessary for a clear understanding of the matter under 
consideration. Your committee awaited his return in vain until the 17th day of 
July, when a subpeena for his appearance was issued. Thissubpcena was returned 
July 25, with this indorsement by the deputy sergeant-at-arms in New York: 
“ Have been unable to find Mr. D. M. Talmage. Is said to have gone to Washing- 
ton, en route for San Francisco.” But he has not reported to your committee. 

These facts are stated for the purpose of showing that your committee has 
offered every facility to Mr. Talmage and others interested with him to appear be- 
fore the committee and vindicate their conduct. In view of all the facts ioaveast 
forth in reference to Commissioner Talmage, your committee are of the opinion 
that his conduct has been such as to bring discredit upon the Government and to 
subject him and all concerned with him to the unqualified disapprobation of this 
Honse, and to call for prompt action on the part of Congress, disavowing all their 
acts and making that prompt reparation which is required in the premises in order 
to vindicate the honor and integrity of our people and to maintain a just and liberal 

- policy toward all other governments. 

The government of Venezuela, as wi]! appear from the evidence taken in this 
case and the diplomatic correspondence between the two governments, not only 
complains of the official conduct of the American minister and commissioner, but 
also alleges that the claims allowed by the commission, or rather by the umpire of 
the commission, were of themselves of such a fraudulent and groundless character 
as to necessitate the setting aside of the awards and a rehearing of the claims by 
an honest and competent tribunal. This allegation has been made so often, and 
with such manifest confidence in its truth, that your committee determined to care- 
fully examine the facts referred to the umpire and allowed by him. All the papers 
that were before the commission are on file in the State Department, and a careful 
examination of them has been made, with the following result: 








CLAIM OF W. E. MILLER. 

First. William E. Miller, claiming to be a citizen of the United States, filed a 
claim before the mixed commission amounting to 320,000. This claim grew out of 
sault and battery upon Miller, as is alleged, by one Malansini, in the city of 





Caracas, in the month of April, 1864. Miller's petition, not sworn to, however, 
claimed $10,000 on account of the assault and battery and $10,000 on account of loss 
of business by having to close his store in Caracas and sacrifice his property in that 






































city, and compelled to return to the United States out of fear of farther assaults 
from Malansini. There is nothing in the record to show the nationality of Malan- 
sini, but it was stated in the diplomatic correspondence that he was an Italian. 
The claimant alleges that justice was denied him by the authorities of Venezuela 
in failing to arrest and punish Malansini, and hence presented his claim before the 
mixed commission against the government of Venezuela. Two ex parte atlidavits, 
sworn to before Minister Stilwell, were filed ia this case, and upon these ex parte 
aflidavits Commissioner Talmage awarded to the claimant $11,500. The Venezue- 
lan commissioner dissented, and the umpire approved theaward. There is no proof 
in the case that Miller was an American citizen or that he was not in fault in 
provoking the assault and battery by Malansini, or that he sustained any specitic 
damages to his property. No invoice was made showing the value of his property, 
how much he sacriticed, or what kind of property it was. The allegation is simply 
that Miller was in dread of his life, and that he could get no satisfaction or protec 

tion from the authorities; that he sacrificed his goods, broke up his business, and 
left the republic; that his losses were very great in the sale of the goods. No afli- 
davit even was filed by Miller, but the claim is presented by his attorney, and sworn 
to by him and a woman in the city of Caracas. The attorney swore that he met 
Miller in the city of New York a year after the outrage, when he complained of 
bruises and injuries received at the hands of Malansini, and declared that he had 
never »vered from those injuries. Upon such hearsay and ex parte evidence the 
claim was allowed. The amount awarded was not large, yet the utter insutliciency 
of the evidence in the case, and the further fact that it was a mere case of assault 
and battery between a citizen of one country and that of another, should have pre- 
cluded its consideration. That such a claim should become a proper subject for 
international arbitration seems to your committee the height of absurdity. 








CLAIM OF MRS. WILLET. 


Second. The claim of Clementia Ramirez de Willet deserves especial mention. 
This claim was adjudicated by the authorities of the Venezuelan government in 
1°63, with the full assent of the claimants, and the whole amount of damages sus- 
tained by Willet was fixed at $6,698.66. Of this amount, $1,231 were paid at the 
time, and a warrant on the treasury was issued for the balance. This treasury war- 
rant, remaining outstanding and unpaid at the time of the organization of the mixed 
commission, and Mrs. Willet, the widow of the deceased claimant, having applied 
to Minister Stilwell for his good offices in her behalf, his brother-in-law, Murray, 
appears on the scene as attorney for the claimant. After taking a power of attor- 
ney from her, in which two-fifths of the amount to be awarded was to inure to him, 
Mr. Murray prepared the petition and ex parte affidavits upon which the claim was 
adjudicated, and laid the case before the commission. Increasing with age, and 
under the skillful manipulations of counsel, the claim of %,467.66, the amount 
which remained due to Mrs. Willet, assumed the magnificent proportions of an in- 
ternational demand for $150,791.07. 

Commissioner Talmage gravely considered this important case, and held that suf- 
ficient proof was wanting as to $1,415.38 of this claim, and deducting that amount 
allowed to the claimant $149,375.60. The umpire, in the exercise of his judicial dis- 
cretion, had farther doubts as to sundry items in this bill, and hence reduced the 
award to $148,000, which amount he allowed. Among the items allowed in this caso 
was one of $55,021.34 for profits that the deceased, Willet, would have made in his 
mercantile pursuits had not the war interrupted his business and the troops occu- 
pied his store-bouse for a barracks. The basis for estimating these profits was 14 
per cent. per month on the visionary capital invested in the business. Another 
item in the case amounting to $5,467.66, the only meritorious part of the whole 
claim, being the amount of the treasury warrant, was allowed to the claimant with- 
out making any deduction on this account from the aggregate losses, which em- 
braced it also; the effect of which was that the claimant, conceding the justice of 
her claim, was paid this amount twice 

But this was too small a matter to arrest the attention of either Commissioner 
Talmage or the umpire. The items upon which this claim was allowed, the decis- 
ion of Commissioner Villafané thereon, and an able exposé of the fraud by Mr. Paul, 
the chargé d'affaires of Venezuela, will appear in the printed evidence. Notwith- 
standing the fact that Murray was present in Caracas from the organization of the 
commission until its adjournment, he having returned to the United States with 
Talmage, yet it was necessary for himto give Talmage a power of attorney to withe 
draw the certificates from the commission. There can be but one rational explana- 
tion of this proceeding. and that is that Talmage was himself interested in the 
award, and that he required this authority in order that his share might be retained 
by him. 





CLAIMS OF BEALES, NOBLES & GARRISON, 

Third. The next case to which your committee would direct attention is the claim 
of Beales, Nobles & Garrison, on account of which there was awarded to the claim 
ants, by Commissioner Talmage, the sum of three hundred and fifty-one thousand 
one hundred and fifty hard dollars. The Venezuelan commissioner dissented, and 
the case went to the umpire, who redaced Commissioner Talmage’s decision and 
rave an award in the sum of $250,000. This case grew out of two contracts between 
Beales and Nobles on the one part and the consul of Venezuela at New York on 
the other part, the consul acting under the revolutionary authority of José An- 
tonio Paez, who styled himself “ the supreme chief of the republic.” ‘The contract- 
ing parties on the part of Venezuela were utterly irresponsible, and had no power 
whatever to bind that government. Paez was a dictator who overthrew for a few 
months the constitutional government of Venezuela, and during his dictatorship 
caused the contracts in question to be executed. His revolutionary government 
was overthrown on the 22d day of April, 1563, in less than a year from its pretended 
institution, and upon the constitutional government resuming again its legitimate 
functions the contracts in question were annulled, as well 1s all other acts of the 
dictatorial government. The Beales contracts were annulled within two months 
after their execution. They were executed in New York, by the Venezuelan consul, 
on the 1st and 5th days of May, 1263, which was actually vight days after the Paez 
government had been overthrown. Hence they were utterly void for want of author- 
ity to execute them. The Paez government was not recognized by other govern- 
ments, and especially was not recognized by the Government of the United States. 
The first contract provided for the establishment of aline of mail steamers between 
New York and La Guayra, a sea-port of Venezuela, to continue for thirty years. 
During the first three years of this contract it was provided that $50,000 a year 
should be paid as a subsidy, in monthly installments, to be deducted from the 40 
per cent. duty belonging to the government of Venezuela on the imports and ex- 
ports shipped by these steamers. But if saflicient dutics were not collected, the 
government of Venezuela was not obliged to pay ‘he difference ; after tho expira- 
tion of three years a subsidy of $30,000 was to be paid in the same manner 

The other contract obligated the claimants to maintain “a continual stream of 
European emigrants and citizens of the United States, with the principal purpose 
of cultivating cotton.” This contract was to run for ten years, aud the claimants 
were to have large tracts of land to be bestowed upon the emigrants, and the right 
to claim $25 per capita from the government on each emigrant. And as a further 
inducement to emigration, the government of Venezuela was to give annually as 








many tons of guano as might be equal to the tonnage of ~—— carrying twenty-five 
| or mor emigrants. It will be seen that by the terms of these two contracts the 
| amount of the subsidy, although fixed at a nominal sum in each case, depended en- 


tirely upon the amount of business transacted by the ships and the number of emi- 
rrants brought into the country. If there were no ships employed. there would 
fave been no tariff duties, out of which the subsidy was alone to be paid. And the 
same rule applied to the emigration contract. 
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But the contracts each contained a provision as follows: 

“An indispensable condition of this —_— is, and it is hereby most solem: 
agreed, that any doubts, differences, difficufties, or misunderstandings of any c! 
or nature whatevér that may arise from, or have any connection with, or in a 
manner relate to, this contract, directly or indirectly, shall be settled in a friend! 
manner in the city of Caracas or the port of La Guayra by a commission to | 
composed of two arbitrators to be chosen, one by the government of Venezu 
and who shall be one of the ministers of the supreme court of the republic, : 
the other to be selected by the company, | Beales & Nobles ;} and if the arbitrat 
should not agree they shall select a third as an umpire; and if they should 
agree upon an umpire, he shall be named by the winister or representative 
Spain in Caracas. Should there be no representative of Spain, then he shall b 
appointed by the representative of Denmark, Bremen, Holland, or Belgium. A: 
the opinion of the two arbitrators, or the decision of the umpire, should ther: 
one, shall be considered as a judgment issued by authority after due trial, and 
shall have no appeal whatever ; and therefore this contract shall never, ander an 
pretext or reason whatever, be cause for any international claims or demands,” — 

Chis provision, incorporated in both contracts, is too plain to admit of any doub 
astoits meaning. Leaving out of the question altogether the merits of this< 
—if it can be said to have any merits at all—it is a fact which cannot be disputed 
by any intelligent or honest person that the mixed commission had no jurisdiction 
whatever to hear and pass upon this claim. 

Commissioner Talmage filed a written opinion in this case, in which he passed 
over as a matier of the smallest significance the question of jurisdiction which was 
raised by the Venezuelan commissioner. The question of jarisdiction had been 
raised in this case at the very outset, and Commissioner Talmage said that the con- 
tracts required only “doubts, difficulties, or misunderstandings"' to be arbitr: l 
as stated therein, but the question of the annulment of the contract was a differ: 
matter. The umpire sustained this view. Talmage passed upon the claim on its 
merits, and, by a rule for estimating the damages for the breach of a contract, which 
partakes more of the ludicrous than of a judicial determination, did not hesi 
tix the amount to be recovered by the claimants at the enormous sum of $351,150 
This included the items in schedules “A"’ and * B," to be found in the printed evi 
dence, save a trifling reduction in the amount which Beales and Nobles claimed in 
their estimate of their expenses incurred in working up the contract. There was 
no evidence in the case whatever to show the amount of import and export dutics 
collected at any time at the port of La Guayra, nor was there any evidence to show 
the number of immigrants dhas would probably be brought to that country. The 
claimants stated in their petition that they believed they could procure a certain 
number of immigrants annually, and upon this * belief,” unsupported by evidence 
of any kind, Commissioner Talmage awarded $30,000 on this account—disregardiny 
wholly the provision of the contract, which required that the subsidy should bx 
paid only from a portion of the duties on imports and exports carried by the claim 
ants’ ships, and if such duties are insuflicient to meet the amount of the sabsid) 
the government shall not make up the deticit. 

Mr. Talmage, in the absence of all proof on this subject, held that claimants 
were entitled to the full amount of the subsidy up to the time of the rendition of 
this judgment; and, in the spirit of “ compromise,” geherously awarded the sum of 
$100,000 as the amount to be recovered by the claimants on account of the unex 
pired years during which the contract was to run. A careful comparison of Com 
missioner Talmage’'s written opinion in this case with the petition of the claimanis 
reveals the remarkable fact that a large portion of the opinion embracing pro) 
ositions of both law and fact, is copied vorbatim from the claimant's petition. Thi 
two documents were evidently written by the same person. 

This opinion will be found in the printed evidence, and the portions of it in 
brackets are identical with portions of the claimant's petition. The attorney ot 
this claim was William P. Murray, the brother-inlaw of Minister Stilwell. 1 
amount of his fees is not stated, but his arrangements with his clients were 1 
doubtedly of the most liberal character. His power of attorney authorizes him to 
“distribute portions of such sums according to any business arrangements he may 
have made, but strictly within the limits laid down in the instractions " which had 
been given from time to time. This provision is found in a supplemental power of 
attorney, which is dated June 22, Is6s, about six weeks prior to the final adjourn- 
ment of the commission. In what manner portions of this award were distributed 
according to Murray's “business arrangements " can only be explained by re/er- 
ence to the testimony of Mr. Robinson, of Indiana, wherein is indicated the mannc: 
in which the “ division’ was made. 











CLAIM OF CAPTAIN JOHN CLARK. 


Fourth. To Captain John Clark there was awarded by the umpire the sum of 
$102,000. This claim grew out of Captain Clark's operations in the year 1817 in 
the war between the Banda Oriental Republic (Paraguay) and Spain and Portugal 
Captain Clark, an American citizen, being master of the ship La Fortuna, accepted 
a commission from the Banda Orientals, authorizing him to capture and make 
wrizes of the vessels of both Spain and Portugal, governments with which th: 
Tnited States were at peace, In November, 1818, Captain Clark captured the 
Spanish brig Medea, ons afterward captured the Portuguese ship Queen of the 
Seas. The cargo of the latter, invoiced at $24,000, was transferred on the high seas 
to the American ship Good Return, to be taken to the United States for condemna 
tion. At that time the present republics of Venezuela, New Granada, and Ecua- 
dor were embraced in the republic of Colombia. Commodore Jolly, of the Co 
lombian navy, captured the Medea and the Good Return, and took them into a 
Colombian port for condemnation, thus depriving Captain Clark of his pri 
Commodore Jolly demanded a ransom of $24,000 for the cargo of the Good Retur 
and in defaultof its payment, the cargo was sold for $26,000, and the money sent to 
Colombia as prize of wer. Upon the dissolution of the Columbian confederacy 
against which Captain Clark had preferred a claim for indemnity, the liabilities of 
that confederation were adjusted so as to be borne in certain proportions by New 
Grenada, Venezuela, and Ecuador. Captain Clark renewed his claim against each 
of these governments, in epee to their respective liabilities, being about one- 
third to each government. In pursuance of the treaty between the United States 
and the republic of New Granada, September 10, 1-57, a mixed commission was 
created to adjudicate claims of American citizens against that republic. The do- 
cision of the umpire of that commission, on the claim of Captain Clark, not being 
agreeable to Now Granada, another convention was concluded on the 10th of Fe! 
ruary, is64, with Sir Frederick Brace as umpire. The claim of Captain Clark was 
again brought before the commission for adjudication, or at least that part of it 
which he alleged should be paid by New Granada. 

Sir Frederick Brace held that as the vessels captured by Clark were captured as 
prizes under the authority of the Orientai flag, that country alone could make the 
claim for indemnity. The claim was therefore rejected. The moiety of Captain 
Clark's claim, growing out of these captures, which fell to the lot of Ecuador, was 
presented to that government. In November, 1862, a convention was concluded 
creating a mixed commission for the purpose of adjudicating the claims of Amer 
can citizens against Eenador, Mr. Frederick Hassaurek, of Ohio, was appointot 
commissioner on the part of the United States. In passing upon Captain Clar! 
claim, presented against the government of Ecuador, Mr Hassaurek held— 

“That Captain John Clark, not only in what he did, but also in the manner « 
doing it, had violated the laws of his country, whose intervention he invokes in 
orler to reap the benefit of his piracy, but that he ought not to derive advanta 
from his own fault, for no one should better his condition through his crimes, he 
having made himself worthy of being punished and prosecuted as a pirate. ‘That 
his government could not offer a premium to evil-doers in the violation of its laws 














and treaties, for then would all penal laws be without object, if their transgressions 
were to afford advantages to the offenders instead of punishment.” 

Thus, by the decisions of Sir Frederick Brace in the New Granadian quota and 
that of Mr. Hassaurek in the Ecuadorial proportion, the claim of Captain Clark 


growing out of his captures, so far as the liability on the part of those two govern. 
ments was concerned, was held to have no merit whatever. But Captain Clark's 


| heirs came before the Venezuelan mixed commission in 1868 and —— their 





claim against Venezuela for the proportion which that government had assumed of 
the liabilities of the republic of Colombia. Commissioner Talmage and the umpire 
recognized the validity of Captain Clark's claim against Venezuela and awariled 
him the sum of $102,000. Either the decisions of Sir Frederick Bruce and Mr. 
Hassaurek in the cases against New Granada and Ecuador should be disregarded 
by our Government or else that allowed by the Venezuelan commission against 
that government should be set aside. The claim is precisely the same in all the 
cases of each government, if liable at all, being liable only for its proportion thereof. 

But there is this peculiarity in Captain Clark's claim against Venezuela: The 
Awerican legation had so often demanded of Venezuela its payment that in 1953 
the government of Venezuela acceded to Captain Clark's demand, and allowed him 
the sum of $84,347, payable in four annual instaliments, as full indemnity for the 
captures made by Commodore Jolly of Captain Clark's prizes. The sum stipulated 
was paid with interest, although the government of Venezuela protested against 
the injustice of the demand. But it seems that the executor of Clark, to whom the 
money was paid, committed a fraud upon the heirs in his settlement with them, 
whereupon the attorney of Clark's heirs instituted a suit in the Venezuelan courts 
against the executor of the estate to recover the moneys withheld, bat not succeed 
ing in the local courts as speedily as he desired, (the proof being that the executor 
had been lost at sea, and had not resided in Venezucla for five years.) he withdrew 
the case from the Venezuelan courts, filed it before the mixed commission, where 
the umpire allowed him to recover the sum of #102,000. Certificates were issued 
by the commission to Clark's heirs for this sum of money, thus paying him again 
on account of the Venezuclan portion of his claim 

Your committee are unable to find in the record of Clark’s case before the mixed 
commission one single element of justice. If the claim had not already been paid 
once, as it had been, the decisions by Sir Frederick Bruce and Mr. Hassaurek in 
in the cases against New Granada and Ecuador, which lay down the rule of law 
which should have governed iu the adjudication of the Venezuelan claim, would 
have excluded Captain Clark's claim from 4 favorable adjudication before the Ven- 
ezuelan commission. In this case a double fraud has been perpetrated. In tho 
first place, the claim was unjust, and on that account should not have been paid, 
In the second place, it had been paid once, and should not have been the basis of 
another claim. 




















CLAIM OF JACOB IDLER’S UETRS. 

Fifth. The largest claim in amount which was awarded by the umpire of the 
Venezuelan mixed commission was that of the heirs of Jacob Idler, the amount 
awarded being $252,614. In this case the Idler heirs appointed, by special power 
ef attorney, William H. Whiton, of New York, as their attorney in fact, who re- 
ceived one-third of the amount to be awarded for his services. Mr. Whiton ap- 
pointed Mr. Talmadge his attorney to withdraw from the commission the certiti- 
cates that might be issued. The power of attorney to Talmage contained the 
farther provisions, which have already been referred to in this report, giving him 
fall authority as attorney in the premises. In view of this fact, it is diflicalt to 
consider seriously any decision that he may have made in the case. The Idler 
claim grew out of supplies furnished to the old Colombian confederacy in the year 
1817, during the war of that republic for independence. Idler, in his life-time, had 
instituted a suit in the Venezuelan courts after the dissolution of the Colombian 
confederacy, and there had been allowed him by one decision the sum of $70,520.11. 
This decision of the court of Venezucla was subsequently reversed, and pending 
further litigation Idler abandoned his case and left the country, without prosecut- 
ing it to a final hearing. The government of Venezuela, Idler himself, and his 
heirs regarded the mattcr as long since abandoned. After a lapse of over thirty 
years, the claim was revived on the assembling of the Venezuclan mixed comnis- 
sion at Caracas. It is worthy of remark, in this connection, that neither this claim 
nor that of Beales, Nobles & Garrison appeared in the schedule of claims which 
were pending in the American legation at the time the mixed commission was or- 
ganized. They were both tramped up after the organization of the commission 
and owing to the peculiar constitution of that tribunal and the oe facilities 
of certain persons for having claims allowed before it, it would be an easy matter 
to have such claims adjadicated. Commissioner Talmage, in the case of Jacob 
Idler, held that the original sum of $70,520.11, which one of the tribanals of Vene- 
zuela had at one time foand due to Idler, was still due and payable to his heirs, 
notwithstanding the decision of that court had been reversed, the cause remanded, 
and litigation in the courts abandoned for over a quarter of acéntury. But the 
principal sum would not satisfy Commissioner Talmage in this case, acting as he 
was in the double capacity of attorney and judge. He held that the claimants were 
not only entitled to receive the principal, but $182,294 as interest, fixing the aggro- 
gate of his award at the enormous sum of $252,814. Upon what principle of law or 
equity this case was decided it is not necessary to discuss; that this claim could 
have been the subject of international arbitration is contrary to well-es‘ablished 
principles. Idler was a citizen of the United States, it is true, but he entered into 
contracts with « government in time of war, and made his contracts subject to all 
the uncertainties of the situation. After the war was over he proceeded to adjust 
the balance due him in the only way pointed out, namely, by the institution of pro- 
ceedings in the local courts. These courts furnished him his only means of redress. 
Having chosen that forum and the courts having taken jurisdiction of his case, he 
was bound to prosecute his case to the final court of appeal in that country. Not 
having done so, it is impossible to determine whether justice was denied him or 
not. It will be seen that this case is set down as “No. I” on the docket. Mr. Tal- 
mage, as attorney for the claimants, appeared before the, commission, according 
to his own statement, and urged this case upon the immediate consideration of the 
Venezuelan commissioner. Commissioner Condé protested, saying that he could 
not decide a case of so much importance in the five days allowed for its consi«dera- 
tion, and asked for further time. This was refused him, whereupon he resigued, 
and declined to have any further connection with the commission. Mr. Villafané 
having been appointed as his successor, the case went to the umpire, who inno- 
cently admitted that it was too complicated for him to enter into an analysis of its 
details He adjudged that the amounts had been estimated correctly and approved 
the decision of the American commissioner. (See diplomatic correspondence of J. 
J. Paul, chargé d'affaires of Venezuela accredited to the United States.) 

DRIGGS V8. MARINO. 

But two other cases remain which were decided by the umpire, namely, the case 
of Seth Driggs for denial of justice, for which he was allowed by the umpire 
$35,000, and also the case of the same for overcharge of interest, amounting to 
$1,802,000. The denial of justice alleged by Mr. Driggs grew out of his failure to 
recover # judgment against the heirs of General Santiago Marino. The case re- 
mained in the courts for several years, and in 1859 was decided against Driggs, and 
he was condemned to pay the costs, which he did. Driggs appealed from this de- 
cision, and, without further prosecuting the case, abandoned it, and addressed him 
self to the more easy tribunai for obtaming justice under difficulties, to wit, the 
Venezuelan mixed commission. Here he found himself in the house of his friends. 
The American commissioner and the umpire having determined that he was en- 
titled to recover against Venezuela what he had failed to recover against Marino, 
namely, a judgment for $35,000, the case for overcharge of interest which he was 
allowed is of so small an amount as not to be worthy of investigation. 
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CONCLUSION. 


This résumé of the cases decided by the mixed commission embraces all that 
went before the umpire, and which rested on his decision. The total amount 
awarded by the two commissioners was $459,188.07. The total amount awarded by 
the umpire was $794,122, the/total awards aggregating $1,253,300.07. On a careful 
examination of each and every one of the cases decided by the umpire, your com- 


mittee have failed to discover a single award which is justified by the law or the 


evidence. Not one of these awards which were adjudged to be paid out of the im- 
poverished resources of that republic, amounting to nearly $800,000, is of such a 


character, when the merits of each case is fairly considered and understood, as en- | 


titles it to any consideration whatever. Now that the fraudulent character of these 
claims is exposed, our Government cannot, consistently with national honor and 
that fair dealing which should always characterize the conduct of stronger govern- 
ments toward weaker ones, insist farther upon their payment. But in view of the 
fact that these awards were made by a commission in pursuance of a treaty between 
the two governments, it may be asked whether the findings of the commission can 
be set aside and arehearing of the cases allowed without prejudice to claimants or 
to either of the respective governments. Upon this point the law of nations is well 
settled. Vattel (page 277) says: “ The faith of treaties should be religiously ob- 
served. If, however, the arbitrators, by pronouncing sentence, evidently unjust 
and unreasonable, should forfeit the character with which they were invested, their 
judgment should deserve no attention.” 

This rule is clearly applicable to the question under consideration. It is also 
consistent with international honor and every principle of justice and equity. 
What could be more “ unjust and unreasonable ” than the decisions of the umpire 
in the cases above referred to? The judgment in them should “ deserve no atten- 
tion.” 

CONGRESSIONAL ACTION. 


Since the adjournment of the mixed commission and the report of its proceed- 
ings to the respective governments, the government of Venezuela has continued to 
protest against the awards made by the umpire, and through its diplomatic repre- 
sentatives has earnestly implored this Government to set aside such awards and 
permit a rehearing of those cases. Upon the mere suggestion to our Government 
that one or more of our officials connected with an international arbitration should 
have been actuated by corrupt motives, to the injury, if not to the robbery, of the 
treasury of another government, it would seem that the most prompt and eflicient 
measures would have been instituted in order to a thorough investigation of the 
matter. Our State Department has referred the diplomatic correspondence be- 
tween the two governments to Congress, from time to time, beginuing with the For- 
tieth Congress and continuing to the present time. This dip'omatic correspon- 
dence always bearing the same complaint, and alleging corruption and bribery 
against the American minister and the commissioner, and charging and endeavor- 
ing to demonstrate the fraudulent and groundless character of the claims awarded 
by the umpire, having been referred to the respective committees of the Senate 
and of the House on Foreign Affairs, there was a partial investigation of these 
complaints on the part of Venezuela before the Committees‘on Foreign Affairs of 
the Forty-first Congress. At the second session of that Congress Mr. Talmage ap- 
peared before the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
on the 14th of April, 1870, on “ behalf of the United States Government,” as ap- 
ee from the records of the committee, and made a brief statement in relation to 

1is connection with the Venezuelan mixed commission. 

The subject was investigated by the committees of the two Houses on foreign 
affairs, and on the Ist of June, 1870, a joint resolution was reported to the House, 
which, after reciting in the preamble the organization and adjudications of the com- 
mission, provides as follows: 

‘That the adjudication of claims by said commission, pursuant to the terms of 
said convention, is hereby recognized as final and conclusive, and to be held as 
valid and subsisting against the republic of Venezuela; and for the purpose of en- 
forcing the collection and payments of the sums of money counnntel ee President 
is hereby authorized and directed tomake demand upon the republic of Venezuela 
for immediate payment ; and in case of neglect or refusal to make such payment, 
that he employ such portion of the naval and military forces as may be necessary in 
his judgment to secure the faithful performance of the terms of said convention.” 

This joint resolution was not prossed to a passage at that session of Congress. 
Nothing seems to have been done in the matter other than this by the Forty-first 
Congress. At the Forty-second Congress, however, during the second session, the 
matter was again referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Mr. Packard, of 
Indiana, a member of that committee, had the matter under consideration, and 
male a careful examination of the complaint of Venezuela against the character of 
the commission and their awards. 

On the 7th of March, 1872, he submitted a report on the subject, in which he 
Bays: 

“Your committee have examined this testimony, and cannot avoid the conclu- 
sion that it shows reasonable ground for complaint on the part of the government 
of Venezuela and the claimants whose cases were adjudicated before the tribunal. 
These complaints are of the following tenor: That powers of attorney were given 
in some of the cases to the American commissioner, and he received pecuniary com- 
pensation for executing the same ; that an improper intimacy existed between the 
American commissioner, the umpire, and Mr. William P. Murray, who was the attor- 
ney of sundry claimants, and was also represented as being thesecretary of legation, 
all the claims having to pass through his hands ; and that the said William P. Mur- 
ray received from the tribunal of arbitration certificates to the amount, in most 
cases, of one-half the sum allowed to the claimants. This last ground of complaint 
is common to the Venezuelan government and to the claimants, who earnestly re- 
quest the passage of a joint resolution to authorize the President to call in all the 
certificates issued by the commission, so as to defeat any payment to those whom 
the memorialists consider fraudulent holders.” P 

In view of all the circumstances which the committee then carefully considered 
they were of the opinion that the President should be directed to suspend pay- 
ment on the certificates of the award now outstanding, and that he be authorized 
to enter into negotiations with the government of Venezuela for a rehearing of the 
claims passed upon by the tribunal of arbitration, and they recommended the pas- 
sago of the bill which accompanied the report. This bill (No. 1859) was read a first 
and second time and recommitted to the committee, from which it was never re- 
ported. It provided for carrying out the recommendations of the committee as 
stated in the report. At the third session of the Forty-second Congress, which as- 
sembled in December, 1872, the matter was again under consideration. On the 16th 
of December Mr. Packard, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported “ a 
bill to enforce the stipulations of the convention with Venezuela, April 25, 1866, 
and the payment of the adjndicated claims.” This bill as reported was as follows : 

“SECTION 1. That the adjudication of claims by the convention with Venezuela 
of April 25, 1866, pursuant to the terms of said convention is hereby recognized as 
final and conclusive, and to be held as valid and subsisting against the republic of 
Venezuela; and that the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to adopt such measures as he may deem expedient to enforce 
the claims of citizens of the United States adjudicated by the mixed commission 
organized under the treaty of the 25th of April, 1866, and made payable by the re- 


public of Venezuela to the Government of the United States, in accordance with 


she provisions of said treaty. 

“SEC. 2. That he be authorized and directed, in like manner, to collect such claims 
of citizens of the United States as were acknowledged by Venezuela to be due prior 
\ the sitting of the said mixed commission.” 
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The latter part of the first section, beginning with the words “and that the Presi- 
dent of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized,” &c., and the whole of 
the second section was stricken out by the Senate, and the bill as amended passed 
both Houses and was approved February 25, 1873, as follows 


“An act to enforce the stipulations of the convention with Venezuela of April 25, 
1866, and the payment of adjndicated claims. 

‘Be it enacted by the Senate and Housc of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the adjudication of claims by the convention with 
Venezuela of April 25, 1866, pursuant to the terms of said convention, is hereby 
recognized as final and conclusive, and to be held as valid and subsisting against 
the republic of Venezuela 

“Approved February 25, 1873.” 

This act, as it finally passed, was wholly unnecessary, as the treaty itself pro- 
vides that the awards of the commission and those of the umpire should be “ final 
and conclusive.” The force clause, which was stricken out by the Senate, was its 
chief feature, and was intended as a menace to Venezuela; and was, in effect, a dec 
laration of war against that government. 

This act is still in force. Having been so radically amended in the Senate, its 
title is much broader than the act. The passage of this act ended all congressional 
action up to the present time. 

DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE. 

The diplomatic correspondence between the United States and the government 
of Venezuela, since the passage of this act, is eae in the accompanying evi- 
dence. On page 35 of the printed evidence will be found a very clear and concise 
statement, by Dr. J. M. Blanco, minister of toreign affairs of Venezuela, to Mr. 
Russell, under date of June 11, 1875, in reference to the present position of Ven- 
ezuela on this subject. Dr. Blanco says 

“Can it be that a just government will refuse examination of this cardinal point 
on the pending question? The government of Venezuela does not believe it. 

“ Venezucla does not repudiate the treaty ; far from it; she sustains it and de- 
fends its performance. The treaty could not ask, nor cither government consent, 
that the supposed third, in case of disagreement, should be the representative. at- 
torney, personator, and agent of one of the arbitrators. Such abuse of confidence, 
which evidently appears to be the work of Talmage, with insult to the honor of 
both governments, plainly shows the nullity of the process and of the sentence. 

“Such being the situation of this disagrevable affair, the government of Vene- 
zuela could not, without diminution of its honor and without stain to the dignity 
of the republic, consent to the performance of an act spurious, unlawful, and also 
criminal, which takes the name of judgment, and with which both governments 
were deceived, and by which that of the Umted States of North America continues 
to be deceived. 

“For reasons so powerful and because of the inevitable duties which they im- 
»08e, the government of Venezuela is not able, nor will it be able, to pay to the 
North American legation the sum deposited and those that will be deposited for 
the payment of the legitimate claims of its citizens, without insisting that the Gov- 
ernment shall keep them in its deposit, and give a hearing to the evidently just 
claim which it has ‘on the table,’ to wit, that of the former question, whether there 
exists a judgment by reason of there having existed a competent tribunal, in per- 
formance of the treaty, the observance of which is all that the republic requires. 

“ The undersigned cannot but repeat that his government believes it impossible 
that the Government of the great Republic of North America will refuse to hear, 
examine, and discuss the most just question which till now it goes on keeping out 
of discussion and out of all examination. 

“This would be in manifest contradiction to the universal and well-deserved 
conviction of the enlightenment and justice of the native country of Washington.” 

Mr. Blanco’s dispatch to Mr. Russell is dated June 11, 1875, and on July 23 there 
after Mr. Fish addressed Mr. Russell a lengthy dispatch on this subject, in response 
to Mr. Blanco’s appeal to this Government, (pages 36 to 46, printed evidence.) 

In view of the existing act of Congress, approved February 25, 1873, recognizing 
these awards as final and binding on the government of Venezuela, Mr. Fish has no 
other course to pursue thar to insist upon their payment; and hence, after instruct 
ing Mr. Russell to make a demand upon the government of Venezuela for an im 
mediate payment on account of these certificates of award, he says, page 46: 

“Should the payment be refused or be offered only in connection with conditions 
restraining the right of disposal of the money by the United States, you will, at the 
expiration of the time which you may have named, close your legation, and notify 
the minister of foreign affairs thereof, and will take the earliest convenient oppor 
tunity to leave the country. You will carefully deposit the archives and property 
of the legation with the consul-general of Denmark, who has on other occasions 
kindly acted as their custodian.’ 

In pursuance of this demand, the government of Venezuela paid, under protest, 
about $75,000 between July, 1875, and November of that year. These payments en 
abled the Secretary of State to declare a dividend, in May last, of 8 per cent. on the 
total amount awarded to the holders of the certificates, a former dividend of 7 per 
per cent. having been paid in 1871. 

RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMMITTEE. 


Such being the condition of the two governments in reference to this mixed com- 
mission and the awards made by it, it remains for the Congress of the United 
States to determine whether it will longer refuse to hear and examine the com 
plaints of Venezuela, which are sq eloquently and forcibly expressed in Dr. Blan- 
co's note to Mr. Russell, in which he says, * This would be in manifest contradic- 
tion to the universal and well-deserved conviction of the enlightenment and jus- 
tice of the native country of Washington Now that a careful inquiry has been 
made by your committee in reference to the conduct of our officials, and also to 
the fraudulent character of the claims awarded by the commission—which investi- 
gation, in the opinion of your committee, has demonstrated the truth and reason- 
ableness of the allegations of Venezuela—a further and continued refusal on the 

art of our Government to respond tothe appeals of that government cannot be 
justified on principles of international honor and comity. If Venezuela were the 
equal of this Government ip area, population, and resou'ces, sho would have long 
since ceased to address our Government by eppeals to our magnanimity and sense 
of justice, and would have terminated all diplomatic intercourse and assumed to 
ward us the attitude which we now bear toward her. In order, therefore, to vindi- 
cate the proud position which our Government has always assumed toward other 
nations of the world and to preserve intact the peaceful means of national arbitra- 
ment for the settlement of all differences arising between nations, we should at 
once proceed to do fall justice in the premises. We can afford to respond to the 
appeals of Venezuela in this case, and by so doing will honor ourselves and vindi 
cate the ancient precept, that exalteth a nation, but sin is a re- 
proach to any people.” 

In view of the fact that this session of Congress will soon adjourn and that defi 
nite and final legislation on this subject cannot be effected at this session, your 
committee recommend the passage of the following joint resolution suspending 
all further payments by the Secretary of State to holders of Venezuelan c« 


righteousnes 


rtificates 


} and withholding further demands upon Venezuela for fature payments until the 


4th day of March next or until further legislation by Congress : 


Joint resolution in reference to the payment of awards of the Venezuela mixed 
commission. 

“ Resolved by the Senate and Touse of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States is hereby 

requested to withhold further demands upon the government of Venezucla on 
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account of the awards of the mixed commission under the convention of April 25, 
166, until the 4th of March, 1877, and the Secretary of State is authorized and di- 
rected to suspend all further payment to holders of certificates awarded by said | 
mixed commission until said time, unless Congress shall otherwise direct.” i 

The committee unanimously concur in recommending the passage of the forego- | 
ing joint resolution. But upon concurring with the report of the committee, the | 
following explanations are made ; 


By Mr. Monnor, of Ohio: 


The undersigned concurs in the conclusion reached by the committee in regard 
to the fraudulent character of the claims decided by the umpire and in the disap 
proval of the conduct of the United States commissioner, but is not prepared, with 
present opportunities for examination, to adopt all the incidental statements and 
opinions of the report. 


JAMES MONROE. 
ty Messrs. Packer and BANKs: 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, concur in the 
foregoing resolution; but in view of the fact that the testimony taken by the sub- 
committee has not all been printed, bas not yet been submitted to the committee, 
and is incomplete, and that the time afforded for an examination of the questions 
involved has been limited, they do not wish to commit themselves to all the find- 
ings, deductions, and propositions contained in the report. 

J. B. PACKER. 
N. P. BANKS. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 164) accompanying the above report 
was then read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. MONROE, I have been requested to make a brief statement 
of the attitude which the different members of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs occnpy in regard to this report. I may state at the 
outset that all the members of the committee agree in recommending 
the passage of the joint resolution which has been reported to the 
House, and which provides for the suspension of further action on 
the part of the Executive of this Government in enforcing these 
claims upon Venezuela until next winter, until there shall be time 
to consider the whole question more thoroughly, and, if deemed nec- 
essary, to prepare snitable legislation in regard tothe matter. U; on 
that point the committee are unanimous. 

It so happens that I stand alone in signing a single sentence, qual- 
ifying to some extent my adoption of the report as presented to the 
House. I express my entire agreement with the views of the com- 
mittee in regard to the fraudulent character of most of the claims 
knownasthe “umpire claims.” Ihave no doubt myself that they were 
improper claims, such as should not have been pressed against the 
government of Venezuela. I also agree with the committee in re- 
gard to the improper course pursued by the United States commis- 
sioner and by the umpire. Llexpress myself frankly on this point, 
while I do not adopt all the incidental opinions and statements of the 
committee because I have not had sufficient opportunity for exami- 
nation to be able to say whether I would agree with the committee 
upon all those points or not. 

Two other members of the committee, who can speak for them- 
selves if they desire, have signed a somewhat different statement, 
qualifying their adhesion to the report. But the only action recom- 
mended by the committee to the Honse is this resolution suspending 
until next winter any further effort on the part of our Government 
to collect these claims, which every man must feel are at least of 
doubtful equity. Lt is simply a suspension of judgment in regard to 
the whole business until Congress shall have the opportunity for 
more thorough and complete investigation of the subject. 

I most heartily concur in this resolution and shall feel real satis- 
faction in voting for it; for I had been convinced for several years 
before this investigation was entered upon this winter by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs that most of what are known as the um- 
pire claims were unrighteous claims, claims that should not have 
been pressed upon the government of Venezuela; and I have long 
felt that the conduct of the United States commissioner and of the um- 
pire in that matter was reprehensible, that they did not pursue a fair 
and equitable course. Hence I shall take pleasure in voting for this 
resolution to suspend until the next session of Congress all further 
vetion on the part of our Government either in the way of enforcing 
the collection of the claims upon Venezuela or in the way of paying 
out further dividends. 

As I have had questions asked of me privately upon this point, there 
is perhaps no impropriety in my adding that so far as I can discover 
there is nothing of a political character in the report. There were 
some things in it which might perhaps have struck this side of the 
House as being of that character, but they were afterward removed, 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs have endeavored, 80 far as possi- 
ble, to pursue the policy of avoiding political and partisan matter in 
the reports they have made to the House. They have sought to con- 
fine themselves to the merits of the questions which have been sub- 
mitted to them. 

There are some minor points upon which members of the commit- 
tee may differ. Some opinions are expressed about international law, 
and some incidental statements occur in the report in which I would 
not wish to concur till I may have further time for investigation. 
But the main propositions of the report, in regard to the character of 
the claims and the action of the commissioner and the umpire upon 
them, are such as I can adopt. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state what 
proportion in amount of the entire award the committee have found 
subject to a reasonable suspicion or to the charge of beimg fraudulent ? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I have the exact figures here. 

Mr. MONROE. [yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson} 
to make his inquiries, and afterward to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] or to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
BANKs. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. The total amount awarded by the two commis- 
sions, to which the government of Venezuela has taken no exception, 
was $459,188.07, and the total amount awarded by the umpire was 
$794,122; so that about one-third in amount of the claims are subject 
to no exception and two-thirds have been regarded as open to objec- 
tion, if not entirely fraudulent. 

Mr. KASSON. Then the total amount awarded is over $1,200,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. One million two hundred and fifty-three thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman be good enough to state also 
whether Venezuela has paid or offered to pay the $459,000 in regard 
to the justice of which no exception is made? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certificates were issued to be paid in ten annual 
installments, and upon those certificates the government of Venezuela 
has paid two installments—one of 7 per cent. and one of 8 per cent., 
the latter having been paid in May or June last. 

Mr. KASSON. Have all the installments which have fallen due 
been paid? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think not. The government of Venezuela has 
from the beginning protested, year after year, against the validity of 
these findings, and has implored this Government to consent to a re- 
hearing of these cases in order that the fraudulent claims which had 
been allowed might be eliminated, declaring at the same time her 
readiness to pay al! that she ought in justice to pay. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask these questions because it is a 
well-known rule of the courts which is applicable to international 
relations as well as those between private parties that a person or a 
government asking equity should do equity; and according to my 
recollection Venezuela had not executed that part of her duty by 
either paying or offering to pay the claims which she acknowledged 
to be due. That is one difficulty I have had in regard to the adop- 
tion of this resolution. 

There is another difficulty to which I beg to call attention before 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] takes the floor. Arbi- 
trations of this sort are the last peaceful resort of nations; and so far 
as I know we have never in the history of this country allowed a 
government which had consented to an arbitration to withdraw from 
its results prior to the execution of the duties and obligations im- 
posed by the arbitration, and to denounce the findings of that arbi- 
tration. I fear anything that may be construed into a precedent in 
favor of the right of any one nation to assert mew grounds of dispute 
after claims have been settled by this tinal peaceful resort. 

With these two principles in mind I have examined this resolution 
carefully ; and I should very much have preferred a resolution pro- 
hibiting the Secretary of State from paying out to the holders of cer- 
tificates any sum until atime named or until the further order of Con- 
gress, and then if necessary I would request the executive branch of 
the Government to give to Venezuela the assurance that upon her 
performance of the obligations imposed by the treaty and executing 
the terms of the award any charges of fraudulent conduct made by 
her should be investigated and justice done. 

I trust the House will appreciate the distinction I seek to make; for 
this resolution does unquestionably assnme on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States a disposition to recede from the obliga- 
tions of the treaty which made the award final, to recede before 
Venezuela has performed the obligations imposed upon her, to recede 
before she has even executed that part of the award which she admits 
to be correct. If we could adopt a resolution holding all sums paid 
upon all the certificates for the payment of the claims admitted to be 
just, and also authorizing any proper assurance to be given to Ven- 
ezuela of a fair consideration of the charges of fraudulent conduct by 
the board, it would better harmonize with the position in which in- 
ternational law places the two countries and would be a far better 
precedent for us in the future in our diplomatic relations with for- 
eign countries. 

These are points to which I desired to call attention; and while I 
recognize the fact that the committee may not be able at once to 
frame a resolution upon those points, if they agree to them, yet I 
should be glad to have them give such assurawce as would save this 
resolution from becoming a precedent by which other countries here- 
after dissatistied with an award might call upon the United States 
that, refusing what they themselves admit to be a just reward, they 
call upon the United States to excuse them from the performance of 
an award because they choose to charge corruption. I say charge it, 
because any government charging it hereafter, whether correct or 
not, would say upon the charge of Venezuela, we have excused her 
from the performance of an award by joint resolution of Congress 
and they therefore might appeal to it as a precedent. 

This is one thing of which Lam afraid. As tothe proper course by 
Congress, I have no doubt about it, that we should not only stop the 

ayment of every one of these fraudulent claims, as this joint reso- 
ution does, but if possible stop them without at the same time stop- 
xing payment to men whose claims are admitted to be just. There 
is the difficulty of the situation to which I call their attention. 

Mr. MONROE. I assume the floor for a moment before I yield 
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to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER.] I do not suppose | 
| differ widely from the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson.] The 
points which he has made are points of great interest to me, and per- 
haps if that gentleman and the committee had opportunity for mu- 
tual conference some third proposition, something intermediate, might | 
be agreed upon which would be satisfactory to all. But time now | 
presses, it is difficult to get further opportunity for consultation in 
committee, and I claim the floor simply for the purpose of alluding to | 
one or two of the very interesting points which my friend from Iowa 
has made. 

He says, and says with great truth and with great force, and it is | 
a doctrine which it is bigh time that nations should remember, that 
the nation which asks for equity should itself be prepared to do 
equity. It isa grand principle. It is a principle which cannot be 
inculeated too often. It is a principle which nations are more apt to 
remember when they are asking for it than they are when equity is 
asked of them. 

My friend from Iowa will agree with me perfectly that the noble 
maxim which he announces to the House is just as applicable to the 
United States as it is to Venezuela. It is a thing which this Con- 
gress, and which the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and which our 
own Executive are just as much bound to remember as Venezuela is | 
bound toremember. The nation that asks equity must do equity. 
Now it so happens we are asking equity of Venezuela. 

Mr. KASSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; we are asking the 
performance of a contract, to which consent has been given by the | 
sanction, and highest sanction known to international law. 

Mr. MONROE. I understand the gentleman perfectly well. It is 
admitted by Venezuela that there are $400,000, or about that amount, of 
these claims, which are perfectly just, which she ought to pay, which 
she is anxious to pay, and will pay just as soon as she can get the 
money. We of this country are all agreed that in asking her to pay 
that we are asking not only what the treaty calls for, but asking her 
for equity, for intrinsic righteousness—the performance of a right- | 
eous act. Now, in saying to her that she ought to grant us equity, 
let us show ourselves sensitive in regard to what is right, in regard 
to what is just on our own part. We have used some pretty severe | 
language, first and last, in our diplomatic correspondence with Ven- 
ezuela in regard to her obligations to us. In using this severe lan- 
guage to this weak nation, which has hardly any military force that | 
could possibly affect us, and which has hardly any moncy either—in 
using this severe language to her in regard to what she equitably 
owes us, let us be careful also to do equity on the noble maxim which 
my friend from Iowa has laid down. I hope we shall remember it as 
a nation; and when I speak of equity I do not merely mean what 
has been agreed upon by a treaty, but I mean what is intrinsically | 
just and right. 

My friend alluded to another point which is also one of great in- 
terest. He has great respect for the principle of arbitration. 
have I. It is one upon which I have thought much, and in which I 
feel a deep interest. Some important petitions and papers bearing 
on the subject the Committee on Foreign Affairs did me the honor 
to refer to myself as a subcommittee during the present session, and | 
I have failed to report upon them to the committee and through the 
committee to the House only because I could not find a favorable ocea- 
sion, or what seemed to me such, for doing it. I respect the princi- 
ple of arbitration. I am anxious it should gain respect among the 
nations and gain favor. And I hope, even at my time of life, to live | 
to see the day when there shall be much more regard among the | 
great powers of the earth for the principle of arbitration than there 
ever has been heretofore. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not think that it will injure the respect for 
that principle if a great nation which fears that its citizens may have 
profited unjustly through fraud by an arbitration to which it was a 
party comes forward frankly and offers to suspend all claims under | 
such arbitration in order to see that the right thing is done. 

My own opinion is that there is nothing in the world that could | 
hurt the estimation in which the principle of arbitration could be 
held among the nations more or worse than to enforce unjust awards 
of arbitration. And if there is good reason for supposing that there 
has been fraud at the bottom of an arbitration, I should say that it 
would not tend to encourage the esteem in which arbitration is held 
to enforce such fraud. On the other hand, [I should say that the na- 
tion which felt that it had profited by the fraud might come forward | 
to great advantage and offer*to surreuder any advantages which it 
might have secured from fraud. How can it hurt the principle of 
arbitration for the nation which itself believes that it may have 
profited unrighteously to come forward and offerto surrender the un- 
righteous fruits of a commission which may have been held by it and 
another nation? 

The moral effect of such a thing on the part of the United States | 
must be good. It is not Venezuela that is pressing a reconsideration | 
of these claims. I think Venezuela seems to have exhibited about 
as much diligence as she could in trying to meet these claims upon 
her from the United States; but the trouble is she has not any money 
in her treasury, and has not known how to meet them, although | | 
believe she has several times protested her desire to meet them. For 
this Congress, for this country, for this great power to come forward 
and offer to do right and not to take advantage of the results of an 
unjust arbitration against a weak and defeuseless nation, why, sir, 1 | 
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should say that the moral effect of that upon ourselves and the whole 
world could be nothing but good. I venture to say that the dispo- 
sition on the part of the United States not to profit by frand, no mat- 
ter how many abitrations would give us the profit, a disposition like 


| that on the part of the United States, exhibited to the whole world 


would do us good, would do the civilized world good, would help the 
cause of arbitration, would honor God, and bless the human race. 

I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER. } 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WADDELL. [rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now considering a priv- 
ileged report. 

Mr. WADDELL. 
conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not'press that. The 
pending business will be disposed of in a few minutes; I think not 
over ten or fifteen minntes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. WappELL] if he rises to present a re- 


I desire to present a report from a committee of 


| port of a conference committee. 


Mr. WADDELL. I will withhold it for the present on the assur- 
ance of the gentleman from Illinois that the pending business will 
not occupy more than a few minutes. 


VENEZUELAN MIXED COMMISSION, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am very much obliged to my colleague on the 
conunittee, the gentleman fragn Ohio, [Mr. MoNROK, ] for what he has 
said in reference to the remarks made by the gentleman from lowa, 
The gentleman from Iowa, when he has had an op- 
portunity to carefully examine this report and the evidence which 
accompanies it, will agree, I am sure, fully with the conclusions to 
which the committee have come. He misapprehends or does not yet 
understand fully, from not having had an opportunity to make an 
examination of the subject, the position which the government of 
Venezuela has taken upon this question. That position is stated in 
the diplomatic correspondence between the two governments, in a 


| letter addressed to Mr. Russell, American minister in Caracas, on 


the Ilth of June, 1875, by Dr. J. M. Blanco, the minister of foreign 
affairs of Venezuela. Dr. Blanco says: 


Venezuela does not repudiate the treaty; far from it; she sustains it and de- 
fends its performance. The treaty could not ask, nor either government consent, 
that the supposed third, in case of disagreement, should be the representative, at- 
torney, personator, and agent of one of the arbitrators. Such abuse of contisence, 
which evidently appears to be the work of Talmage, with insult to the honor of 
both governments, plainly shows the nullity of the process and of the sentence 

Such being the situationof this disazreeable affair, the government of Venezuela 


} could not, without diminution of its honor and without stain te the dignity of 


the republic, consent to the performance of an act spurious, unlawtul, and also 
criminal, which takes the name of judgment and with which both governments 
were deceived, and by which that of the United States of North America continues 
to be deceived. 

For reasons so powerful and because of the inevitable dnties which they impose, 
the government of Venezuela is not able, nor will it be able, to pay to the North 
American legatiou the sura deposited and those that will be deposited for the pay 
ment of the legitimate claims of its zens, without insisting that the Government 
shall keep them in its deposit, and give a hearing to the evidently justclaim which 
it has “on the table,” to wit, that of the former question, whether there exists a 
judzment by reason of there having existed a competent tribuual, in performance 
of the treaty, the observance of which is all that the republic requires. 


Dr. Blanco further says in the dispatch to which I have referred : 
The undersigned cannot bat repeat that his government believes it impossible that 
the Government of the great Republic of North America will refuse to hear, exam 


ine, and discuss the most just question which till now it goes on keeping out of 
discussion and out of all examination 


This would be in manifest contradiction to the universal and well-deserved con 
viction of the enlightenment and justice of the native country of Washington. 


In view of existing legislation Mr. Fish cannot do otherwise than 
insist upon the payments being made. But can we longer refuse to 
listen to the earnest appeal which Venezuela makes to us; an appeal 
which is addressed to the “enlightenment and justice of the native 
country of Washington ?” 

This appeal is made to us on behalf of a country which has only 
363,000 square miles of territory and less than 2,000,00) of popula- 
tion; a government whose navy could not compete with one of our 
gunboats. 

Venezuela asserts that under the treaty of 1866 which created 
the mixed commission the appointment of the umpire was not the 


| appointment of Baron Stoeckl, but the appointment of the United 


States commissioner, made in violation of the terms of the treaty. 
That government further asserts that the findings of the umpire were 


| tainted with frand and corruption, and the authorities of Venezuela 


propose to prove it. They assert that the claims allowed by the 
umpire, amounting to two-thirds of all allowed by the commission, 


| were fraudulent and such as no honest tribunal would have allowed. 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs have carefully examined those 
claims and have stated this conclusion in reference to them: 


On a careful examination of each and every one of the cases decided by the um- 
pire, your committee have failed to discover a single award which is justitied by 
the law or the evidence. Not one of these awards which were adjudged to be paid 
out of the impoverished resources of that republic, amounting to nearly $°00.000, 


is of suclr a character, when the merits of each case is fairly considered and under- 
stood, as entities it to any consideration whatever. 
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That is the finding of your committee. Now Mr. Fish, in answer to 
these appeals to our Government, in view of the law on the statute- 
book, could only reply that he could not do otherwise than to insist | 
on the payment of the awards; and hence he directed the American 
minister last June to close the American legation at Caracas and 
leave that country unless payment was made in accordance with the 
demand ; and under that threat that government paid $75,000 within 
ninety days. Such is vow the position of the two governments. 

I am sorry to say that but a few years ago, during the Forty-second 
Congress, this nation was almost precipitated into war with that gov- 
ernment. This House passed a bill entitled “A bill to enforce the 
stipulations of the convention with Venezuela, April 25, 1506, and the | 
payment of the adjudicated claims,” which bill, by its terms, re- 
quired the Government to enforce the payment of these fraudulent 
claims against the government of Venezuela. 

The President was authorized to use such measures as he might 
deem expedient for this purpose. The Senate amended the bill by 
striking out the force clause, and leaving only that portion of the bill 
which recognized the adjudication of the claims as final and conclu- | 
sive and to be held as final and subsisting against the government 
of Venezuela. And that bill, so amended, passed both Houses and is 
the law to-day. I think, therefore, when the gentleman from lowa 
[ Mr. Kasson } understands fully the facts set torth in the report of 
the committee and the evidence, he will come to the conclusion that 
our Government can maintain its honor in no other way than by re- 
fusing to require the Venezuelan government to pay these fraudu- 
lent claims. And here in my place, with a full knowledge of the re- 
sponsibility of my 5 state that after examining carefully 
the papers filed in the State Departmgnt (and I have examined the 
facts of every cause decided by the umpire) I cannot find one which 
has any meritinit. But, on the contrary, I tind that no honest tri- 
bunal with intelligence could have allowed them, And further, I 
will say that no honest Zovernment would enforce them. 

In one case a judgment of a quarter of a million of dollars was al- 
lowed on what was unquestionably a fraudulent claim. It is impos 
sible longer to blind our eyes and refuse to consider a question in- 
volving our national honor. By no possible manner of arbitrament 
can a fraud be perpetrated by one Government upon another. These 
claims are fraudulent, and thé records in the office of the Secretary 
of State show them to be such. If any gentleman will take pains to | 
examine them he will tind them more groundless and fraudulent than | 
lhave stated. This being the case, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
are unanimous in recommending the passage of the joint resolution 
suspending the payment of all claims until, at the next session of 
Congress, further legislation can be had. I hope, then, that mature 
legislation will be adopted, which will result in doing full justice to 
this Government and to Venezuela in the premises. 

One word as to the other quesiion as to what Venezuela has paid 
and is willing to pay. It appears that honest claimants have been 
compelled to divide one-half of their claims with the ring outside to 
insure theircases being brought before the commission. The proposition 
now is that these outstanding certificates shall be canceled for that 
reason and that the claimants shall receive the amount to which they 
are entitled without being required to divide with parties outside 
‘That is the reason why we propose to suspend further demands upon 
Venezuela and to provide that the Secretary of State shall make no 
further payments until an honest hearing can be had. 

Another reason for the proposed action is this: Vattel says that | 
“the faith of treaties should be religiously observed.” It is a matter 
of good faith and conscience. A treaty which provides for an arbi- | 
tration for the settlement of disputed questions is, of all others, the 
most sacred and should be the most religiously observed. If the find- 
ings of such arbitration are tainted with fraud no just government 
can insist upon the observance of its decisions. Our Government has 
recently resorted to the peaceful means of national arbitrament for 
the settlement of a complicated question with England. The result 
of that arbitration has been most beneticial to our Government, and 
it has established an era of peace which may result in untold b!ess- 
ings to mankind. Let us not, then, sanction a proceeding at this 
time which is a libel upon arbitrament, and which, if finally enforced, 
would render such peaceful means of settling national disputes im- 
possible so far as our Government is concerned. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope the gentleman will allow me a few minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. I think the two gentlemen who have spoken before 
me have each failed to appreciate the point to which I desire to get 
the attention of the House. Especially my honorable friend from 
Ohio (Mr. Monroe] fails. He claims that before the United States 
shall receive the amount of these adjusted claims adjudicated to be 
due from Venezuela, we should entertain a demand from Venezuela 
for an abandonment of that award on her charges of misconduct by 
the arbitrators. 

Venezuela is now a suitor against the United States and demands 
that the United States relinquish the claims which the arbitration 
has solemnly adjudicated in our favor. My proposition is that when 
the Venezuelan government comes and claims that we should aban- 
don this solemn award and bring the investigation again directly | 
back where it was before arbitration, and further refuses to pay to | 
the citizens of the United States the sums that she herself admits to | 


be due, then Venezuela is not doing the equity which justifies the | 
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United States in relinquishing the award. And I affirm further that 
the United States in relinquishing the award and stopping payment 
on the claims by the Secretary of State, as proposed by the committee 
of the House until further action shall be had by Congress, ought 
not to include also the claims of holders of certiticates amounting to 
$459,000, and admitted by the Venezuelan government to be just 
claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One of the largest of these claimants, whose award 
amounts to $150,000, petitions this Congress to re-open this matter for 
the reason that he was compelled to divide his claim and give one- 


| half of it to a ring. 


Mr. KASSON. Ido not see how that affects the logic of the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it abstract logic which the gentleman desires, 
or abstract justice ? 

Mr. KASSON. I do not know a human being to be connected with 
any of these claims. I only know what the committee reports, and 
that they propose to stop payment by this resolution on all clainns, 
just or unjust. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. KASSON. ILask only a few moments more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The geutleman can take the floor, if he 
likes, in his own right. 

Mr. KASSON. I shall occupy afew moments only. Letus suppose 
that the British government after the Geneva award should have 
charged one of the arbitrators in that case to be interested ina claim 
before it, and that claim was a large one, amounting to a million of 
dollars, and even that there was fraud in it, and while it admitted 
that there were just claims awarded amounting to $14,000,000 would 
not pay these millions certainly due because of the alleged fraud in 
the other case, ought our Government to have endured that injustice 
even from the powerful government of Great Britain? Would her 
position have been equitable? That is the principle which I am dis- 
cussing here. 

That is to say, I want this Government to give assurance to the 
government of Venezuela, and I will go with any gentleman to make 
that assurance as strong as they wish, that as soon as Venezuela has 
justly complied with the obligations imposed on her by interna- 
tional law and compact then the Government of the United States 
will consider every allegation of fraud that she makes, and will re- 
tain the money until the investigation is completed. When gentle- 
men say here that Venezuela is a weak government and we are in 
danger of war, they know that there is no danger of that character 
at present. If they will look at the history of our relations with the 
South American governments, they will tind that in the case of al- 
most every one of them with which we have had difficulties these 
have arisen upon this question of payment of their liabilities; be- 
cause those governments are dilatory and perpetually putting off the 
payments upon one ground or another. 

Mr. MONROE, Will the gentleman allow me one moment? 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MONROE. I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr Kasson] 
unintentionally misstates the action of the Venezuelan government in 
this respect. In the parallel case which he presents he supposes that 
Great Britain will pay a portion but refuse to pay any more. 

Mr. KASSON. Or refuse to pay all. 

Mr. MONROE. The truth is that Venezuela has never refused to 


| pay any portion of the claims, ei: her just or unjust. On the other 


hand, she has expressed her anxiety to pay them all just as fast as 
she had any money to do so. The only excuse which she has made 
for not paying promptly has been that she had no money, and that 
such was the condition of her treasury and of society and trade there 
that she could not borrow any. 

Mr. KASSON. My friend knows the habit of the Latin nations in 
that respect. I have read Dr. Blanco’s letter here. I understand 
the significance of language as used by the government of Vene- 
zuela. They can always tind excuses for non-payment by pleading 
inability to pay. But that would not excuse that government; it 
would not excuse our Government from performing a deliberate 
stinulation of a treaty without better showing of a disposition to pay. 

Mr. MONROE, They have never refused anything, but simply 
begged the privilege of showing evidence of fraud. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kasson Jor the gentleman ftom Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER ] to state 
whether or not it is true that these installments which by treaty the 
government of Venezuela is to pay one installment upon the whole 
amount, and cover the bad claims as well as the good f 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. 

Mr. KASSON. That is understood; they cover the bad as well as 
the good. And this joint resolution covers the good as well as the 
bad, which is one point of objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to say further, that in reference to the 
claims that the Venezuelan government regard as valid the install- 
ments that she has paid amount to nearly one-half of those claims. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not understand, however, that the gentleman 
desires by that to be understood as saving that Venezuela has per- 
formed her obligation even touching the $459,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. -If only honest claims had been allowed, then 
what the government of Venezuela has now paid would be, as | 
think, a compliance with her obligations. But I have not made any 
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calculations upon this point, and cannot speak with certainty. The 
various payments are all set forth in the report and the diplomatic 
correspondence, and will show the state of the accounts between the 
two governments. 

Mr. KASSON. As only 15 per cent. of the claims has been paid it 
is evident that that is not the half of the $459,000 that are admitted 
to be valid claims. 


Now, to express in a condensed form what I think will be the safer | 


precedent for the Congress of the United States to establish in regard 
to questions of this delicate and unusual character, I believe I may 
say unprecedented character, for I do not remember that ever before 
any government with which we had a treaty and an arbitration has 
refused to perform its part in the manner suggested here—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. There never was before an arbitration so tainted 
with frand. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope that is trne. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is unprecedented in this country, and I think 
in any other. 

Mr. KASSON. I hope that is true; but nevertheless the point is 
that this award has been made and is existing. One of the govern- 
ments alleges fraud, which the other bas not admitted; and yet our 
committee state that that allegation is true, and it may be true. The 
question then is, What ought tobe done? Should we consent to act- 
ually nullify the whole award? That is the practical question. 

Mr. HOAR. The question I wish to ask is this: I would like 
to understand this case myself. I never heard of it before. Is 
not the question exactly this: The United States and the Venezue- 
lan Governments agreed to submit these claims to arbitration. 
umpire having been bribed, then there has been no arbitration, be- 
cause you had a bribed umpire. What would be the proper course 
in a court or between governments or anywhere else? It would be 


are bound to proceed de novo, the entire award being set aside, noth- 
ing having happened since the agreement to arbitrate. 

Mr. KASSON. Let me say that this has happeued since the agree- 
ment to arbitrate: a percentage on all the claims has been paid by 
the Venezuelan government, which to that extent is a post-facto rati- 
fication of the arbitration. 

One other point. The allegation that there is a bribed arbitrator 
is not admitted by the United States; and more than that, if we make 
such an admission it touches the delicacy of our relations with a pow- 
erful foreign government, by whom ove of these arbitrators, the um- 


pire, was appointed, with the consent of both the governments inter- | 


ested. Hence I would not, without the authority of the Executive 
of this Government, make an admission which would so afiect and 
dishonor a foreign government. 

I do not know that the evidence is complete that this umpire was 
bribed. Gentlemen are asking us to admit it in advance. 
return to my original ground, that there are two objections to this 
report. 


wrong-doing which it makes against the award. The other is that it 
puts the honest claimants in the same boat with the dishonest claim- 
ants. The resolution which I should desire to submit to the House 
as expressing concisely my views is this: 

That the President of the United States is hereby requested to give assurance to 
the government of Venezuela that, upon compliance by that government with the 
termsof the award made pursuant to the convention between the two govermments, 


dated April 25, 1866, this Government will be ready to make equitable arrangement | 
with the Venezuelan government for the investigation of the charges against the | 


validity of the award which that government has alleged to have been fraudulently 

made; and the Secretary of State is authorized and directed to suspend all further 

pete to holders of certificates alleged by the government of Venezuela to have 
een fraudulently awarded by the mixed commission under said convention. 


This expresses concisely the views which I entertain as to the 
proper measure to save the honor of our Government, to save the 
honor of Venezuela, to insist upon the international obligation of a 
solemn award, to protect the honest holders of certificates, and to 
hold by the power of this Government the gates of the Treasury 
closed against dishonest claimants until the two governments have 
by mutual arrangement ascertained whether the charges of fraud are 
well founded. 

Mr. BANKS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BANKS] yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. HURLBUT. Upon a question of this kind I desire to have 
some clear and specific understanding of the subject-matter upon 
which I am called to vote; and I suppose the case is the same with 
every other member. Now it is true that an award, a conclusion 
of arbitration, ought to be held binding ; but it is also true that there 
is no award, if frand on the part of the arbitrators is shown or ac- 
knowledged. This is a principle of law familiar toevery lawyer. It 
has been ruled by the Supreme Court of the United States that the 
only ground upon which an arbitration once entered into can be set 
aside is that the arbitrators have exceeded their powers or were gov- 
erned by fraud in making the award. 


Now I understand that in this case Venezuela charges that there | 


was such frand as should nullify the award; for a fraudulent award 
is no award. Fraud goes to the bottom of all contracts, as is conceded 
in every court, national or international. Now this committee has 


The | 


| relating to a treaty. 


Hence I | 


One is that it seems to concede that one party to an award | 
has the right to protest against executing it because of charges of 
| out further consideration. 





reported substantially, for the information of the House, that there 
was such fraud; that is to say, the United States admit it. If so, it 


| is the clear moral duty of this House and of the executive depart- 


ment of the Government, when authorized thereto by Congress, to 
re-open the transaction. If one of the parties alleges fraud and the 
other admits it, it is the grossest of all inequitable things to take 
advantage of such fraud. 

If, us I have understood from the reading of the report, the prac- 
tical admission made by this committee is that there is ground to be- 
lieve that the allegations of Venezuela as regards the fraudulent 
action of the umpire, no matter how, are true, we ought to suspend 
further proceedings; and if the proof should hereafter become con- 
clusive, the Umted States would be bound in honor and justice to 
open the entire transaction and not to exact from the government of 


| Venezuela anything which is in any shape tainted with this alleged 
| frand. 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, this is a shorter question than would 
seem to be implied from the reading of the report (which has disa- 
bled two or three clerks) and from the long speeches gentlemen have 
made, It admits of a very simple explanation, which I think will 
satisfy the Hlouse that the resolution reported by the committee isright. 

This resolution does not profess to deal with the treaty or the award. 
It stops short of that. The suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kasson] would certainly be worthy of very serious considera- 
tion if the judgment of the committee as expressed in the resolution 
related to the subject to which he refers; that is, tothe treaty and to 
the award. But it does not relate to either. A treaty was made with 
Venezuela, and an award was rendered by a cowmission provided 
for in the treaty; that is a part of the subject before the House. But 
the relations between the United States and the government of Ven- 


| ezuela have been changed since this treaty was entered into, since the 


that the agreement to arbitrate would stand, and the governments | commission was appcinted, and since the award was made. 


In 1873 Congress passed a resolution declaring in terms that this 
award should be considered final; and that the President of the 
United States should make a demand upon Venezuela for payment. 
An additional proposition not accepted by the House accompanied 
these two; a proposition which would be necessary ultimately to ful 
fill or make complete those two propositions which we agreed upon. 
This third proposition was that a ship of war should be sent to Ven- 
ezuela to take possession of the custom-houses and to recover for the 
United States the sum-total of this award by our own act of foree or 
power. Now, the subject before the House is this act of 1873. The 
first proposition is that the award should be final; the second, that 
the President shall make a demand upon the government of Vene- 
zuela for the payment of this money. It is therefore no longer a ques- 
tion between the two governments under a treaty or any proceedings 
The question between the two governments 
arises under this act of 1873. That is where it stops. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there have been made before the committee, ay- 
parently upon respectable authority, allegations which would certainly 
deter this Government fromenforcing its claim immediately and with- 
For example, it has been stated that a 
person not appointed umpire in this commissien has been substituted for 
the person supposed and intended to have been appointed. Itdoesnot 
appear to me to have been the fact, but that is the statement; and 
there are numerous other statements implying, if true, that gross, in- 
excusable, and criminal frauds have been practiced. 

Now, sir, the Committee on Foreign Affairs, whose resolution is be- 
fore you, say that, in the presence of this allegation of fraud, they 
think the sam which has been paid by Venezuela into the Treasury of 


| the United States should not be paid out for a limited time, say one 


month or two months—the time fixed, I believe, is the 4th of March; 
and, secondly, that the extraordinary duty imposed upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States by the act of 1873, which does not follow 
necessarily from the execution of the treaty, that he should, under 
that order of the Congress, make an imperative demand for payment 
upon Venezuela, had better be waived for a little time until these 
facts can be considered. 

I ask the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to this: that it does 
not give any validity whatever to this allegation of fraud, nor does 
it cripple in the slightest degree the rights of the Government under 
the treaty; but it simply suspends the operation and action of the 


| officers of the Government under that act of 1873. And that, I think, 


is entirely right. 

I do not know there is any wrong in this matter. The testimony 
has not been completely given. There are parties who must be 
heard, parties whose representations must be heard ; as, for example, 
the umpire himself and the parties who vere engaged in these trans- 
actions, who are within the call of Congress, and who have not yet 


| teen heard and whose testimony one way or the other must be mate- 


rial. The committee has not given full consideration to this matter. 
They have not been able to make up their minds. But they do say 
that it is proper the provisionsof the act of 1873 shouJu be so far sus- 
pended that the President should not be required to make imperative 


| demand upon Venezuela, and the money paid by Venezuela into the 


Treasury of the United States should be withheld and not paid out, 
certainly for the time specified in this resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether a simple resolution of this House will cover the case and 
whether on the contrary it ought not to be a joint resolution ? 
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Mr. BANKS. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan that it is 
a joint resolution. It was first intended to repeal the act of 1573, 
but the committee could not agree to that. 

A word now, sir, upon the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kasson] that the Government shall insist upon the payment of 
this award by Venezuela before it will listen or consider any repre- 
sentation which may be made upon her part. One chief difficulty 
in this case has been the absolute inability of Venezuela to pily the 


award, the impossibility to get the means whereby to discharge her | 


indebtedness to the Government at the moment when it came due. 
That has happened often, and governments are accustomed to wait. 
Venezuela is a republic like ours. She has been involved in difficul- 
ties just as we have been. She has a large, heavy, and oppressive 
debt as we have. These facts coming suddenly upon her have made 
it impossible for her to pay these cleims. Then no doubt she feels 
deeply aggrieved by what she regards as the injustice done her by 
the decision of the arbitration. 

So far, then, I think there is no impropriety in the proposition made 
by the committee, that Venezuela should have a hearing; that the 
President of the United States should be requested not to make this 
oppressive, imperative demand ; that we should give her the assur- 
ance that the President shall not send a ship of war there to make 
the imperative demand under the act of 1573 if she does not pay; 
and that the Secretary of the Treasury, who is ordered expressly by the 
statute to pay out this money to particularly designated individuals, 
should be instructed by the order of the House in 1876 to suspend 
that payment for a little while at least. 

There are two things to which I object in this report as presented 
to the House. In the first place this joint resolution is suspensory, 
practically it is suspensory of judgment, a suspension of evidence, a 
suspension for consideration, for time, for better opportunity for taking 
testimony. The report, on the contrary, reasons upon the ground that 
this is a coneluded, absolute fact upon which this statement is based. 
And so far as one of the members of the committee I dissent abso- 
lutely from that part of the report. The testimony is notin. The 
committee has not considered it. It has not been agreed upon by the 
committee, nor do the conclusions which the committee report have 
any relation whatever to the report itself. That is the objection I 
make to it. 

Another remark I may perhaps be justified in making, for it will 
not affect the judgment of the House, is as to the attitude in which 
we are placed on this question. The House of Representatives is 
treating with the government of Venezuela directly, as if the House 
of Representatives were an independent government, equal in sta- 
tion and rank with the government of Venezuela. Whatever we do 
in regard to Venezuela ought to be done on representations by that 
government to the Government of the United States. And we ought 
not to consider ourselves as authorized under the Constitution to treat 
with the government of Venezuela, to hear her counsel, to receive her 
officers as witnesses before us and take their judgment upon these 
relations, and still less ought we to blight the reputation and good 
name of any citizen of the United States upon such an indirect trans- 
action as that. 

Upon these two grounds I dissented from the report; but I must 
say I think there is good reason for the passage of the resolution and 
conclusion to which it advises us to come. 

Mr. KASSON, I did not offer my resolution as a substitute, and do 
not propose to do it. My chief object was to draw the attention of 
the House to the various questions involved, and I am glad to have 
developed the dissenting views expressed in the latter remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. They will aid in saving this case 
from becoming a dangerous precedent, a case of cr parte legislative 
investigation, practically at the suggestion of a foreign government, 
into the validity of adjudicated claims, and directly into the validity 
of the acts of an arbitration, the result of an international compact, in 
which the honor of three governments is involved. I shall not ask 
fora division upon the report of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If no other gentleman desires to speak upon the 
subject, I demand the previous question, 

rhe previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire on my own responsibility to introduce 
the bill which I send to the desk and have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It follows up this subject, and I desire to 
introdace it that it may be acted on during next session of Congress. 

There was no objection, and the bill (H. R. No. 4088) in relation to 
the Venezuelan mixed commission was introduced, read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


COTTON CLAIMS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to a reso- 
lution of the House calling for a list of the cotton claims was referred 
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to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department with 
accompanying statements and ordered to be printed. 
PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. WADDELL. I rise to present a conference report, 

The Clerk read the report of the committee of conference, as fo]- 
lows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses upon 
the amendments to the bill (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacitic Mail Steamship Coy) 
pany to carry the mails in their new iron steamships having met, after full and 


ree conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the Honse 
numbered 1; and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2; and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

After the last word insert: “excepting compensation for service performed by 
the said company for the balance of the term of the contract of the said company 
made in pursuance of the said act of February 17, 1505, and for which appropria 
tion has been made.” 


A. M. WADDELL, 

J. K. LUTTRELL, 

J. A. GARFIELD 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JNO. P. JONES, 
H. L. DAWES, 
D. M. KEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WADDELL. I call for the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to present a conference report. 

Mr. EDEN. LI ask the gentleman to yield to me fora minute that I 
may ask unanimous consent to take a bill from the Speaker's table for 
the purpose of moving to concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. EDEN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. No. 3359) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims 
under the act of Congress of March 3, 1-71, and for other purposes, 
with amendmeuts by the Senate. There are only two or three 
amendments of any consequence made to the bill, and as amended 
it does not materially vary from the bill which passed the Honse. 
There is nothing in the bill except what has been awarded by the 
commissioners. I am instructed by the Committee on War Claims to 
ask that the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and the bill having been taken from the 
Speaker's table, the amendmetts of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to yield now to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. FinLey] to make a request for unanimous consent, if it leads 
to no discussion. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me a few moments 
longer while I make some reports from the Committee on War Claims 
to go upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr.RANDALL. Very well; I thought the gentleman from Illinois 
had got through. 

THOMAS BURKE. 

Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims. reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1135) for the relief of Thomas Burke, of Virginia; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


A. L. H. CRENSHAW. 


Mr. EDEN also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (II. 
R. No, 2317) for the relief of A. L. H. Crenshaw, of Missouri; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


DR. MARY E. WALKER. 


Mr. EDEN also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 3528 a bill (H. 
H. No. 4089) for the relief of Dr. Mary E. Walker; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LEON FRANK. 


Mr. EDEN also, by unanimous consent, reported back, with an ad- 
verse recommendation, the petition of Leon Frank, asking compensa- 
tion for tobacco and cotton taken by the United States forces ; and 
the same was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Florida, [Mr. FINLEY. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to make 
some further reports from the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lagreed to yield to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. CONGER. The reports which the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
vania [Mr. SMITH] desires to present are from the same committee 
which has just reported. 

Mr. HURLBUT. I object to the reception of any further reports 
while the House is waiting for the conference report which the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has risen to present. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I present the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two ITouses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1877, 
and for other pereenes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Llouses as follows : 

Phat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 16, 18, 39, 4), 42, 43, | 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, , 52, 53, 55, and 61. 

That the House r » from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, & 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 2s, 29, BO, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 36, 37. 56, 5, 59, 60, 62. and 63. 

Chatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 
and agree to the same, with amendments as follows: In line 24, page 2. strike ont 
” and insert “six,” and atter the word “expenses” insert in line 27 of the 
same page ‘in excess of $100,” and in line 9, page 3. of the amendments, after the 
word * thousand” insert “and one hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 4, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In Ine 11 of said amendment, 
mage 3, strike out “six” and insert “four,” and after the word “ Minnesota,” in 
fo 12, same page, strike out all down toand including the word “Carofua,” in line 
14, and as a distinct paragraph to follow the amended paragraph, insert: “For | 
pay of special agent of the Eastern Cherokee and other Indians in North Carolina | 
up to September 1 next, after which the oftice of said agent is abolished, 8250," 
and in line 16 strike out “ nine” and insert “six,” and at the end of line 3, page 6 
of the bil, add the following: ‘and for gilling-twine for nets, $1,200; and at the 
end of line 16, same page, add ‘‘ and for gilling-twine for nets, $400 ;” at the end of 
line 15, page 7, add “ and for gilling-twine for nets, $400 ;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Vhat the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 17, with the exception of 
the words after the word “ Territory,” in lines 22 and 23, page 20, of the bill; and 
the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “four” and in 
sert “two,” and strike out ‘‘and nineteen,” and strike out “ eight hundred; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 25, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 4 strike wt the word 
“tribe wherever it occurs, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ banas,” and after 
the word “people ” in line 5, strike out all down to and including the word “ In- 
dians,” in line 7, and insert “and hereafter there sball be no ee »riation made for 
the subsistence of said Indians,” andin line 20, after the word “ Sodae insert 
the following: “And the further sum of 20,000 is hereby appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President of the United States for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the foregoing provisions,” and make the word * amount”’ in 
line 26 plural; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom its disagreement to the amendment numbered 31, 
an agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifty” and in 
sert “twenty-five,” and after the word “ dollars” in line 26, page 39 of the bill, 
add the following: 

“ And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall direct that said Indians shall not 
be allowed to leave their proper reservations; and it shall be the duty of the War 








* tive 


Department to aid the Indian Office in seeing that the orders of the Commissioner | 


are executed ; and rations shall not be issued for a longer period than one week at 
atime; and arms or ammunition shall not be issued, sold, or given to said In- 
dians.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 32, 


an agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “forty” and in- | 


rort “ twenty ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 41, 
and egree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Atthe end of said amend- 
ment add: 

“ Provided, That when sufficient matter to make a volume of statistics and his- 
torical data is prepared it shall be submitted to the Commissioner of Indian A flairs 
amt referred by hin to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution and published 
on their written approval.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| to transfer this Bureau. 


| amounted in the aggregate to $3,979,602.11. 


DAT 


“Sec. 6. That the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs shall advertise for all supplies : 





Provided, That the purchase of supplies for sixty days may be made in open mar- 
| ket: And provided further, That to meet any exigency of the service purchases 
| may be made in open market to an extent not to exceed $2,000 at any one time.” 


And the Senate agree to the same 
SAML. J. RANDALL, 
A. M. SCALES, 
5. A. HURLBUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. WINDOM, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
FRANCIS KERNAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. RANDALL. The material point of difference between the two 
Houses upon this bill was with reference to the transfer of the In- 
dian Bureau from the Interior Department to the War Department. 


| The House has thrice indicated its purpose by a decided vote that 


this transfer should be made, both upo& bills appropriating money 
and also in a separate bill which was sent to the Senate on the 25th 
April last, and has remained ever since unacted upon in that body. 
The time is now come when one body or the other must yield in 
that particular. The Senate declined, by their non-action, even to 
consider the bill which was sent to that body, as I have already 
stated, on the 25th of April, which was a separate and distinct bill 
In view of the Indian difficulties, we did 
not, on the part of the House, think it was wise to longer continue 
the opposition to the expressed will of the Senate. 

As to the amounts of money involved in this bill, I will state that 
the bill as passed by the House, which proposed to accomplish the 
transfer and thus save a large sum which we thought could be saved, 
The bill as passed by 
the Senate amourted to $4,958,361.27.. The amount appropriated in 
this bill underthe report of the committee of conference is$4,670,117.02, 
being a reduction from the appropriations of last year of $690,437.50. 
With this statement I believe I will submit the question on the 
adoption of the report to the House. I am ready, however, to answer 
any question which may be put to me touching any of the details of 
this report. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference ; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsiderthe vote by which the report was 
adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. JOHN REILLY. I ask unanimous consent to submit some re- 
ports from the Committee on Military Affairs, not for consideration 
at this time, but that they may go upon the Calendar, and with the 
accompanying reports be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. There was a request made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SMITH] before the presentation of the report of 
the committee of conference for permission to make some reports from 
the Committee on War Claims, which was objected to. Unless that 
objection is withdrawn, I object to this request. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the reports cannot be made, 

INDIAN TROUBLES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has received from the Pres 
ident of the United States a communication, which he asks consent 
to lay before the House. The Clerk will read the communication 
from the President, which, with the accompanying documents, will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a telegram of the 5th of August from Lieutenant-General 
Sheridan to General Sherman, aletterof the 11th of the present month from Gene 
ral Sherman to the Secretary of War, and a letter from the latter of the same date 
to me, all setting forth the possible needs of the Army in consequence of existimg 
hos: ilities. 

I would strongly urge upon Congress the necessity for making some provision 
for a contingency which may arise during the vacation for more troops in the 
Indian country than it is now possible to send. It would seem to me to be much 





And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 54, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 
line Sof said amendment, insert “agricultural implements and for,” and in line 11 
strike out “five” and insert “six,” and at the end of said amendment add ‘and 
$300 of said sum shall be paid to the superintendent of common schools in North 
Carolina, who shall have the supervision of the schools of the Cherokees in said 
rey under direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ;"' and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 57, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 5, page 45 of the bill, 
strike out all after the word “‘ Provided” down to and including the word “ but” 
in line & and insert the word “ That;” and in line 10, strike out the word “ and" 
where it first occurs, and strike out the words “and others,” and in line 11, strike 
out the word “and” where it first occurs, and strike out “and for no other pur 
poses,” and insert “and for paying employés: And provided further, That amounts 


now due employés for the year ending June 30, 1876, may be paid out of the unex. | 


pended balance of the incidental fund of said year ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 64, 
substituting as follows: 

“Sec. 5. And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole 
power and authority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes and to make such rules 
and regulations as he may deem just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity 
of goods and the prices at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians. 


After the word “ for,” in | 





more economical and better to authorize an increase of the present cavalry force by 
twenty-five hundred privates, but, if this is not deemed advisable, then that the 
President be authorized to cail out not exceeding five regiments, one thousand 
strong each. of voinnteers to serve for a period not exceeding six montha. 

Should this latter authority be given, I would not order out any volunteers un- 
less in my opinion, based upon reports from the scene of war, I deemed it abso- 
lutely necessary, and then only the smallest number considered sufficient to meet 


| the emergency. 
U. 8S. GRANT. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 11, 1876. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that that communication and the accom- 
panying documents be printed and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Atfairs; and upon that motion I ask the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to inquire whether a bill upon that sub- 
ject is not now pending? 

Mr. THORNBURGH. There is a bill from the Senate in relation 
to the same subject on the Speaker’s table, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be taken up and referred, with the communication of the 
President, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRISON and others objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
call of committees for reports of a private nature. 













Spleen wc ies Cay 


ee 


ix “ Pat nme bee 
ReNIES ur . 


PRE RN 0 eg eee RT hee ea 


+ res oe 


Rees. 


Sm, 


nt det ere 


PES ma geen ale a 


Sareea 


~ 


CARE Meant es 


et etic a nee 


SATS 


Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that the regular order of 
business is the unfinished business of yesterday, the completion of 
the hour of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not on Friday. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the call for the regular order. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I renew the call. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair hold that a motion to reconsider can- 
not be called up on Friday as well as any other day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably a motion to reconsider 
a public bill is not in order on Friday unless all private businuess has 
been disposed of. 





TRADE-MARKS, 


Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. I submit areport from a committee of confer- 
ence which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read the report as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 640) “* To punish the counterfeiting of 
trade-mark goods and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark goods’ 
having met, afterfull and free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recom- 
mend, to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 2, 5, and 10 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 4 and &. 

‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered |, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: After the 
word © keep,” in line 4, page | of the bill, insert the words“ for sale or keep that 
others may sel and the louse agree te the same 

That the Llouse recede from its amendment numbered 3, and agree to the clause 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: At the end of the sec- 
tion insert lu all cases in which it appears that the person or party claiming 
sail goods had, when he received the same, knowlodge or notice that the same were 
such goods as this section describes ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 6, and agree to the same, with an amendment, so that the clause will 
read as follows: With intent that the same be used for the purpose of deception 
and frand;” and the Louse agree to the same 

hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 7, and agree to the same, with an amendment, so that the clause will 
read as follows: * With intent that the same be used for the purpose of deception 
and fraud ;" and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 9, and agree to the section 
wherein said amendment occurs, amending said section soas to stand as follows: 


“That any person who shall, with intent to defraud any person or persons, know- | 
ingly and willfally aid or abet in the violation of any of the provisions of this act, | 


shall upon conviction thereof be punished as prescribed in the first section of this 
act, and any persoa who shall commit any of the offenses speciticd im this act shall 
be doemed to have committed a crime, and may be proceeded against by arrest, in- 


dictment, and trial, as in other criminal cases, and the district courts of the United | 


States shall have coguizance and jurisdiction to enforce this act ;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
J. H BAGLEY, Jr., 
W. HARTZELL, 
Kk. S. SAMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ROSCOE CONKLING, 
FREDERL K T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


conference, 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would like to inquire of the Chair 


whether it is in order to move to postpone the consideration of this | 


conference report until the next session of Congress ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The conference report can be voted down, in 
which case the bill would be lost; but it might be revived again. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
the bill; to postpone the report until the next session does not neces- 
sarily kill the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I desire to say a very few words in 
relation to this bill. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York sub- 
mitting the report [Mr. J. H. BAGLEy ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. I desire to say in reference to this report that 
we have had a full and free conference; and although there may be 


some features of this report which are objectionable to some gentle- | 


men, yet we have done, after mature consideration, the best we could, 


and I think we have put the billin a very acceptable shape. I do | 


not know that I have any explanations to make in regard to this re- 


wrt. My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Iowa, | 


Mr. SAMPSON,] can perhaps give a better explanation of it than I 
can. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 
a moment ? 
Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. 
mittee. 
Mr. SAMPSON. 


I will first yield to my colleague on the com- 


I do not desire to take up any of the time of the 
House in discussing this report, unless it may appear that there are | 


some sound reasons why it should not be adopted. If the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Hewitr] has any objection to this report, I 
am perfectly willing to hear his objection, and then I may desire to 
reply to him. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My attention was called to this bill 


early in the session by a very large association in the city of New | 
I was surprised to | 
learn that in the city of New York there were two thousand dealers | 


York known as the Junk Dealers’ Association. 


in cast-off articles. 
ter, and I tried to do so 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


To vote down the conference report would kill | 


Will the gentleman yield to me for | 


I was asked to give some attention to this mat- | 


AvaustT 1 l, 


| 


Now I confess before this House, to my humiliation, that this }j}] 
actually passed both Houses and went to this conference committee 
while I was sitting in my seat and I was utterly ignorant of the fact, 
I immediately called the attention of members of the Honse and of 
the Senate to the character of the bill. I had it examined by com- 
petent legal authority, and [ have been assured that the bill cannot 
be executed without subjecting a large class of humble and respect- 
able people to the very greatest hardships. 

I have no doubt this bill contains many meritorious features in re- 
gard to trade-marks, and that some legislation is required for the 
better protection of trade-marks. But it seems to me it will bea 

| mistake to carry into operation any such legislation without giving 
proper attention to the rights and interests of other portions of the 
community who have not been represented before the conunittee, as 
| the owners of trade-marks have, by competent counsel. 

The association of which I have spoken complained that they had 
had no opportunity to be heard before the committee of this House. 
They seem to have addressed a communication to the committee of 
the Senate, and that communication I understand was acknowledzed, 
although I was informed by the president of the association that it 
had not been acknowledged. 

| Ido not desire to defeat this bill; I desire tosee it perfected. But 
it seems to me that to pass it under this report of the committee of 
conference would be doing very great injustice. Hence my inquiry 
of the Chair if it was in order to move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this report until the next session of Congress, so that 
all parties interested might be heard and an opportunity given to 
secure proper legislation. 

Let me explain to this House very briefly the nature of one pro- 
vision of this bill. A poor man is passing along the street with a 
bottle under his arm; the bottle is marked Piper Heidsieck, or some 
other respectable name. Now, if there be a deputy marshal who is 
prepared to swear that this man has this bottle with intent to de- 
fraud, the man can be arrested and carried before a United States 
commissioner. In many portions of the country the United States 

| commissioner cannot be found within fifty or one hundred miles. 
‘The man can be put under arrest and required to give bail, and per- 
haps all the property he has in the world is the bottle under his arm. 
Then comes the bill of fees for the marshal, for the commissioner, 
and for everybody else. I am assured by gentlemen here, and no 
doubt lawyers on this floor understand it much better than I do, that 
in different parts of this country there are deputy marshals and com- 
| missioners who are engaged in hunting up violations of the revenue 
laws for the express purpose of securing the fees. 

The operations of this bill extend to almost every known class of 

| cast-off articles; bottles, boxes, cigar-boxes, medicine vials, anything 
that any man may happen to cast aside and a poor fellow may pick 
up. If somebody wili make the necessary affidavit against bim, he 
may be arrested and put in any jail and kept there. 

It is true that a provision requiring the showing of an intent to 
defraud (which was not in the original draught of this bill) has been 
inserted upon careful examination by the committee; and I thank 
them for it. But it seems to me that the whole measure is too full of 
danger to be passed at this late hour of the session without more 
thorough investigation. I appeal to my legal friends here—for they 
are the ones whoought to guard the interests of these poorer members 

| of society, who are unable to protect themselves—I ask from them a 
careful examination of the previsions of this bill in order that they 
may say whether it is such legislation as an enlightened Congress 
ought to adopt. If, therefore, it be in order, I shall move to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject until the next session of Con- 
gress, in the hope that then a proper measure may be perfected which 
will satisfy all classes of the community. 

Mr.SAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the first objection which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] seems to make to this bill is that it 
has not been carefully considered ; that it is hasty legislation. As I 
| understand the history of this measure, it was introduced into the 
Senate perhaps some three months ago, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary of that body, and after careful consideration by 
some of the ablest lawyers upon that committee, was reported back 
to the Senate and after discussion sent to this House. The gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. Cox} called up the bill here and asked unan- 
imous consent that it might be considered and passed immediately. I 
| called his attention to the fact that the bill embraced some objec- 
tionable features under which innocent men might be punished. I 
was anxious to have inserted in the bill a provision requiring proof 
of intent to defrand—requiring the Government to prove atlirma- 
tively in every case that this cast-off property to which the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewitt] has referred was held with intent 
to defraud. Upon that suggestion of mine, the gentleman consented 
to the reference of the bill to the Committee on Patents. It was care- 
fully considered by that committee, upon which there are a number 
of legal gentlemen; and the provision requiring proof of intent to de- 
fraud was inserted in every case where it appeared necessary for the 
protection of innocent parties. After full consideration by that com- 
mittee the bill came back to the House with amendments, and was 
here discussed. Gentlemen will remember that there was quite a 
struggle to obtain the floor for the purpose of having those amen«- 
ments considered. The bill was discussed, the reasons for the amer:l- 
| ments given; and the bill was passed as amended without a dissexut- 
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ing voice. Upon its return to the Senate that body refused to concur 
in the amendments of the House and a conference committee was ap- 
pointed. ' 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Hewirr] has complained that 
a friend or constituent of his has been denied the opportunity to 
make a propershowing before the committee. I believe he has refer- | 
ence to the president of the Junk Association of New York City, an 
association numbering some two or three thousand members. Now, | 
the fact is that that gentleman has been in communication with amem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate ever since the early part 
of June. He then opened a correspondence, and letters have passed 
back and forth between those gentlemen. His case as made out by ; 
letter was submitted to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and 
was fully considered. His opposition to the measure had relation to | 
this very provision relating to empty bottles. Now, in order to show 
the House that this is not an objectionable feature, I desire to read 
the section relating to that subject: 

That any person who shall, with intent to injure or defrand the owner of any 
trade-mark, or any other person lawfully entitled to use or protect the same, buy, | 
acll, offer for sale, deal in, or have in his possession any used or empty box, enve- 
lope, wrapper, case, bottle, or other package to which Is aflixed, so that the same 
may be obliterated without substantial injury to such box or other thing aforesaid, 
any trade-mark, registered pursuant to the statutes of the United States, not so de- 
faced, erased, obliterated, and destroyed as to prevent its fraudulent use, shall, on 
conviction thereof, be punished as prescribed in the first section of this act. 

Now, if the trade-mark is a part of the bottle—if it is blown into | 
the bottle so that it cannot be erased—there is no offense. But if the | 
trade-mark is a paper label stuck upon the bottle, so that it must be | 
rubbed off unless the person having it in his possession takes pains | 
to keep it there, then it will be some evidence perhaps that he in- 
tends to violate the law. If he cannot wash the bottle without wash- | 
ing off the label unless he takes especial pains to keep it on, this | 
may be evidence of intent to defraud. But this intent must appear 
by some affirmative evidence. The burden of proof rests upon the 
Government. If aman has in his possession bottles with trade-mark 
labels upon them, all he has to do to avoid the very appearance of | 
evil is to wash off the labels. It seems to me it cannot be claimed in 
reason that there is any hardship in the provisions of this bill as now 
amended. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwItTr] says that an innocent 
man may be arrested for having in his possession a bottle with a 
counterfeit trade-mark. So a man may be walking through the 
streets with a half dollar in his pocket which some man may claim is 
counterfeit, and he may be arrested upon the charge of having counter- 
feit money in his possession. There is the same possibility of hard- 
ship in every case where a man may be alleged to have any counter- 
feit property in his possession. We have, however, been very care- | 
ful to guard all these sections so as to throw upon the Government 
the burden of proving the intent to defraud. In fact it seemed to be 
the opinion of some gentlemen interested in this bill that in this man- 
ner it had been so diluted as to be of little value for the punish- 
ment of those who may deal in counterfeit trade-marks. I think that 
certainly if we are going to pass any bill on this subject, this is in as 
mild a form as any gentleman could wish. We have sought to render 
it impossible that any innocent man shall be punished. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman state the penalty? 

Mr. SAMPSON. The maximum punishment is a fine of $2,000 and 
imprisonment for two years, but the penalty may be as light as im- 
prisonment for one minute and a fine of one cent, as the whole matter 
rests within the discretion of the court. A large latitude in respect 
to the penalty is intentionally given. If aman is found having in 
his possession but a single package or bottle bearing a counterfeit 
trade-mark, and if this is his only offense, the court may make the 
penalty extremely light. 

Although the gentleman from New York seems now s0 apprehen- 
sive in regard to punishments, he introduced in this House and had 
referred to the Committee on Patents a bill in which the punishment 
for the use of counterfeit trade-marks was fixed at imprisonment for 
ten years and a fine not exceeding $5,000. Under this bill the pun- 


1876. 





| 


$2,000, while it may be as much less as the court within its discretion 
may deem proper. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Samp- 
SON] states that I introduced bills for the protection of trade-marks 
containing severer penalties than those in the bill under discussion. 
That is true; but he ought to remember that gentlemen often intro- 
duce bills at the request of other parties for the provisions of which 
they do not hold themselves responsible. The bills referred to were 
handed to me by respectable members of the bar, and I introduced 
them without giving any sanction to the provisions of the bills myself. 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, when this bill which was passed in 
the Senate was referred to the Committee on Patents, it seemed to 
me to be a bill solely in the interest of those to whom by law privi- 
leges had been given in connection with trade-marks that its pro- 
visions were so harsh and so severe, and the penalty so high, the im- 
prisonment so long necessarily, with no requirement that fraudulent 
intent should be alleged and proved, that I was very much opposed 
to it, as were other members of the Committee on Patents. It was 
considered for a long time by that committee very carefully. I think 
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if the bill has been agreed upon substantially by the conference com- 


| objection to its passage. 


ishment cannot exceed imprisonment for two years and a fine of | 


DATO 













mittee as it finally passed the House the interests of the people are 
fairly protected, and the interests of those who have rights under 
the trade-mark law are equally well protected. I am not certain, as 
I have not looked into it, whether this contains the section which 
oe it purely a criminal offense and which was struck out by the 

ouse, 

Mr. SAMPSON. That was not restored in the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. If that were restored by this conference committee 
I should myself oppose the passage of this bill now or at any time, 
and I should ask gentlemen of the House to oppose it upon what I be- 
lieve to be abundantly sufficient ground. But the gentleman who has 
charge of the billinforms me that the section stricken out by the com- 
mittee of conference has not been restored. If it has not and sufficient 
guard against abuse of prosecutions is inserted by the Committee 
on Patents in the Senate bill—if those are retained, I can see no real 













Mr. J. H. BAGLEY. I demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I made a motion before the previous 
question was called to postpone the consideration of the question un- 
til next session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that purpose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that purpose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
for that purpose. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 42. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question recurred on ordering the main question to be now put. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 56. 

So the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the report. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 72, noes 70, 

Mr. FRANKLIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
69, nays 83, not voting 133; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John H. Bagley, jr., John H. Baker, Banks, Bradley, Horatio C. 
Burchard, Burleigh, Caswell, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Conger, Crounse, Cut 
ler, Davy, Eames, Egbert, Evans, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gartield, Hancock, 
Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Joyee, Kasson, Kehr, Kim- 
ball, Franklin Landers, Lapham, Lawrence, Lord, Lynch, McCrary, MeDill, Mon- 

| roe, Morgan, Nash, Norton, O'Neill, Packer, Page, William Ps. Phillips, Pierce, 

Piper, Plaisted, Potter, Pratt, Raincy, Rea, Rusk, Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr 
Smith, Stevenson, Stone, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, Robert B. 
Vance, Wait, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, Willard, William B. Williams, and 
James Wilson—69. 

NA YS— Messrs. Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, Banning, Bland, 
Boone, Bradford, Cabell, Cannon, Cate, Caulfield, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Davis, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, Eden, Felton, 
Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, 
Henkle, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hopkins, House, Hunton, Thomas 
L. Jones, Levy, Lewis, Lynde, Maish, McFarland, McMahon, Metcalfe, Mills, 

| Mutchler, New, Payne, Poppleton, Reagan, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Riddle, 
John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Savage, Scales, Schleich 
er, Sheakley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Spencer, Springer, Strait, 
Stenger, Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Turney, John L. 
Vance, Waddell, Gilbert C. Walker, White, Whitthorne, Jeremiah N. Williams, 
Willis, and Yeates—x3 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, George A. Bagley, William H. Baker, 
Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Bright, John Young 
Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Samuel D. Burchard, Jobn H. Caldwell, 
William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, 
Crapo, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dannell, 
Ellis, Ely, Faulkner, Fuller, Gause, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Goodin, Hale, Robert 
Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Har 
rison, Hartzell, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hereford, Hill, Hoge, Holman, 
Hooker, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Knott, 
Lamar, George M. Landers, Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Luttrell, Mackey, Ma- 
goon, MacDougall, Meade, Miller, Milliken, Money, Morrison, Neal, O'Brien, 
Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Platt, Powell, Purman, Randall, Rice, Rob- 
inson, Sobieski Ross, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Stowell, 
Swann, Tarbox, Teese, Martin lL. Townsend, Tucker, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walk- 
er, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wigginton, Wike, Andrew Williams, Alpheus 5. 
Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, James D. Williams, Wilshire, Ben- 
jamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Young 
—133. 


So the report was rejected. 

During the vote, 

Mr. HUNTON stated that Mr. Harris, of Virginia, was paired with 
Mr. MILLER, of New York; and Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, with Mr. 
HoGe, of South Carolina. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was rejected; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MORRISON. I submit the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the 
| Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to ad- 


journ their respective Houses without day on Monday next, August 14, 1876, at 
| four o'clock p. m. 








The gentleman had not the floor for 






Is it in order now to move it? 
The gentleman had not the floor for 







Ts it inorder now? 
The gentleman has not the floor now 
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Mr. MORRISON. 





I demand the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 


and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 
Mr. SINGLETON. 
Committee on Printing. 


the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. Speaker, on an early day of this session we passed a resolution 
to print exactly the same number of copies of the Agricultural Re- 
— for the years 1874 and 1875 as are provided for in this bill. 


t went to the Senate, and they, instead of taking up the resolution 
passed by this House, have sent us a new bill. 
difference between the resolution adopted by the House and this bill. 
There is a difference, | think, only in one respect. When the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reported the sundry civil bill an amount 
was appropriated for the Government Printing Establishment, and 
out of that amount these reports were to be paid for. 


ployés of that Department, and that there would be enough money 
left to pay for the reports. On examination it was found to be other- 
wise, and the Senate proposed to have these reports printed ; and for 
that purpose the bill appropriates $130,000, or so much as may be nec- 
essary, to have them printed. While I am in favor of retrenchment 
and reform, I think this is a proper expenditure. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
ELISHA E. RICE. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 


table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 852) for the relief of | 


Elisha E. Rice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read for information. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to allow and pay to E. E. Rice, late United States consul at 
Hakodadi, Japan, out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $555.41, being 10 per cent. of bis salary as consul at said port 
from July 1, 1869, to November 3, 1571, that being the usual allowance 
for rent of that consulate. 

Mr. BANKS. If the House will give me its attention for one min- 
ute, Lcan state the facts of this case. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs has unanimously approved of this bill. 
in Japan at Hakodadi. The First Comptroller, in a communication 
to the Senate Committee on Claims, which is printed in their report, 
states that Mr. Rice is entitled to 10 per cent. of his salary as rent, 
which was never paid to him, but which was due to him. Mr. Rice 
needs it in these days, and 1 hope the House will agree to give it to 
him. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read three times, and passe«|. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wae 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacitic Mail Steamship Com- 
pany to carry the mails in their new iron steamships. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate insisted 
on its amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to the partition 
of. real estate in the District of Columbia, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as 
conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. Howe, 
and Mr. STEVENSON. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate insis‘ed 
on its amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue 
of artificial limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. LoGAN, Mr. 
Boorn, and Mr. Gorvon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CAULFIELD. Task unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VANCE, of Ohio. I rise to a privileged report. 

Mr. CONGER. I now renew my request that the Committee on 
War Claims may report some bills to be placed on the Private Calendar. 
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I rise to submit a privileged report from the 
I am directed to report back the bill (S. 
No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution of the reports 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1574 and 1875, with 


There is very little 


It was then | 
supposed that there would be a reduction in the number of the em- 
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| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just recognized the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAULFIELD] to ask unanimons consent 
| to make a report. 
WILLIAM BATTERSBY. 
Mr. CAULFIELD, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on 
| the Judiciary, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1151) for the relief of William Battersby; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT. 
On motion of Mr. WILLARD, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
| R. No. 3962) providing means to defray the expenses of the District 
of Columbia until December 1, 1876, with amendments by the Sen- 
ate, was taken from the Speaker's table. 
Mr. WILLARD. I move that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and ask a committee of conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as managers of 
the conference which the House has just agreed to request, Mr. W11- 
LARD of Michigan, Mr. Care of Wisconsin, and Mr. HARTRIDGE of 


| Georgia. 


MOSES F. CARLTON. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimons consent, from the 
Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2386) for the re- 


| lief of Moses F. Carlton, late second lieutenant Company I, Fourth 


Michigan Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


| ordered to be printed. 


JOHN B. SLACK. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with an unfavorable recommendation, the petition of 
John B. Slack, late a third assistant engineer in the United States 
Navy; which was laid on the table, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

F. W. FE. LOHMAN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the memorial of F. W. E. Lohman; and the 
same was laid on the table, and the report ordered to be printed. 


J. C. M’CONNELL, 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also, from the same committee, made 
an wdverse report on the claim of J. C. McConnell; and the same was 








Mr. Rice was consul 


passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


laid on the table, and the report ordered to be printed. 


0. P. NORRIS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with an adverse report, the bill (H. R. No. 2357) for the 
relief of Lieutenant O. P. Norris, of the One hundred and eleventh 
Ohio Volunteers; and the same was laid on the table, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of Ac- 


counts, submitted the following resolution ; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay out of the contingent fund to Joho H. Shaw, Richard A. Shaw, Wil- 
son Grice, Robert Coates, Henry Hall, William H. Hall, Daniel Spagges, and James 
Savoy, each, £6 per month during this session, deducting such sums as may have al- 
ready been paid them. This resolution to be considered asa substitute for the res- 


olution passed on the 29th of July last, so far as it relates to the above-named par- 
ties. 


Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
GILDEROY A. HARDY. 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 944) 


for the relief of Gilderoy A. Hardy was taken from the Speaker's 
table, received its several readings, and was passed. 


Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana. I rise toa privileged question. I ask 


that additional members be appointed on the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, on account of the absence of the majority of that committee. 
There are but two members of the committee present, Mr. PLAISTED 
and myself. 
tion, and he assures me that it is inrpossible that he should discharge 
the duties of this committee. 


additional members should be appointed upon the committee. 


Mr. PLAISTED isa member of a committee of investiga- 


It is therefore absolutely necessary that 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana. 
No objection was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


How many? 
I think two will be sufficient. 


The Chair will announce the addi- 


tional members of the committee in the morning. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 





1876. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pendipg a motion to adjourn, Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; when 
the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 561) for the relief of Major Junius D. Traynor; and 
A bill (8S. No. 1007) concerning the employment of Indian scouts. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. TUCKER was granted leave of absence for two days on ac- 
count of important business. 

Mr. DARRALL was granted leave of absence for four days on ac- 
count of sickness. 

Mr. J. H. BAGLEY was granted leave of absence for ten days. 

Mr. MILLER was granted leave of absence for ten days. 

Mr. SPARKS was granted an extension of the leave of absence here- 
tofore granted him for ten days. 

Mr. Davy was granted leave of absence for ten days on account 
of important business. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 


REUBEN DAVIS. 


Mr. HOOKER. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for action at the present time the bill (8S. No. 990) for the re- 
moval of the political disabilities of Reuben Davis, of Mississippi. 


No objection was made, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s | 


table, received its several readings, and (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof) was passed. 

Mr. HOOKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. RUSK. I ask unanimous consent to print some remarks in re- 
gard to the tariff in its relations to agriculture in the RECORD as a 
part of the proceedings of the House. 

There was no objection, and the leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

And taen, on motion of Mr. PAGE, (at five o’clock and thirty min- 
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were presented 
at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 


By Mr. DAVY: The petition of nurserymen, horticulturists, and | 


florists of Rochester, New York, and vicinity, that no appropriation 
be made for the distribution of seeds through the Agricultural Bu- 
reau and that the postage on all seeds and plants be reduced, to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Memorial of Alexander Moffit and M. McEwen, 
that the petition of Alexander Mofttit and others for the appointment 
of a joint committee of the House and Senate to vontinue the investi- 
gation of the charges made against the management of the Govern- 
meut Hospital for the Insane be reported back to the House from the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of James Burk, of the District of 
Columbia, for a pension, to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition of M. McEwen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, that he be paid the amount of witness fees due 
Mary J. Van Keuren, she having assigned to him her interest in the 
same, to the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. A. 8. WILLIAMS: The petition of Elizabeth Craig, the 
mother of Prince Albert Craig, late of the One Hundred and second 
Regiment, United States Colored Troops, who was killed during the 
late war, for a pension, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 


SATURDAY, August 12, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
4 HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3033) to remove the political disabilities of C. 
M. Wilcox, of Maryland, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] to the fact that this 
case was included in a bill passed yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By an amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let this bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, The action yesterday violates all the practice of the 
Senate. There will not be any more disability bills passed at this 
session if they are going to be doubled up in that way. Let each 
case stand on its own bottom. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
The joint resolution (H. R. No. 164) in reference to the payment of 
| awards of the Venezuelan mixed commission was read twice by its 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
EXPENSES OF DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. No. 3962) to provide means to defray the expenses of the District 
of Columbia until December 1, 1276, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOY, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives and agree to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. : 

By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 


; dent pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Windom, Mr. Ep- 
MUNDs, and Mr. KERNAN. 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 


Reso'ved, (the Senate concurring.) That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to ad 
journ their respective Houses without day on Monday next, August 14, 1876, at four 


| o'clock p. m 


Mr. WINDOM. I move the reference of the resolution tothe Com- 
inittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 suggest that it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
_ Mr. SLEVENSON. I hope not. I hope the Senate will dispose of 
it now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It had better lie on the table. 
Mr. MORRILL. Let it lie on the table. 





The Chair will call the attention | 


Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to letting it lie upon the table. 
The Senate is not ready to act upon it now. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it ought to be within reach of the Senate at 
any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The resolution will lie on the table 
if there be no objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BOGY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 620) for the relief of Redick McKee, 
reported it without amendment. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF YACHT. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3678) to change the 
name of the pleasure-yacht Lydia to that of Sylph, to report it 
without amendment. As there is not likely to be any debate upon 
the bill, I ask for its present consideration. It is merely to change 
the name of a pleasure-yacht. . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1045) for the relief of George A. Eades, late 
collector of customs at Sitka, Alaska; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF IMPEACHMENT TRIAL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing reported two bills 
yesterday as substitutes for two resolutions, for printing, one addi- 
tional copies of the impeachment trial and the other additional 
copies of the report of the engineers upon the alluvial deposits of 
the Mississippi. It has always been the custom for the Senate to 
consider immediately reports from the Committee on Printing order- 
ing additional copies, and for the obvious reason that it is more 
economical to print them at once than it is to make a delay which 
may involve a resetting of the type. That objection does not apply 
in the case of the bill ordering copies of the impeachment, which is 
stereotyped ; but still it would be more ecouomical to do it now than 
to do it by and by. Without intending to urge the matter at all, I 
should like to have it disposed of. {[ would say that I think both of 
these matters are desired by the House of Representatives, and as 
neither House can order more than 3500 worth of printing without 
the concurrence of the other, I think it is a matter of courtesy, when 
the expense is not large, that each House should defer to the other, 
and Lhope, if we set the example, it will be followed; although it 
has not always been followed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
make a motion? 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

| morning business. 


Mr. INGALLS. 


Does the Senator from Rhode Island 


I cannot make a motion to take precedence of the 
I have to ask unanimous consent. 
Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
with morning business ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise to ask the consideration of a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island has 
risen for that purpose. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report 
of the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap, which was reported 
yesterday. [After a pause.] I am advised that the bill has not been 
returned from the Printer. If that is the case we cannot take it up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It has not been returned, the Chair 
is informed. 





Does the Senator from Kansas rise 


LANDS IN CHEROKEE STRIP. 

Mr. HARVEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1984) to provide for the sale of certain 
Jands in Kansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HARVEY. 
panying the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion subject to the action of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the papers read. 

Mr. HARVEY. Lask the Secretary to read the letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and the letters of the Cherokee delegation 
relating to this matter. 

Mr. DAVIS. LIask the Senator whether this bill comes regularly 
from a committee. 

Mr. HARVEY. It was reported fromthe Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. OGLESBy,] and that Senator 
and myself agreed that whoever could get the floor first for the pur- 
pose should call the bill up for consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been on the Calendar for two weeks. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Has it passed the House ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a House bill. 

Mr. HARVEY. If the Senators will listen to the reading of the 
yapers, | think they will be satisfied. There are no conflicting claims 
involved at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Let it be reported for information. 
l ask that the Secretary read the papers accom- 


The papers have been sent for. 
PAVING OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. MORRILL. While we are waiting for the papers I ask the 
Senate again to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part of 
section 5ofan act entitled “An act authorizing the repavement of 
Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 19, 1876. I venture to assure 
the Senate that thisis not for the benefit of any contractors. It is not 
the desire that there shall be a time fixed, but in order to accomplish 
the work as nearly as possible within the time, in the very best man- 
ner, it is thought the bill should be passed. 1 ask that this bill, 
which was taken up yesterday morning, be taken up again. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the bill 
for information. 

Phe Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lask the Senator if we had not better fix a date? 

Mr. MORRILL, I will say to the Senator from West Virginia that 
if we fix the date the contractors will claim that they have the right 
to go to that point of time. We do not want to have the date fixed 
because we believe it can be done earlier. The bill is only to provide 
for some extraordinary contingency which might occur, which would 
require the commissioners to have the work relet or something of that 
sort, in consequence of any dereliction of duty on the part of the 
men who may take the contract, 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam in favor of the extension; but my thought was 
that it had better be limited to some particular time, for it might 
run a year, 

Mr. MORRILL, Ido not think we shall want it extended more 
than a week or ten days at the outside, possibly not that. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not insist 
upon the bill until the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Dennis] is here, 
who wishes to be heard upon this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will not object. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will listen to me, I will state 
that the Senator from Maryland desires to be present when this bill 
is taken up. It is only upon that ground that I think it is due to 
him, he not being here, that I should object. I only act in behalf of 
a brother Senator who I understand wants to be present. 

Mr. MORRILL. We have but a little time, and I do not think that 


om arg from Maryland, if he understands the fact, will object in 
the least. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. 

Mr. HARVEY. 
bill L called up. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read, if the Senator insists. 

Mr. HARVEY. I must insist on the consideration of the bill. 


LANDS IN CHEROKEE STRIP. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 1984) to provide for the sale of certain lands in 


I understand that he desires to be present. 
1 call for the reading of the papers in regard to the 


The papers being here they will be 
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Kansas. The preamble recites that certain lands in the State o? 
Kansas known as the Cherokee strip, being a strip of land on the 
southern boundary of Kansas, some two or three miles wide, de- 
tached from the lands patented to the Cherokee Nation by the act 


| known as the Kansas-Nebraska bill, in defining the boundaries there- 


of, are still, so far as unsold, the property of the Cherokee Nation - 
and that an act was passed by the Forty-second Congress, which be- 
came a law on its acceptance by the Cherokee national authorities, 
and which fixed the price of the lands east of Arkansas River at $v 
per acre, and west of the river at $1.50 per acre; and that portions 
of the same have been sold under this law and portions remain un- 
sold, the price being too high. 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall offer for 
sale to settlers all of the tract remaining unsold at the local land 
offices in the districts in which it is situated at $1.25 per acre; and 
all remaining unsold after one year from the date at which they are 
so offered for sale at the local land offices are to be sold by the Sce- 
retary of the Interior for cash, in quantities or tracts not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres, at not less than $1 per acre. 

Section 2 provides that the proceeds shall be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States and placed to the credit of the Cherokee 
Nation, and shall be paid to the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation on 
the order of the legislative council of the Cherokee Nation or a dele- 
gation thereof duly authorized. 

Section 3 provides that the act shall take effect and be in force 
from the date of its acceptance by the Legislature of the Cherokee 
Nation or of a delegation thereof duly authorized, who shall file cer- 
titicate of snch acceptance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Kansas will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrick OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. O., June 8, 176. 
Sir: In compliance with your verbal request, I have examined the provisions of 
House bill No. 1984, providing for the sale of the unsold portion of certain lands in 
the State of Kansas known as the “Cherokee strip.” 
The provisions of the bill meet with my approval and I know of no objection to 
its passage. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J.Q. SMITH, Commissioner 
Hon. W R. Brown, 


House of Representatives. 


The letter referred to by the Sen- 


P.S.—The provision in reference to the payment of interast contained in t! 
second section of the bill shonld, in my judgment, be stricken out, inasmuch as t!y 
money is not to be permanently invested in Government stocks, but to be paid over 
to the Cherokees. 


J. Q. SMITH, Commissioner. 


Mr. HARVEY. Iwill state that the bill was amended in the House 
according to that recommendation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior? That is only from the Commissioner. Does the head of th 
Department recommend it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior among the papers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis very bad practice, not having the respon- 
sibility of the Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not quite understand why any of this land 
is to be sold for a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

Mr. HARVEY. This bill has been in committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I never saw this bill before. 

Mr. HARVEY. It was reported. I will show it to the Senator on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. WINDOM. If this bill is objected to, I ask leave to make a re- 
port from a committee. 

Mr. HARVEY. The further reading of the papers will refresh the 
recollection of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to hear some paper read to indicate that 
this land cannot be sold at the price originally proposed. It seems 
to me that land of this character in the State of Kansas onght to be 
worth more than a dollar an acre. 

Mr. INGALLS. In response to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Iowa, I beg to assure him that the terms of the bill specifically 
provide that it shall not become operative without the consent of the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians, who own the land, and therefore there 
can be no possible objection to the passage upon the score that the 
Senator urges. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas or 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs whether there are 
any settlers on this strip on the lands that have not yet been sold. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know. There are settlers on the lands 
under the previous laws that have been passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but Iam speaking of these lands that are 
not yet sold. 

Mr. INGALLS. About that I cannot say. The Senator will per- 
mit me to remark that this is a very peculiarly-shaped tract of land. 
It was discovered upon a permanent survey of the State of Kansas 
that it lapped over on to the boundaries of our State. It extends 
from the Neosho River on the east, where it is about four miles wide, 
nearly two hundred miles in length, and tapering off unl it is about 
a mile and a half or two miles to the western extremity. It has been 
attempted under previous laws to be placed upon che market; and 
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as this legislation is to be effectual only when the Cherokee Nation 
assent to it, it seems to me there can be no objection to it. 

Mr. HARVEY. 1 will state further that a large proportion of this | 
land has already been sold, and the Cherokee Indians are anxious that 
this bill should pass placing the refuse or portions of the land that it | 
has been impossible to sell for the former price at such a price as it 
can be now sold for. It is very evident to any one having knowledge 
of agricultural lands in any country that there are portions of any 
tract that will be in a great degree unsalable. 

If the Senator will listen to the reading of the letters now in the 
hands of the Secretary, which were referred to the committee and 
considered there, he will see that the delegation representing the | 
Cherokee Indians are earnestly requesting the passage of this bill. | 

The bill was referred, I will say, originally by the Senate to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and was there taken up; but, inasmuch 
as it related to Indian lands, by a vote of that committee it was re- 
ported back with a recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. It was so referred. It was there consid- 
ered and reported by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. OGLEsByY,] who 
is a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs; but, he being chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, in printing the Calendar it 
appears to have been reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 
In reality it was before both committees, but was reported to the 
Senate from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I ask that the Secretary read the letters from the Cherokee delega- 
tion in relation to this matter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


€ 
‘ 


Wasnincton, D. C., July 11, 1876. 

Dear Str: Inclosed please to find bill H. R. No. 1924, which has passed the House 
of Representatives and is now pending before your honorable Committee on Pab 
lic Lands. Our delegation favor this bill, and as the Cherokees need the money | 
due on them, and as the bill proposes to reduce the price of the lands in favor of 
the settlers, we respectfully ask that you push forward the bill to favorable action 
this session of Congress 

By so doing you will oblige, very respectfully, your friends and obedient servants, 


D. H. ROSS, 

Chairman, 
W. P. ADAIR, 
J. L. ADAIR, 


Cherokee Delegation. 


Hon. J. M. Harvey, 
United States Senate Ohamber. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 16, 1876. 
Dear Str: There is now before you a bill which recently passed the House of 
Representatives providing for a settlement with the Cherokees for their“ strip” of 
lands in your State. The bill, we are advised, is before your Committee on Public 
Lands. Will you please to call it up and have it acted upon as early as possible ! 
You will by so doing place us under many obligations to you. 
Truly your friends and obedient servants, 





D 
Ww. 


II. ROSS. 
P. ADAIR, 
J. L. ADAIR, 
R. O. ROSS 
Cherokee Delegation. 





Hon. Jas. M. Harvey, U. S. S., 
United States Senate Chamber. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There are one or two things that I should like 
to know about this bill. First, I should like to ask the Senator who 
reported it, or the two committees who have considered it, whether 
there is any occupancy or claim to the lands embraced in this bill ad- 
verse to the clear title of the Indians who are to have the money ? 

Mr. HARVEY. I think not. The claim of the Indians to the own- 
ership of the land is and has been unquestioned. The circumstances 
are these; Years ago the General Government patented to the Chero- 
kee nation a certain quantity of land. Afterward, Congress, in es- 
tablishing the Territory of Kansas, made the thirty-seventh parallel of 
latitude its boundary. In surveying that boundary a small strip of 
land from a mile and a half to two miles wide was left upon the north 
of that line, leaving it within the jurisdiction of the State of Kansas, 
but leaving the ownership of the land unquestioned in the Cherokees. 
The Cherokee Nation being desirous of disposing of that portion of 
the land, got a bill passed (as this bill recites) by the Congress, pro- 
viding for the sale of the lands on the terms therein specified, and to 
be approved by the Cherokee national council, as this bill provides. 
Under that law such of the lands as would bring the price provided 
for have been sold; and there is no question of any adverse claim or 
any one claiming under any right in opposition to the Cherokee In- 
dians. It is simply a question as to whether the land that is left 
unsold is worth as much as the former law provided for, and these 
Indians being satisfied that such is not the case are now anxious and 
willing to sell it for the price provided for in this bill. This bill pro- 
vides that before it takes effect it shall be approved by the Cherokee 
national council. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ThatIunderstand. So, if I correctly understand 
the Senator, he has answered my question in the affirmative, that 
there is no adverse claims by settlers or squatters or pre-emptors or 
homestead men or the State of Kansas or railroad grants or anything 
against the right of the Indians to these lands. There can be no 
doubt but that they belong to them. 

_ Mr. HARVEY. If there is any adverse claim I have never heard 
it asserted. So far as I know the ownership of the Cherokee nation 


in the land is unquestioned. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Were these lands patented to the Cherokees? 
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Mr. HARVEY. As I understand, not only these lands but a large 


tract south of them. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I know about the large tract south of them; but 
lo the patents embrace these lands ? 

Mr. HARVEY. Yes, sir; as I understand it, the original patent 
*xtended beyond what is now established as the boundary of the In- 
lian Territory. : 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then if these Indians now hold these lands by 


patent, where 1s the necessity of any intervention by the United 
States at all? 


Mr. HARVEY. It is because of a law passed by Congress. 
Mr. KERNAN. If the Senator will yield to me, I wish to ask the 
‘nate to take up a bill that should be considered for public reasons. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It will interrupt the course of my oration a good 
sal, but I will yield nevertheless. 
Mr. KERNAN. I move to take up Senate bill No. 994, to amend 
section 2931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to 
allow repayment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the tonnage tax 
where it has been exacted in contravention of treaty provisions. 
There is a short report accompanying the bill. It ought to be passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before that isdone I understand the Senator from 
West Virginia and the Senator from Delaware have withdrawn their 
objection to the District bill, and I ask to have the question taken 
on that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot do but one thing at a time, and that 
one is this Indian question. 

Mr. KERNAN. Let Senate bill No. 994 be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, we will not have it read now. 
on faster if we do one thing at a time. 

Mr. HARVEY. Here is the law to which I referred, which I will 
read: 


Whereas in order that certain provisions of the treaty of Tuly 19, 1866. between 


it 


le 


We shall get 


the United States and the Cherokee Nation may be rendered clearer and made 
more satisfactory to settlers upon the lands known as the “Cherokee strip,” in the 
State of Kansas, said settlers having moved thereon since the date of said treat 
and for the purpose of facilitating the sale of said lands: Therefore 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 






America in Conarexs assembled 
River, and included in the State of Kanaas, conve 


dians by the United States, and now belonging 


That the strip of land y st of the Neosho 
ver to the Cherokee Nation of In 
to said nation, shall be surveyed, 


r we 


under the direction of the Commissioner of the General Land Oilice, in the same 
manner as the public lands of the United States are surveyed, and shall be by him 
offered for sale under the provisions and restrictions of this act; and all the lands 
in said tract lying east of the Arkansas River shall be sold at 82 per acre, and all 
lant's in said tract lying west of said river shall be sold at $1.50 per acre. except as 
hereinafter provided: Provided, That where there is a fraction of land less than 
forty acres, the same shall be sold with the contiguous tract, expense of survey to 
be paid out of the proceeds of said land in accordance with the treaty of July 9 
1366 


Then follow certain provisions as to what shall be necessary pre- 
liminary to a purchase. This act provided, as the bill under con- 
sideration does, for tho acceptance of it by the Cherokee national 
council or by delegations duly authorized thereby. 

Which acceptauce shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior and when pro 
vided by him the same shall be final and conclusive 

I will state for the satisfaction of the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senate that some days ago when attempting to get this bill up, 
I telegraphed to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to know whether 
this acceptance had ever been legally tiled, and received in answer 
thereto a telegram from the Commissioner through the departmental 
telegraph stating that it had been accepted. That telegram I have 
left in the volume of laws relating to this subject and the books have 
been displaced somewhat and I am, as yet, unable to find the tele 
gram. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That would not be material, because to be a valid 
acceptance of this act it must be an acceptance of the act, and not of 
something before the act. 

Mr. HARVEY. I wasshowing the Senate why it was necessary to 
pass this bill. The bill under consideration is made in consequence 
of the existence of the law which I have read and is alike submitted 
for the approval of the national council of the Cherokees and for the 
same reasons. I think the Senator from Vermont and every Senator 
here must be satisfied on the evidence before the Senate that there is 
no conflict of interests here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I wanted to get at, because it has 
happened so often that, when we have undertaken to do one thing in 
respect of lands that appeared to be perfectly right, it has turned out 
that there was another interest that had to be taken care of after- 
ward; and now if in this case, under any act of Congress which 
would authorize it, if there be any such, settlers have gone on these 
lands and are entitled to take them under different conditions than 
this bill prescribes anil so the Indians do not get the money, then the 
Indians would come and say, and would havea right to say as far as 
the Senator has stated the case, if the lands are patented to them 
“the United States must pay us for these lands over again.” On tho 
other hand, if we sell them outright under the provisions of this 
bill to anybody that will buy them and some of the settlers are 
squeezed off, then they will come and say, “ Now Congress must in- 
demnify us;” and that led me to make the inquiry. 

Mr. HARVEY. The Senator is satisfied that the conditions are 
only modified in so far as relates to price and that at the request of 
the representatives of these Indians. The conditions otherwise are 
the same as those provided for in the law I have just read. 


| 































































































































































| 
ik 
: ) 
A 

a 

i 
ts 





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































ara aboemae 


* ER Tr 


5484 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If that were correct it would go a good way to- 
ward satisfying me that my friend is right and that there could be 
no danger; but let us see if that is the true construction of the bill. 

Whereas portions of the same— 


Not to take up time in reading the whereases, but condensed as 
much as possible— 
portions of the same have been sold under said law and portions remain unsold, 
the price being too high: Therefore, 

Be vt enacted, de., That the Secretary shall offer for sale to settlers all of said 
tract remaining unsold at the passage of this act, at the local land offices in the 
districts in which it is sitmated, at $1 25 per acre; and all of said lands remaining un- 
sold after one year from the date at which they are so offered for sale at the local 
land oftices shall be sold by the Secretary of the Interior for cash, in quantities or 
tracts not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, at not less than 81 per acre. 


It does not say, if that is the point of my friend, “in conformity 
in other respects to the provisions of the act which this is intended 
to supplement.” If it did, I should see that we should be likely not 
to get into any difficulty. But this, although it recites a former act 
which has failed of being executed, makes an entire new one. 

Mr. HARVEY. The Senator will see that it refers to the former 
law which I have just read, and is simply a modification of that law 
80 as to place these lands for sale at such a price as they will bring 
by reason of their quality being inferior to those which have already 
been disposed of under the act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That can be corrected in a moment. I move to 
amend, and that will relieve my difficulty on that point, by insert- 
ing after the word “act,” in line 4, at the bottom of page 1, these 
words : : 


In accordance with the provisions of said former act, except as hereinafter stated 
as to price 

1 suppose there is no objection to that. That will relieve it of all 
difficulty about its being an open sale probably. 

Mr. HARVEY. The only difficulty about an amendment to this 
bill at this time in the session is the fact that so many members of 
the House of Representatives are now away from the city that it is 
doubtfal whether a quorum can be secured to consider amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hf we cannot get a quorum there, we shall not 
adjourn. 

Mr. HARVEY. As both parties in interest in this bill are in favor 
of its passage in the shape that it is, I certainly hope that my friend 
the Senator from Vermont will not insist upon amending it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nothing would make me more happy than to 
gratify my friend from Kansas or promote his interests; but I feel 
obliged, as far as it lies in my humble power to promote the public 
interest, to secure the United States against the possibility of reclama- 
tions; and inasmuch as he now states to relieve another difficulty 
that I had that this rests upon the old act that he has read and is in 
pursuance of that, I wish to make it say so as it plainly does not say 
now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. INGALLS. The third section of this bill declares in terms— 

That this act shall take effect and be in force from the date of its acceptance by 


the legislature of the Cherokee Nation, or of a delegation thereof duly authorized, 
who shall file certificate of such acceptance. 





It does appear to me, with the greatest deference to the judgment 
of the Senator from Vermont, that inasmuch as these lands have been 
patented and are now the private property of the Cherokee Nation 
just as much the Senator's homestead is his private property, if we 
limit this sale and make it subject to the condition that the owners 
of the property themselves in fee shall be satisfied, there ought to be 
no objection raised in the Senate to the passage of the bill. I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment will be rejected, and that the bill will 
pass as it came from the House. 

The amendment was rejected; there being on a division—ayes 12, 
noes 24, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think in line 3 of section 3 the words “ or of a 
delegation thereof duly authorized” should be struck out. It seems 
to me this ought to receive the sanction of the legislature of the 
Cherokee Nation if it is to become a law. Ido not see how we can 
authorize a delegation of the legislature to do an act which they 
ought to do themselves. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill does not call even for that. It is capa- 
bie of a construction which will allow a delegation that is duly au- 
thorized in general, to assent. Iof course do not mean that it was 
drawn for that purpose. 

Mr. HARVEY. ‘That is an exact copy I believe of the provision of 
the former law on the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it is, an exact copy. 

Mr. HARVEY. The only objection I should have to the amend- 
ment would be the one I suggested before, the fear of not being able 


to get a concurrence on the part of the House at this late day in the 
BeSSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
amendment, 


Mr. BOUTWELL. I agree that the amendment ‘offered by the 
Seuator from lowa ought to prevail. Ihave had experience which leads 
me to make the statement that the agents of these civilized Indian 
tribes come to Washington with a general authority to do everything 
that they choose to do in the name and on behalf of their principals, 


That is a very poor reason for opposing a proper 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 








Avuaust 12, 





and this unquestionably will be done forthwith by these Indians if 
this bill passes, possibly without the knowledge of the Cherokee 
Nation. 

Mr. HARVEY. On behalfof the committee I will accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment cannot be accepted. It must be 
voted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from lowa, to strike ont the words “or of a delegation 
thereof duly authorized” in line 3 of section 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any objection now when the bill gets 
ont of committee to inserting the words that I proposed, as the bill 
has to go back to the House, so as to make it really refer to the former 
act which the Senator from Kansas says is the purpose? 

Mr. HARVEY. I have not had time to examine the effect of that 
amendment or to confer with those who have been urging the pas- 
sage of this bill, the representatives of the Cherokee Nation. I would 
prefer that the bill should not be amended any further. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Has the bill been amended f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I understood the Senator from Kansas consented 
to that. 

Mr. HARVEY. That was an amendment at the end of the clause 
as to the assent of the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I know what it is. I understood there was no 
objection to it. 

Mr. HARVEY. None to that amendment. 

Mr. OGLESBY. That sends the bill back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. There is no particular consequence in that amendment. 

Mr. HARVEY. The Senator from Massachusetts states that a like 
provision has led to difficulty. I hope the bill will be passed with- 
out further amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. In section 2, lines 5 and 6, I move to strike out “or 
a delegation thereof duly authorized.” I think this money at least 
ought to go to the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. HARVEY. I agree to that. It involves the same question as 
the former amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, this bill having been amended, the ground 
of not agreeing to the amendment that I offered, which was stated 
before, that it would involve its going back to the House, which is 
not ever any satisfactory ground toan amendment of substance, leads 
me to offer it again in the Senate, and now I wish Senators to hear 
what I have to say. This bill now says: 

That the Secretary shall offer for sale to settlers all of said tract remaining un 
sold at the passage of this act, at the local land offices in the districts in which it is 
situated, at $1.25 per acre; and all of said lands remaining unsold after one year 
from the date at which they are so offered for sale at the local land offices shall be 
sold by the Secretary of the Interior for cash, in quantities or tracts not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres, at not less than 81 per acre. 


Taking this bill on the face of it, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to sell these lands during the first year of their offering 
to any kind of settler, a man who has been on them for five years or 
has gone on for the purpose of poor and squeezed somebody off, 
and at a credit that is unlimited, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior. I should have said that the words alone required a 
sale for cash; but when you come to the end of the year the words 
that it shall be sold for cash after that, taken in connection with the 
former sentence that they are not so required to be sold, would plainly 
import, taking the section all together, that there is an unlimited dis- 
cretion in the Secretary to sell on just such credit and time as he 
pleases. When I turn back to the other act which it is said has only 
failed because the price was too high, 1 find this: 


That each person being the head of a family —— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope we shall be allowed to finish this bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not think I ought to yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not occupy three minutes. I donot want 
the Senator from Kansas delayed in getting a vote on this bill. I 
hope we shall have five minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will let it run for five minutes subject to a call 
for the regular order. I cannot yield for any other purpose, however. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now this is in the act which merely failed be- 
cause the price was too high: 


That each person being the head of a family or over twenty-one years of aze who 
has made a bona fide settlement and improvement upon any portion of siicl lands, 
and is now occupying the same, or, in case of his or her death, the hei sof such, 
or, if such heirs are minors, their guardians for them, shall be entitled to enter 
and purchase the lands so settled upon and occupied. not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres, at the price fixed in the first section of this act, payment for which 
shall be made at any time within one year from the date of the approval by the 
Secretary of the Interior of the acceptance of the provisions of this act, as provided 
for in the fifth section hereof; and all persons heads of families or over twenty-one 
years of age who may settle upon said vands at any time within one year from the 
dateof the passage of this act may parchase the land so settled upon, not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres, at the price fixed in the first section of this act, and 
shall make payment therefor within one year from the date of said settlement. 
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At the end of the year there is to be asale on public advertisement exports of United States produce and manufactures to China are but 5 per cent. of 


of certain tracts, provided there is no contest about the land, which | 


would seem to imply that there was some contesting claim of some 
sort. This bill, you see, unless it is made particularly to refer to the 
conditions of the first act, sets the whole thing at large in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, who of course cannot attend to 


it personally, and of the agents of these Indians, for speculation, for | 


unlimited credit or short credit or whatever that might be deemed 


most advantageous, and then to sell the balance at private sale for | 


cash without any advertisement at all. 
from Kansas not to resist my amendment. 

Mr. HARVEY. Inasmuch as the morning hour has expired and we 
are proceeding at the sufferance of the Senator from California, I 
will make no further opposition to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I have done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont voted down in Committee of the Whole 
and now renewed in the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The untinished business is the bill 
(H. R. No. G12) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
States of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, 
signed on the 30th day of January, 1575. 

Mr. WINDOM. Would it be imposing on the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to ask a moment to present a bill from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations t If it be objected to, I will not ask it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am afraid it would be imposing on me. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think wy friend is imposing on the creditors of 
the Government by refusing. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
better proceed. I ask that the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain the 
Senate very long in a discussion of this bill. Perhaps it may be well 
for me to submit a few observations. Later in the debate, if debate 


I do appeal to my friend 


shall oceur, 1 may desire the opportunity to answer brietly such ob- | 


jections 48 may be made to the passage of the bill. But, knowing 
that it is near the close of the session and how precious time is, and 
that there is much business yet undisposed of, much of which ought 
to be considered, I will at least set the example on this measure of 
being brief. 

Lhis bill does not stand on the basis of ordinary legislation, and I 
commend that consideration to the careful attention of the Senate. 
Lills ordinarily coming to us from the House of Representatives 
stand simply upon their own merit or the merit of such recommend 
ations a8 may accompany them. This bill is to carry out the pro- 
Visions of a treaty which, by all the forms of law, has been nego- 
tiated and which already has been ratilied by the Senate of the 
United States. This bill is to carry out the provisions of a treaty 
which involves now the rights and interests of a friendly power. 
That power, acting upon our initiative, or with our full concur- 
rence, has legislated aud adapted its business interests for the pur- 
pose of agreeing with the United States in the direction that this 
legislation shall enferce. All these sanctions are in favor of this 
legislation, and there ought to be grave reason at this stage to reject 
a bill like this. Senators who originally did not vote for the ratitica- 
tion of this treaty may well pause to consider whether there are not 


obligations springing out of the previous action of the Senate and | 
the Executive resting upon them to give their vote now to enforce | 


that former action. 

I will not advert to the different stages through which this matter 
has passed. Hurriedly I alluded to them last night in the few re- 
marks which I made in asking the attention of the Senate to the bill. 
I prefer to proceed to discuss brietly the reasons why the bill, if it 
stood simply in the place of the treaty originally ratified, ought to be 
alopted, why it is useful legislation, if that question is really before 
the Senate, 

This treaty is valuable for commercial interests. It is valuable 
because it turns a balance of trade heretofore against us in our favor. 
It is valuable because, pro tanto, goods of our manufacture east of 
the Rocky Mountains, as well as west of the Rocky Mountains, will 


be taken in exchange for sugars and rice where heretofore the balance | 


on this account has been compelled to be paid in gold. I donot know 
that I cau present that consideration better—I will not take time to 
go over the statistics—than by a brief extract from a communication 
of the Secretary of the Treasury which has been submitted to the 
Senate. He said, under date of January 15, 1875: 


The conditions attending this commerce appear, however, to be such as render | 


it of greater value to the United States, in proportion to its value, than is usual 
with conntries similarly situated and producing sugar as the leading staple. So 
far as the exchange of articles is concerned, there is an equivalent to be found in 


our export trade for the value of the sugar and other articles imported. Such is not 


the case with most of the tropical islands or sugar-producing countries of either | 
pasessions of the East Indies | 


hemisphere. The import trade from the several 
shows large aggregates received and very small va 


b ues returned in the produce of 
the United States. 


The heavy adverse balance wust be paid in coin. Thus the 


I am informed by Senators around me that I had 


| litical influence over them. 


| any time. 


the imports from China, and the like experts to the 
ver cent. of the imports therefrom 
| Manila, are but ; 
the exports to the 
same. 


British East Indies are but 1 
rhe exports to the Spanish East Lndies, or 
of | per cent. of the imports from those possessions, and, finally 

Dutch East Indies are but 4 per cent. of the imports from the 
The Hawaiian Islands take an ageregate value of American produce and 
manufacturers twice as great as do the last thvee countries or possessions taken 
together. 


Certainly this is a trade valuable to ourselves in every respect, 
which onght to be promoted, and this treaty gives the opportunity 
to enhance these advantages. Accompanying this statement of the 
Secretury of the Treasury there is in a compact form for reference a 
table giving the values which he cites, and forcibly illustrating the 
deficiency of our export trade to the sugar-producing countries of the 
Pacifie other than the Hawaiian Islands. Our shipping, our manu- 
factures, our lumber-dealers, nearly all classes of business, are inter- 
ested in the ratification of this treaty. It is a growing trade, grow- 
ing in advantage to the United States. 

I pass that, with this slight statement, which might be elaborated 
with much more force and perhaps with more clearness, to another 
consideration which is overshadowing, the political consideration in 
its broad sense, the consideration of the defense of our Pacific posses- 
sions, the consideration that in the Pacific Ocean there is an outpost 
in the shape of an inhabited group of islands, capable of great de- 
fense, of being made strong like Gibraltar, capable of great offense 
against our commerce in the Pacific waters, a base of supplies better 
than any of those that were used by the cruiser during the war of 
the rebellion under the countenance of England to prey upon our 
commerce, an outpost that, in the hands of an unfriendly power, 
would be a continual menace to the safety of our Pacific possessions, 
and could be used for the destruction of our commerce. Why, look at 
the map. These islands lie directly along the parallel between San 
Diego and China and Japan, on a line which runs straight on through 
| New Orleans and Texas, a great route for commerce which is devel- 
|oping. It has been the anxicty of American statesmanship for years 

past, and of your business men, to increase and enhance our commerce 
} in the Pacific. It is the only place where the American flag tloats on 

great ocean steamships. It is the only great ocean where our com- 
merce is not vexed by a competition that almost sends it from exist- 
ence. There is an opportunity, by not allowing these islands to pass 
mto the hands of a foreign, unfriendly nation—and any nation which 
is foreign may become unfriendly—from disturbing relations which 
are liable at any time to arise—there is an opportunity by retaining 
our influence over these islands to avert this result, and avoid disas- 


| ters so serious which may happen in the future if we do not embrace 


this opportunity. 

Daniel Webster once said when there was a proposition on the part 
of France to seize on these islands, he being at that time Secretary of 
State, that if that event occurred it would be the duty of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to use all the force of the American 
Government to prevent such an attempt from succeeding. American 
statesmen in times past, from Marcy down to the present time, have 
understood the value of this suggestion and have acted upon it, 
These islands are in a condition where they must soon fall to some 
power or other. Their population is rapidly decreasing, decreasing 
at such a rate as to be frightful. They will soon be a mere waif, to 
be seized by the strongest power or the power which shall have po- 
They prefer association with the Govern- 
ment of the United States. They see their inevitable doom although 
they now postpone it, and this treaty to a certain extent postpones 
it by keeping foreign nations from the trade of these islands. They 
prefer on account of the strong American influence in those islands that 
when they do fall they shall fall to the United States. When the Shen- 
andoah was cruising in the Northern Pacific, destroying our whale 
tleet, destroying vessels by the score, burning them on the high seas, 
and when she could only be kept upon this mission of destruction by 
a supply of coal, the American citizens of Honolulu and those under 
their influence carried the coal that was available for that purpose 
five miles back in the interior where it could not be got and the 
Shenandoah went elsewhere at great distance for its coal. Suppose 
the Hawaiian Islands had at that time been in possession of the Brit- 
ish government, which allowed Nassau and others of its possession to 
coal vessels on such missions, for which we righteously exacted from 
her a large indemnity in gold, would not then an opportunity, and a 
convenient one, have been given for this destructive cruiser to pro- 
ceed on its work, which was interrupted and impeded by this inci- 
dent? It is an illustration directly in point showing the importance, 
in a national point of view, that these islands shall not fall under the 
control of any government which may become unfriendly. Wars 
with England are not unknown to our history. They may occur at 
Two great commercial nations like these, although there 
are so many reasons why they should not become embroiled, some- 
times on a point of honor and sometimes on material interests, have 
| misunderstandings, and almost before statesmen are aware of it a 
| war is precipitated. So with France and so with Germany, which 

has grown so powerful during the last few years. 
tare looking toward these islands. 
| Thedominion of New South Wales is now secking to make nego- 
tiations, as my telegrams from San Francisco and editorials in the 
| papers there inform me, to take our place in this treaty. They want 
| the commercial advantages of it and they want the influence which 





All these nations 
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England would have, by means of such an arrangement, in getting 
final possession of the islands; and should we have any right to 
complain? For the third time these men have come to us and offered 
this alliance, offered us this power over their island. They came first 
when Marcy was Secretary of State; a treaty was negotiated under 
Pierce; but there were then some difficulties growing out of the an- 
nexation of Texas which prevented its consideration. Then again 
they came under Mr. Seward; a treaty was negotiated by him and 
recommended by him as Secretary of State. At that time there 
arose difficulties with reference to reconstruction and it passed over 
again; and now it is presented for the third time. If now, after 
having gone so far, after it has been sanctioned by the popular branch 
of Congress, after the ratifications have been exchanged between the 
two powers, after their parliament has adopted the necessary legisla- 
tion to carry it into effect, we reject the needed legislation, have we 
any right to complain if they turn right around at once and make 
this arrangement wifh the other powers who are anxious for all this 
which we would throw away? 1 say that we should have no right; 
we should be foreclosed from taking the ground that Daniel Webster 
suggested should be taken, using the power of the Government to 
prevent a consummation like that, because we have thrown away our 
advantage, and what right have we to reconquer it by force of arms? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Will the Senator from California allow me to in- 
terrupt bim a moment? He is dealing in generalities and making 
general statements. I desire him to state whether there is anything 
in the treaty that gives the United States control of the Hawaiian 
Islands, by which it can acquire them, in the first place. If there is 
not, then I desire him in the second place to go a little more into de- 
tail and inform us what the reasons are, commercially, for the posses- 
sion of these Islands if we ever get possession of them, and if we get 
possession of them bow long it will take by the decrease of popula- 
tion, to which he has made reference, in which event the extinguish- 
ment of the race must take place before we can acquire possession. 
1 desire— = 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator has already asked more questions 
than I can remember. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The first is whether the treaty provides that we 
shall have possession of these islands? If not, then I desire the coun- 
try to know how much it is going to cost, commercially, before we 
can get possession of them and how long a time it will take before 
your possession —— 

Mr. SARGENT. I think I understand the Senator's questions. In 
the first place the treaty does not provide that we shall have pos- 
session of the islands. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Now give us the details, 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator need not catechise me. I will an- 
swer in my own way, and if he will have patience he can talk himself. 
I say the treaty does not provide for our having possession of these 
islands. I do not desire that the treaty shall so provide. I simply 
desire to strengthen American influence there. The Senator says I 
deal in generalities. I have not dealt in a single generality ; I have 
stated specitic fects, the utterances of statesmen; of the location of 
these islands and their importance, commercially, and on each point 
I have been careful to confine myself within matters that the ordi- 
nary intelligence of Senators makes them aware of. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Now 

Mr. SARGENT. I have not answered your question yet. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I was going to tell you what I meant. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will listen to the Senator. 

Mr. NORWOOD. As the Senator says he has not dealt in general- 
ities, I desire to call his attention particularly to the specialties that 
I made reference to. If the treaty does not provide for our getting 
possession of these islands, then they must come in some other way. 
How is that? He says by the extinction of the race that now occu- 
pies the islands, I desire to knew in the first place how long it will 
take that race to be extinguished, if he has made the calculation. If 
he has not, I can give him the information after awhile. Secondly, 
what is it going to cost this country commercially in the way of the 
loss of duties upon rice and sugar before we get possession of these 
islands? 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator will unquestionably make his speech 
before the debate closes ; but it is not necessary for him to make it 
in mine. I cannot tell him whether we shall ever have to buy these 
islands or not. My idea is that our influence will be strengthened 
there, that we shall never have to pay one dollar, but they will fall 
naturally tous. That is what Ilexpect. The rate of decrease of the 
natives is something like 2 percent. perannum. The influence of the 
United States is strengthened by this treaty by these close relations, 
by the encouragement of Americans to go to the island and settle and 
enter into business there. It will be strengthening that influence now 
exercised by those who are there, and which is so great that on three 
occasions, although we have sent them away twice, they have come 
to the United States offering us these advantages, although tempting 
offers were made by foreign nations and there was no danger they 
would be sent away refused by either of the other great nations of 
the world. . 

Mr. INGALLS. May TI ask a question? The Senator from Cali- 
fornia has stated that the native population was decreasing at the 
rate of 2 per cent. per annum. I ask him to inform the Senate 
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whether the gross population is increasing or diminishing ; 
at what rate? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the gross population is decreasing some- 
what on account of the rapid decrease of the native population, 
They have no home market; they have nothing now to call to them 
foreign blood, and Americans who go there are not much encouraged 
by the existing business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from California will allow me a 
moment, I will answer the Senator from Kansas that the total native 
population in 1832, when the first official census was taken, was 130,313. 
It has now dwindled down to 49,044, while the total population to- 
day, including not only natives, but all others, half-castes, Chinese, 
Americans, Hawaiians born of foreign parents, Britons, Portuguese, 
Germans, French, and other foreigners, numbers 50,897, a little over 
one-third what it was in 1832, 

Mr. MORRILL. The whole population has diminished a thousand 
a year since 1366. 

Mr. SARGENT. The effect of the treaty is to encourage Ameri- 
cans to go there to make it an American colony, and therefore it will 
cost us nothing to bay it by and by, because it will be in our posses- 
sion as Texas was in our possession by the American population sup- 
planting in influence and in numbers the Mexicans or Spaniards, by 
this infusion which follows the trade and inducements to go there, 
making it an American colony. Iam now speaking of the probability 
of its falling, at the end of this treaty or at some future time, into the 
hands of another power than those who now possess it; and it is ob- 
vious that by strengthening our own influence there we do not need to 
provide, which we cannot now provide for, the annexation of these 
islands. I prefer and I believe the people of the Pacilic coast and the 
country generally would prefer that this power should stand as long 
as it can; that it should not fall into our hands or go into the hands 
of any other power; but when it is absolutely necessary that we 
should take it, then it is requisite that we should be in a position to 
do so. Otherwise we have a menacing outpost to annoy our Pacitic 
possessions, perhaps in the case of a terrible war to deprive us of 
them temporarily and to destroy our commerce from the seas. 

These are reasons which must influence the minds of Senators from 
any part of the country, for I suppose we are not so bound up in sec- 
tional ideas that we can see nothing unless it is for the benetit of 
Georgia or Massachusetts or California. Show me that there is a ne- 
cessity for some protection against a calamity of any kind properly 
cognizable by the Government of the United States in behalf of the 
State of Georgia, and because I am from California I will not object 
to that. 

Mr. NORWOOD. That is what I will try to show you. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not believe that we ought to be governed by 
mere sectional considerations in matters of this kind; and it is as 
important to the glory of the country that the Pacitic possessions 
should be saved as that the Gulf States should be saved. I trust that 
this measure will not be fought upon any sectional considerations. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Not by me. 

Mr. SARGENT. Now, Mr. President, I have talked longer than I 
intended to do in opening this debate. I have endeavored to present 
concisely the two main reasons why this treaty should be ratitied, 
aside from such obligations of honor as may exist upon the Senate to 
ratify its own work, and I will leave to others to continne the debate, 
trusting, however, that the debate may not ran an unreasonable 
length, but considering the near close of the session that we may 
come to a vote at an early hour. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, I believe it is umderstood among the 
gentlemen who will take the adverse side to this proposition that I 
should ask the attention of the Senate now to what I wish to say in 
opposition to this legislation; and before I proceed in the line of 
argument I have marked out for myself, I may be pardoned if I make 
some brief allasion to the remarks and the arguments that have 
fallen from the Senator from California. This morning he takes a 
somewhat wider field than he assumed to occupy last night in a brief 
allusion to this subject, and although he says he has dealt in no 
reneralities, such is not my opinion, and I have been a very attentive 
listener to his remarks. Last night in his earnestness and in his zeal 
in behalf of this measure he appealed as follows to the Senate : 


Now, Mr. President, I want to appeal to the generosity of the Senate on behalf 
of the people of the Pacific coast that this measure be acted on. 


and, if 80, 


He deprecates sectionalism to-day, but he spoke in-favor of a sec- 
tion, and that was his idea last night. 


I know the Senator from Louisiana is opposed to the bill. I know that he wants 
to debate it, and beat it if hecan. That is fair warfare. 


There is not a doubt in my mind but what the Senator in his zeal 
and in his propor regard for his obligations as a representative of the 
Pacific coast did desire on their behalf that this measure should be con- 
sidered, but I tell him heisdeluded. I shall try to convince him of the 
fact. I shall try to convince him that he has not spoken thus in the 
interest of the Pacific coast, but that he has been unwittingly led 
into a collusion existing between the sugar-planters of the Hawakan 
Islands and the refiners of San Francisco, and I shall try to show 
him and I shall try to show the Senate that no possible advantage 
can redound to the commercial or the individual interests of the in- 
habitants of the Pacific coast. 
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Now, sir, speaking of the Senator's generalities let me call attention | the worse you are off. Yon cannot get more trade without more pop- 
to the magnificence of his views of the grand expansion of the com- | ulation, and you cannot get more population there without more 
merce of the country looking to a little miserable trade of 50,000 peo- goods coming to us free of duty. So we start with the proposition 
je, looking to the trade of a population searcely more than one-third | to-day that you pay them an annual subsidy, as I shall demonstrate 
of that of the city of Washington, proposing to subsidize, proposing | in a very few moments, of $750,000 per annum to get half a million 
actually to give to a people scarcely more than one-third of the popu- | dollars’ worth of trade, and the more trade you get the more subsidy 
Jation of Washington an annual subsidy ranging from three-quarters | you will have to pay. The whole trade to be gained is $519,000 per 
of a million to three million dollars per annum. annum. 

Why, sir, but a day ago, within twenty-four hours, within soundof | Mr. NORWOOD. Lask the Senator from Louisiana, if that is the 
my voice here, some members of the Senate etood aghast at the prop- | total trade ? 
osition to contribute $500,000 to the population of Washington to-| Mr. WEST. The gross trade, as I stated, is $1,003,000, omitting 
ward the expenses of its government when you own one-third of | the odd hundreds, of which $483,000 came from the United States, 
the property in the city. And now in looking after this miserable, | and $519,000 came from other countries. But under this treaty we 
this picayune trade—for there is no other word to express it—of this | are to have this whole million; under this treaty we are to get this 
diminished and diminishing population of the Hawaiian Islands, you | $519,000 that we do not get now, and I contend that we shall pay 
propose to contribute to their benefit an annual subsidy out of the very dearly for it. In the views of the minority in House Report No. 
cofiers of the United States of $750,000, running perhaps up to | 116 this proposition is very concisely stated in these words : 
$3,000,000, and not a farthing less than the lesser sum. 

Let me ask the patient and earnest attention of Senators here. I 
state this conclusively, and I can demonstrate it, that if you carry 
out this treaty you will out-Herod every scheme of subsidy that the 
Congress of the United States has known for the last twenty years. 





This is giving and remitting nearly one dollar of duty to the islands for the 
privilege of selling another dollar's worth of products. 


And it is really “ nearly one dollar,” because, according to their re- 
port, the Secretary of the Treasury says the duties received on these 
Talk about your Pacific Mail; talk about your railroads to the Pacitic, | &tticles are $456,777, But if there is not a mistake in the figures of the 
your Central and your Union Pacific ; what were they in comparison | Treasury Department or the figures of the authorities of the Hawaiian 
with this? The whole people of the United States were benefited | Islands, there is a slip somew here between the Pacific coast and the 
by them. They depleted the Treasury, I will admit, of certain | Hawaiian Islands of upward of 7,000,000 pounds of sugar per annum. 

e , . . 2 . . id . | The « reise ‘ -j » rive as P wv: » > } 
amounts; but they cost nothing in comparison with this scheme. I | The Hawaiian authorities give the amount of sugar sent to this coun- 
ask Senators to mark well the whole enormity of this proposition to | TY per annum at 25,000,000 pounds. The returns of the custom-house 
give to fifty thousand people, half savage, in the Hawaiian Islands show that we received eighteen millions, There is the difference in 
three times as mach per annum, and possibly six times as much, as | the figures of the Treasury Department. Ido not know where the 
you will contribute as your share to the support of the capital of the | deficiency occurs, or why it occurs, but I know that the official figures 
nation. I will refer now to a branch of the subject that comes | ¢Stablish that fact, and I shall have occasion to allude to that in the 
uppermost in my mind at the moment in conjunction with the re- | CoUrse of my remarks when I come to the subject of the imminent 


Before I proceed on my own line of argument I must answer one 
other proposition of the honorable Senator, that the Senate of the 
United States is bound in honor to carry out this treaty. In article 
5 of the treaty it will be observed that an amendment in these | 
words was ingrafted upon it, that this treaty shall not take effect 
“until a law to carry it into operation shall have been passed by the 
Congress of the United States of America.” There was the distinct 
stipulation. Whether it induced Senators to vote for its ratification 
or not [cannot say ; but there was the distinct stipulation that what- 
ever proprieties or improprieties there might be in this measure we 
would have in the lapse of time, and during the recess of Congress, 
further opportunity to look into it, further opportunity to see its de- 
fects and to conclude for or against it as experience and observation 
might induce us. 

Now, sir, I say earnestly to the Senate, and in no sectional spirit | 
whatever, it is time for them to indulge in that “sober second | 
thought” and see whether one branch of the treaty-making power 
of the Government has not made an egregious mistake that will come 
home to plague us during itsduration. Itis said that we sought this 
treaty. Did we not have the honor of entertaining His Majesty the 
King of the Sandwich Islands; and did we not do it at an expense of 
$50,000? Did we not pay his expenses to come here and make this | 
treaty for himself? Have we not had the earnest and solicitous guard- | 
ianship of “Hon. Elisha H. Allen, chief justice of the sapreme court | 
of the kingdom, member of the privy council of state, his majesty’s 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United 
States of America,” a title that, coming off the stomach of a constitu- 
ency of 50,000 people in those islands, almost takes one’s breath away. 
But the honorable gentleman has been here; he has been extremely 
solicitous in this behalf. I take no exception to that; but I think 
that when the interests of 50,000 people here are represented by a 
gentleman bearing such high-sounding titles, it is quite as well that | 
we should go under the surface of his titles and see what kind of a bot- 
tom he stands upon. 

Mr. President, one word about this magnificent commerce of which 
we are in great danger of being deprived by the adverse interposition 
of some other power jealous of our supremacy. The data in regard 
to that commerce are profuse and voluminous, but a concise reference 
to them from official and authentic decuments should serve to en- 


marks that have been made by the Senator from California. | danger of smuggling from those islands into the United States under 
| 





lighten the Senate. I read from a statement furnished by the pro- | @V cy. 
3 | efforts that members of this body, myself among the number, have 


moters, the abettors, the advocates of this measure, and therefore 
necessarily offering at least the most favorable presentation of the 


a 
Zé 
Cause: 


The total value of articles imported into Hawaiian Islands, included in the treaty 
of 1506, which are proposed to be admitted into the Hawaiian ports free of duty, 
amounted to $1,003,424.86, of which $483,711.76 came from the United States, and 


$519,713.10 came from other countries, but under such a treaty, with its advantages | 


favoring American productions, most, if not all, would come from the United 
Mates, 

There is the great bait that is held up to the Congress of the United 
States ; a trade of half a million dollars per annum as a temptation 
for us to embark upon a scheme that is, as assumed, to be beneficial 
to us. 


I know very well, Mr. President, that the argument will be in- | 


stantly that if you make this treaty you will get more trade. Unfor- 
tunately it is a losing game from the start. The more trade you get 


the provisions of this treaty. 


Now, Mr. President, can anybody advance one step beyond the 


proposition I have laid down, that we are searching and striving for 


the commerce of fifty thousand people? I shall speak as I proceed 


of what we have to pay for that commerce more at length; but is 


not that the proposition? Is not that what we desire to get? To 
the political advantages allusion will be made hereafter. But that 
is the commercial proposition. Let me repeat, if you enhance their de- 
mands and consumption, you enhance their products. If you pay 
more now for their trade than it is worth, the more you get the greater 
the disadvantage to the country. 

One word in reference to the population of these islands. Although 
the Senator from California did not allude to it, 1 have heard it men- 


| tioned, and it is referred to in various official documents, that the in- 


dustry and the production of these islands will be accelerated by the 
importation into its dominions of countless hordes of Chinamen. The 


| Senator’s philanthropy in favor of an oppressed race domestic to the 
| soil to-day searcely holds good with his protestations so elaborately, 


so eloquently, so feelingly made to the Senate on other occasions, when 


| he deprecated the importation ofa single cooly to the shores of the 


United States. But now, in order to promote the interests of this fifty 
thousand of a waning race, he is willing to seek for such political 
advantages through a treaty with the United States as will lead to 
an importation to those shores that will make those islands the home 
of slavery on the Pacific coast. Is that our policy? Does the Sena- 
tor believe that we can Americanize them or attempt it by such a 
policy ? 

Mr. President, there have been three sources of information avail- 
able to us, anxious inquirers for intelligence and knowledge, as to the 
true condition of the Sandwich Islands. One of these sources has 
been the book of Mr. Nordhoft, entitled Northern California, Oregon, 
and the Sandwich Islands, published in 1574. One other source of 
information is the Commercial Relations of the United States trans- 
mitted to Congress by the Secretary of State, and the third is the 
honorable and very much esteemed gentleman whom I had occasion 
to allude to in the opening part of my remarks. In whatever I said 
then I intended no personal retlection upon the gentleman, I have 
the highest esteem and regard for him; but I could not help think- 
ing of the elaborate title with which he was clothed on behalf of such 
a very small constituency. In our references to that gentleman, in the 


made to obtain from him information as to the true condition of af- 
fairs in those islands, their capacity and theirextent, I must say that 
we have not met with any very great success. Whether this is owing 
to the fact that the gentleman in his official capacity at home occupies 
the supreme bench of that somewhat limited kingdom and has not 
the opportunity of informing himself throughout as to the condi- 
tion of affairs there, or whether it is owing to the fact that he has 
been, as I understand, mostly engaged in the last five years in very 
diligently prosecuting this measure before the Congress of the United 
States, I am not prepared to say; but it is unquestioned that if his 
information is not limited that our extracts from it have been of an 
exceedingly brief character. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest that the fault I think lay on the other 
side. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator be kind enough to explaiu? 
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Mr. MITCHELL. 
instructions. 

Mr. WEST. I will only say that there was a much greater anxiety 
to receive instruction than there was to impart it. It may be our 
capacity for receiving that instruction is not limited to the gentle- 
man’s qualifications for imparting it, but we certainly manifested 
more zeal to acquire than he did to impart, at all events. 

I wish to lay down the details of the proposition to which I alluded 
at the outset, confining myself to one article of production of those 
islands, and leaving others to speak of and demonstrate what must 
result from other articles. From all the authorities we have we find 
that the sugar interest is the main producing interest of those islands. 
Mr. Nordhoff speaks of it; in the Commercial Relations it is alluded 
to; the total export of the islands to the United States of that article is 
given inthe quarterly report of the Bureau of Statistics ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1875, at 24,000,000 pounds. In thesame book the aggregate ex- 
port from the Hawaiian Islands is put down at 25,000,000 pounds, so 
that almost if not the entire quantity of the sugar of the Sandwich 
Islands comes to the United States. 

A word as to the capacities of those islands; and on this subject I 
wish to dwell emphatically, I wish to cite from authorities, and I 
want to show to the Senate the exact information which we have 
upon the subject of the extension of the sugar culture within their 
limits. Mr. Nordhoff, first, in speaking of the fertility of the islands, 
on the subject of sugar culture says: 

The common custom is to take off two crops and then let the field lie fallow for 
two years; but where they irrigate even this is not always done. There is no dan- 
ger of frost, as in Louisiana, and cane is planted in some part of the islands in al- 
most every month of the year. In Lahaina it matures in from fourteen to sixteen 


months; in some districts it requires eighteen months; and at greater altitudes 
even two years, 


According to this much-respected authority, at the extreme limit 
and with the great stimulus that this premium upon production will 
give, within two years beyond doubt, without the slighest hesitation 
of belief, we will be importing fifty millions of pounds of sugar from 
the Sandwich Islands, There can be no question about that. Then, 
as to the area or further capacity of those islands. Were it to stop 
there the case would be bad enough. 

Mr. Nordhoff further says: 

There is room on the different islands for about seventy-five or eichty more 
plantations on the scale now common ; and there are, I think, still excellent opper- 
tunities for making plantations. 

When he wrote this work and gave his experiences to the public 
asa journalist and an author there were about twenty-five sugar 
plantations upon the island. He says there is room forabout seventy- 
tive or eighty more, so that beyond question within a brief space of 
time you will have asugar product of those islands quadrupled to four- 
fold, producing now twenty-five millions, with a capacity according 
to Mr. Nordhotf of 100,000,000 pounds of sugar. Then with respect 
to the prodnetive capacity per acre of these islands, the same au- 
thority says it is from two to two and a half tons per acre, attaining 
as high in some instances as six tons. Hon. Henry A. Peirce, United 
States commissioner to the Hawaiian Islands from the United States, 
under date of the legation of the United States of Ameirea, Honolulu, 
May 26, 1°73, transmits his views on this subject as follows. 

The list of articles exported and their value at three several periods, 1°52, 1862, 
and 1872, exhibits the industries of the country. That of sugar is the principal one, 
the climate and soil being well adapted for the cultivation of sugar-cane. 


Not more than one-fourth part of the area of land suited to its growth is under 
cultivation, owing to the scarcity or want of labor and capital. 


Not of want of productive capacity but of labor or capital; and 
those are the elements, the lacking elements, that this treaty pro- 
poses to inject into the veins of this expiring community, a most 
praiseworthy object, a most commendable desire, but scarcely to be 
carried out at the expense and at the cost of the entire people of the 
United States. This gentleman af the same time, in transmitting his 
views to the Government of the United States, incloses also a sum- 
mary of the area and cultivable capacity of the islands, vouching of 
course by its transmittal for its veracity; and I should like to refer 
to that in this connection. He says: 

The area of the eight principal islands of the group is generally estimated at 
6,000 square miles, or 3,640,000 acres. At least one-half of this is composed of the 
rocky and barren portions of the four lofty mountains of Hawaii and Maui. The 
remaining 1,920,000 acres are suited to grazing purposes. Not more than one-fourth 


of this is tillable soil, unless we include those portions of Hawaii where the pulu 
fern now grows, and which are adapted to the Manila-hemp banana. 


THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of one o'clock having ar- 
rived, pursuant to the order of the Senate the joint resolution of the 
oy of Representatives, as amended by the Senate, will now be 
read, 

Mr. WEST. What becomes of me and the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is taken from the floor 
by one o'clock, 

Mr. WEST. So I see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read by the Secretary. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is this the third reading ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The third reading of the joint reso- 
ution. 


The joint resolution will now be 
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The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution (H. R. No. 1) proposing 
} an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The third reading having been ex- 
| ecuted, according to order, the joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution takes its place upon the Calendar. The 
regular order is now before the Senate, and the Chair replaces the 
Senator from Louisiana upon the floor. 
Mr. WEST. Is there to be no further proceeding under the order 
of the Senate? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. We have executed the order of the Senate and 
cannot do anything more until we take it up, which we shall try to 
do presently. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apams, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate insisted npon by 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the 
current expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
177, and for other purposes, agreed to the further conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SaMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. A. 
M. Scares of North Carolina, and Mr. S.A. Hurvpur of Illinois man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 


THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, when interrupted I was saying some- 
thing about the cultivable area of these islands, If the Senate will 
retlect a moment, this is a material consideration which should influ- 
ence their action, because I shall endeavor to show as I proceed that 
we are absolutely buying this land—and getting no title to it—at over 
$5 an acre. What would be thought of the proposition if this bill 
came before the Senate headed, as it is in effect, “A bill to give the 
Sandwich Islands $3,000,000 per annum fora lease of sufferance for 
seven years?” How many Senators would vote for it? That is what 
it is in effect, and that is why I say it is the most gigantic and the 
most unwarrantable subsidy that was ever sought to be foisted upon 
the American Congress. Without going into the detail of these va- 
rious islands, Kauai, Oahu, Maui, Hawaii, Moloki, Lanai, and others, 
which are used as sheep-runs, I will read further from the Commer- 
cial Relations: 

This estimate, which is very low, gives a total of 292.000 acres of arable land 
in the group. Of this only a part is adapted to sugar-cane cultivation. In a com- 
munication published in the Advertiser in 1855 or 1856, Dr. R. W. Wood estimated 
the quantity of cane-land at 100,000 acres, which has generally been accepted as 
reliable. A recent writer in the same paper says: “ The aggregate amount of the 
cane-land on these islands amounts to about one hundred and forty-five square 
miles, or 92,200 acres.” 


There are two authorities, both giving you 100,000 acres of land in 
the Sandwich Islands capable of successfully producing sugar. What 
does this other authority say? Ihave quoted Mr. Nordhoff on his 
average of two tons per acre. I have quoted him on his maximum of 
six, and now I will give the maximum of the honorable commissioner 
of the United States: : 

Two tons of sugar to the acre of cane. 


This is not an extract from a newspaper ; this is his official report: 


‘Two tons of sugar to the acre of cane is the average crop of all the plantations. 
Captain James Makee, proprietor of Ulapalakua plantation, at an elevation of two 
thousand feet, on the southerly side of Fast Maui, once produced fifty tons of sugar 
from seven acres of cane. 


Over seven tons per acre. That is the maximum of this authority. 
Let us take it at theaverage. One hundred thousand acres of sugar- 
land, four thousand pounds per acre, 400,000,000 pounds, is the ca- 
ar these islands for sugar production, every pound of which 
will produced and under this treaty will come to your shores. 
Twelve million dollars, according to the maximum of your authentic 
and official authorities, will be taken out of the Treasury of the United 
States annually to subsidize the sugar-planters in that island and such 
as may go there. But that I should not deal in too large figures, that 
I should not make my hypothesis unreasonable, let us come back to 
the present production there. Let us reason with ourselves how much 
it is likely to be on an average in the next seven years. I have shown 
you that the product to-day is 25,000,000 pounds. 1 have also quoted 
authorities showing that that quantity can be increased to the utmost 
eapacity of the island within two years. I think it is within the 
bounds of reason to say that during the term of duration of this 
treaty the average import into the United States will be at least 
100,000,000 of pounds per annum. 
me call attention to one very significant note. 


Before I leave this authority let 
It is prefixed with 





1876. 


the usual notification, nota bene, and it 
Scnate: 


should be a nota bene to the 


N. B —The capital invested in thirty-two plantations amounts toa sum not less 
than 24,000,000, while their value at this time is not over $2,000,000, 


Is not that an inducement, if there were no other, to have a minis- 


ter plenipotentiary sent here to this Congress to endeavor to cajole 
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this body into an arrangement that will put that deticieney of $2,000,- | 


0v0 back into the hands of the resident planters, irrespective of what 
is to be gained in the future?) There is the authoritative admission 
that this property has decreased one-half; that it only represents 50 
per cent. of what it cost; and can we form any other conclusion but 
that under the stimulus of this hot-bed process, fertilized by the 
treasure of the people of the United States, the value of these lands 
will soon be recovered to their proprietors ? 

I know such of those Senators who have given the slightest atten- 
tion to my remarks are anxious to know how the moucy is to get 
out of the Treasury of the United States that I have stated. I have 
no doubt that they require that I shall make my proposition good 
that this is a gross subsidy, an unwarrantable subsidy, and that 


| those whom I represent at 


the carrying of it into etfect must be done at the expense of the | 


people of the United States. From page 472 of the Revised Stat- 
utes I read that in the introduction of sugar into the ports of the 
United States “sugar not above No. 7” shall pay 1} cents per pound ;” 


and going on through the various grades I find that the extreme | 


for unrefined sugars, the description embraced by the provisions 
of this treaty, is 3} cents per pound. A subsequent act of Con- 
gress enhanced this rate of duty 25 per cent., so such an addition 
is to be made to the figures named. How are the grades of sugar 
fixed under the laws and regulations of the Treasury of the United 
States?) The saccharine properties of the import do not control the 
daty. It isa mere question of color. Make te sugar light in color 
and y 
properties than if it was much darker. Consequently all sugar-im- 
porters intending to use sugar for refinement bring it in at as low a 
evade as possible, or as I am informed they practice sometimes the 
imposition of unnaturally coloring the sugar so as to get it in at a 
low price. Ihave been unable to ascertain from the Treasury De- 
partment what the exact amount of duty per pound is paid upon 
Sandwich Island sugar; but it cannot be doubted that the moment 


; : +e a : sO) mouth that I am speaking in the interest of 
ou raise the duty, although it may contain no more saccharine | 
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rihn no sect 


I am speakil ig to demon- 
of the 


of another 


at all. I am tryit 
scheme to take 


to the 


} rest 
that here isa 


1 cca ol : 
people from all sections and 


the money 
mtribute it peo] le 
secLion, 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
allow me. 

Mr. WEST. nt; Iam: 
answer the question further if the Senator 
now allude, although I did not so intend, t 


in this matter. ] 


Then the Senator will 


One mom ot thro 


ith this Iwil 
| take his I will 


© the interests of Louisiana 


one. 
seat. 
I know that this idea is not generally entertained by 
home, but I say to them in all candor that 
I would prefer in their interest to give my vote for this treaty rather 
than to give it against it, and I will explain why. When you have 
depleted the Treasury of the United States to the extent of from 
three to twelve millions of dollars on the duty upon sugar, it is so 
much more argument in favor of the sugar interest of Louisiana that 
the present rate of duty upon sugar should be maintained. The time 
may come when tbe representative from the sugar-growing State of 
Louisiana will stand in this place and plead in behalf of that interest 
that you have stricken from your revenues millions of dollars per 
annum, and if you want to maintain revenues at the 
sum you must hold up the sugar-plantations of Louisiana or you 
Government will become deficient in its revenue. I this idea 
is peculiar to myself, yet it is entertained by rs, too. Tr i 
not generally entertained by the people of Louisiana, but I should 
want no better vantage-ground, and the future representative of 
Louisiana in this body, whoever he may be, will want no better van- 
tage-ground for the maintenance of the duty upon sugar in after 
years than to say, “ You took it off of 400,000,000 pounds on the Pacitic 
That is the sectional allusion which I will make in regard 
to Louisiana sugar; but the Senator cannot put the words into my 
Louisiana alone. Now I 
will answer any other question the Senator from Oregon may put to 


those present 


know 


some othe 


coast.” 


| me. 


| the 


you put this premium upon its importation the grades of sugar will | 
le raised by the sugar-producers there as high as possible, so as to | 


vet the advantage of the abatement of& the highest rate of duty. 


They pay now, as well as I can understand, about 23 cents per pound; | 


but not.to be excessive in my limitation I will put the result of their 
eforts at 3 cents a pound duty. So then, when you take off the duty 
to-day, to get five hundred thousand dollars’ worth of trade in gross, 
you will take out of the Treasury of the United States three quarters 
of a million dollars. To-day the imports into this country are 25,- 
000,000 pounds of sugar. Abate the duty upon that at 3 cents a 
pound and you are giving a bonus to that people of $750,000 for the 
mere Opportunity of getting half a million dollars’ worth of their 
trade. What does half a million dollars’ worth of trade amount to 
any way? 

‘lake all the character and the experience of the trade with the 
Sandwich Islands, carried on mostly by the thrifty and provident 


or 


residents of New England, and can you in the nature of things antic- | 


ipate or expect that more than 20 per cent. inures to the parties en- 
gaged init. Therefore, to get five hundred thousand dollars’ worth 
of trade at a profit of 20 per cent., or $100,000 per annum, you begin 
by paying $750,000 out of the Treasury of the United States. There 
are three places for that advantage to go, beginning with the three- 
quarters of a million of abated duty at the very outset of the ratifi- 
cation and coniirmation of this treaty. There are three places for 
that sum to go; first to the planters of the island; second, to the 
sugar refiners of San Francisco; or third, to the inhabitants of the 
Pacific coast, who consume every pound of it and more ; but with re- 
gard to the latter that is a delusion. The Senator from California 
LMr. SarGENT] and my friend who sits beside me [Mr. MrrcHELi] 
a find their people not benefited one farthing by this abolition of 
auty. 
duty upon tea and coffee wasabolished abated not one farthing of 
the cost of consumption to the poor man who drank either ? 
we not had experience sufficient in taking off the duties of two impor- 
tant commodities to show that such a proceeding inures in no degree 
whatever to the benefit of the consumer? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WEST. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that one of the principal reasons 
why the honorable Senator from Louisiana and other Senators from 
the South oppose this treaty and the bill 1s because in their judgment 
it will materially affect the sugar and rice interests of the South. 
the gentleman’s argument be true that the Pacific coast is not to be 
benefited in that there shall be no reduction in the price of sugar or 
of rice and the people of the Pacific coast are laboring under a de- 
lusion, then I should like to know how the sugar and rice interests of 
the South are to be affected by the treaty? 
_ Mr. WEST. Whatever other Senators may have to say on the sub- 
ject, the Senate will bear me witness that I have not alluded to the 
sugar interest of Louisiana one moment, and I do not intend ta de sa, 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I do not wish to do that, I am very sure, but I 
simply want to understand the Senator; and I think I do understand 
him now. I understand him to state it as his judgment, in substance 
and effect, that the practi al operation of this treaty will not affect 
price of sugar and the sug interest of the South. That 
what I desire an answer to. 

Mr. WEST. Very well. The Senator has made an answer forme. 
He started out with the proposition that I was opposing the passage 
of this treaty because it would damage the sugar interests of Lou- 
isiana. I do not do so from that stand-point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not understand that the Senator from Lou- 


at Is 


| isiana, and certainly not after what he has said, takes that posi- 


tion; but I do understand him now to say that in his judgment the 
practical operation of th's treaty will not or cannot in the very na- 
ture of things affect the sugar or rice interests of the South. 

Mr. WEST. I should like to qualify that remark in one respect. 
Stimulate as you will under this treaty the production of those islands 


| to the greatest extent, setting the example as you will by a recipros 


ity treaty in favor of one sugar-producing country, then you may 
ultimately injure our efforts; 


but the present and prospective scale 
of reduction, at 


the limitation I have put it, is so small in compari 
son with the consumption now and growth of this country that I do 
not regard it of importance. 
ever, with reference to the ric 
as I understand the rice 


I will not make that same remark, how- 
‘e-growing interest of the South, because 


produced in the Sandwich Islands assimi- 


| lates more to the Carolina rice and the Louisiana product than any 


Is it not within the experience of this Congress that when the | 


Have | 





If | 


other species of rice known in the world. I have no doubt that my 
friend from Oregon could sit down and under some circumstances of 
his diet enjoy a plate of rice and milk with a great deal of gusto. If 
that rice were India rice, Patna rice, or China rice, he would have no 
relish for it; but if it were Sandwich Island rice or Carolina rice 
then he would enjoy it. Therefore there is another thing to be taken 
into consideration on the rice question, and my friends who are more 


| concerned in the product of that article than I am myself will no 


doubt treat it properly and ably subsequently in this debate. 

When my friend interrupted me I was making an allusion to the 
draught, the suction, if 1 may so call it, that will be applied to the 
Treasury of the United States by the abatement of this duty. I was 
going on to show what the rate of duty was and the process by which 
the rate of duty was detined under the regulations of the Treasury 
Department. This is all I have further in regard to that matter. J 
read from section 2914 of the Revised Statutes: 

The standard by which the color and grades of sugar are to be regulated shall 
be selected and furnished to the collectors of such ports of entry as may be neci 
sary by the Secretary of the Treasury, from time totime, and in such manner as he 


| may deem expedient. 


I called attention te the fact that the amount of duty that was 
paid respeetively upon various grades of sugar was fixed and detined 
arbitrarily by the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury. Let an: 


| one of ourfriends here go into an appraiser's store in any custom-hous« 


of the Union where sugar is imported, and he will find aseries of litt! 
glass bottlh s arranged, each one of those bottles graded acco! 

color, marked by the authority, sanction, and direction of 

tary of the Treasury of the United States with the rate wl 

of that color shall pay. That bottle is laid down upon t! 


stinpie and the duty is fixed accordingly. There is an 
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from 1} of a cent a pound up to 3} cents, according to the grade of 
the sugar, and that grade is established by color. Does any man be- 
lieve that it will not be instantly the interest of every sugar-producer 
in the Sandwich Islands, under this treaty and its stipulations, to so 


raise the color standard of his sugar that he will get the greatest | 


benefit from the higher rate of duty? Then you cannot avoid in 
your own minds establishing 3 cents as an average rate of duty upon 
the product of sugar to be introduced from these islands. 

Therefore, I repeat again, you begin by paying §750,000 a year. 
In less than two years you will pay a million and a half. Within 
the time of this treaty you will pay three millions a year; and it is 
within the bounds of possibility that your Treasury will annually be 
depleted by a maximum sum of $12,000,000. Ido not think I over- 
state the case when I say that it will average $2,000,000 annually. 
So in the space of seven years, not to acquire the fee-simple of these 
lands, not to become the sovereign owner of this limited territory, 
but for the mere sake of creating an abstention on the part of other 
pomeee that they will not take possession of those islands you will 

1ave paid out of the Treasury of the United States, at the very low- 
est limit, $14,000,000, and you will have got what? A 20 per cent. 
profit on a trade of $500,000 a year. The proposition is absurd. 
Looked at in that light it cannot meet the sanction of this body. 

Although I have not concluded what I have to say with regard to 
the commercial advantages claimed for this proposition, I shall now 
take occasion to speak of what are called its political advantages. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator comes to the political feat- 
ure, I should like to make one other inquiry of him, and that is 
whether or not, in his judgment, the importation to the Hawaiian 
Islands from other countries outside of the United States would not 
in all probability come from the United States under the operation 
of this treaty, and therefore his argument of 20 per cent. of $500,000 
would fall to the ground. 

Mr. WEST. I have already shown that the trade of those islands 
from other parts outside of the United States is only half a million 
dollars. That is the very foreign trade the friends of this bill char- 
acterize as grand commercial advantages. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1 say that we shall get that trade under the 
operation of this treaty. 

Mr. WEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Therefore the argument of the Senator that we 
are getting 20 per cent. on four or five hundred thousand dollars 
amounts to nothing, if I understood him? 

Mr. WEST. I cannot conceive for my life how the Senator can 
come to any conclusion such as that. I have shown that the total 
trade of the islands is something over a million of dollars; that the 
United States have about half of it, and that under this treaty we 
shall get the other half. Is there anything more to get than the 20 
per cent, on that other half? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I confess if that is what the Senator means I did 
not understand him. Weare now paying an ad valorem tariff to the 
Hawaiian Islands of 10 per cent. on all of the trade we have with 
them, 

Mr. WEST. That there may be no mistake about this, as it isa 
material point in the line of my argument, I will go back and re- 
peat it: 

The total value of articles imported into the Hawaiian Islands, included in the 
treaty of Is6%, which are proposed to be admitted into the Hawaiian ports free of 
duty, amounted to $1,003,424.88, of which $463,711.76 came from the United States, 
ond $519,713.10 came from other countries; but under such a treaty, with its advan- 


tages favoring American productions, most, if not all, would come from the United 
Slatos. 


In other words, we are in pursuit, I repeat again, of this enormous 
deticiency of a trade of $500,000 a year, now unfortunately, to our 
detriment, enjoyed by other parties, and we propose for the profit 
on that half million to pay an annual bonus of $750,000, 

Mr. MITCHELL. And we get to our people the reduction of the 
tariff they are paying to the Hawaiian government besides, the Sen- 
ator will admit. 

Mr. WEST. I never heard that the manufacturers of Great Britain 
were mulet in the duties imposed by the United States. It has al- 
Ways occurred to me as an element of political economy that the con- 
sumer was the unfortunate man that paid the tax. Now the Senator 
from Oregon says by taking off the Sandwich Islands’ tariff the Pa- 
cific coast will get the benefit of that profit. That reasoning leads 
him exactly to my proposition that taking off the duty in either case 
only benefits the producer. 

Sir, the magnificence with which this proposition is claimed as re- 
dounding to the eternal glory, the transcendental progress of the 
United States in a political sense, has amazed my comprehension. We 
are led to believe by the momently timerous Senator from California 
that the great coast of the Pacific, the home of a stalwart and war- 
like male population is open to the inroads of some hostile power and 
needs must that a gate-way be planted in the middle of the Pacific to 
giand wagch and ward over their dangers. A historical reflection to 
ihe great Armada of Philip 1I in the sixteenth century, when the 


whole people in the kingdom of Queen Elizabeth were in dismay at the | 


wivent of that Armada is nothing in comparison with the Senator's 
apprehension. Twenty-seven thousand men under Philip II of Spain 


borne upon 75,000 tons of shipping were the dread and terror that 
overheld the British people, 
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One other armada, and that in the history of our own country, I 
willrefer to. L allude to Sir Henry Clinton’s invasion of Long Isl- 
| and in 1776 with another foree of 27,000 men. A similar number of 
men to that of the great Armada was projected on our shores by 
what means? By the escort and protection of thirty-seven frigates of 
the line by the capacity in a carrying sense of four hundred transports. 
Take your own navigation laws where you have restricted the ton- 
nage to your immigrant population to two tons per capita. Add to 
that the munitions of war, the cavalry, the artillery, wagons, the 
necessary three months’ rations, the necessary one month’s forage of 
the invading army to the Pacific coast, and you can double, ay, 
treble, your tonnage capacity. So to land on the shores of the Pa- 
cific from where? From a voyage of 16,000 miles such a force as 
could be presumed capable of invading its shores would require 
more shipping than the kingdom of Great Britain has to spare. 
Does any man believe, does the Senator from Oregon believe, that 
upon the bugle-blast of war being sounded on the Pacific coast 50,000 
men would not spring to arms to resist an invasion of their territory 
in thirty days? Sir, where is your invading army? It fades like 
smoke before the breeze, as other invading armies have faded in his- 
tory. It is an unwarranted and a discreditable apprehension to sup- 
pose that the soldiers of the Pacific coast are not adequate to take 
care of themselves in all emergencies against any invading foe. And 
how near are we to them? Let there be an untoward occurrence in 
your Indian warfare and the President of the United States and the 
General of your armies and the Secretary of War are overwhelmed 
with propositions of gallant and intrepid soldiers to enter into the 
service. Let there be the first intimation to-day that the Pacitic 
coast is in danger, and although I know the men of that coast and 
know that they would consider themselves degraded if you supposed 
that they were unable to protect themselves, yet we could within a 
week re-enforce them beyond all possibility of disaster. 

What becomes of this ghost of threatened invasion? I know there 
is a reference in one of these reports to a high authority in military 
circles stating as a strategical position the Hawaiian Islands would 
be of great advantage; but if you had asked that gallant soldier, 
“Do you propose that the people of the United States shall pay 
$2,000,000 for seven years to obtain that object?” he would tell you 
“T would rather have the money to put it in the mobilization of an 
army when danger was imminent.” He was not dealing with dollars 
and cents as we are required to do as the guardians of the interest 
and the treasure of the —— of the United States. 

So Imay ask in my humb®® way also to criticise a recommendation 
that has been made by a high naval authority on a somewhat similar 
subject. The instinct, the whole habit of thought of the Army and 
Navy of the United States tends to the aggregation of posts of 
strength, of offense and defense, leaving us to determine how they 
shall be regulated by the resources of the people. So here is another 
authority, Admiral Porter, not asked for his opinion as to whether it 
is advisable to pay this price to attain what he seems to have set his 
heart upon, but merely to express his opinion what an advantageous 
position this would be for an outlook on the Pacific. An outlook for 
what, Mr. President? An outlook overseeing the great commerce of 
the American people, a commerce by circumstances and by your im- 
provident legislation that has dwindled down to such an insignificant 
extent that it occurs to me we had better address ourselves by some 
bounties in the interest of ship building to increase it instead of a 
bounty to protect it. 

What does Great Britain want of these islands? They lie not 
within the track of the commerce from the Pacific coast to the In- 
dies; in summer time they are eleven degrees and in winter time 
seven degrees south of the track of that commerce. 

Mr.MITCHELL. What does England want with the Feejee Islands? 

Mr. WEST. Iam not discussing England. 

Mr. MITCHELL. You asked what England wanted with the Ha- 
waiian Islands. 

Mr. WEST. I will come tothat. Impinging upon our very shores, 
on our frontiers, is a British possession known to us as Vancouver's 
Island, the stronghold and threatening outpost of the British govern- 
ment over our contiguity. Vancouver's Island lies in latitude 4% 
north; San Francisco lies in 37°. Every ship almost bound from San 
Francisco to the Indies takes the track that brings her nearer to this 
already established stronghold of the British government, supplied 
fully with coal and with a back population of loyal citizens besides, 
capable of producing and oe all the implements and neces- 
saries of war, and it is proposed that England shall go out of her track, 
according to the theory of these gentlemen on political advantages, 
to get an island where the carriage of coal to a coaling station would 
amount to more than her armed tonnage afloat. There rests that 
British fleet, ready to pounce upon us at any moment in case of hos- 
tilities. So, if those hostilities are imminent or pending or probable, 
which I do not believe, Great Britain has no occasion for another sta- 
tion. But assuming the principle that there is danger in that prop- 
osition, how does this give us a foothold upon those islands, and how 
does it prevent Great Britain from wrestling with us when a casus 
bellioccurs? Is there any proposition to fortify these islands, to take 
| the money with which we subsidize them and make them a strong- 

hold for the Navy of the United States, whence they can preserve a 
protecting scope over our commerce? Let war be declared by Great 
| Britain with this country at any time during the existence of this 
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treaty, and we must wrestle with her with the strong hand for the 
maintenance of our supremacy there. Not one atom have you ad- 
vanced under your treaty to prevent if. Would it not, I ask, be a 
more sensible thing to step forward to this decaying and tottering 
kingdom and say, “ We will give you so much per annum for so many 
years and we will own your islands, and we will go to a further ex- 
penditure and we will make, if necessary, such a stronghold as will 
be an essential and necessary and valuable protection to our com- 
merce?” What will it protect, I respectfully ask of these naval au- 
thorities, by the mere ratification of this treaty? Will it raise a for- 
tification? Willit planta gun? Willitsubmerge a torpedo for the 
defense of your naval or your mercantile marine? No, sir; but you 
would find yourselves in the situation instantly of a war being pre- 
cipitated upon you, of being compelled to meet the Queen of the Seas | 
in your eflort to make this locality formidable. 

Does any Senator dispute my proposition that in a military sense 
the Pacitie coast is absolutely impregnable? Does any Senator dis- 
pute my proposition that under this treaty you do not advance your 
naval protection one atom? I think not. 

Mr. President, after all this is done; after all this annual subsidy 
has inured to the advantage of the interest that I have alluded to; | 
after you have paid out of your Treasury your $2,000,000 per annum 
for seven years, Where will we find ourselves at the end of that time? 
Have you advanced in any degree, even the most remote, toward 
bringing that people any nearer to you? Will not these men whom 
you pamper by your subsidy wax fat and grow strong in their con- 
ception of the value of their property? Can it be believed that at 
the end of that time these islands will be any more ready to drop 
like a ripe pear, according to the figure of speech of my honorable | 
friend who sits near me, [Mr. HAMLIN,] into the lap of the great 
paternal Government of the United States than it is now? 

Is it not the part of true political wisdom to so adapt your nego- 
tiations that you will understand absolutely what is the quid pro quo 
for the outgo from your Treasury? Further light has come to this | 
body during the period that this treaty has remained incomplete. We | 
are obliged to ransack the meager authorities that are attainable to 
ascertain something about these islands. A commissioner from that 
government comes here and endeavors to promote this treaty ; but 
where is the observant and intelligent scrutinizer on behalf of the 
American people that has been to these islands and examined the 
question in the light of finance and commercial advantages and the 
reverse, Who tells you it is to your interest to ratify this measure ? 
What harm can be done by the lapse of a few months with the fur- 
ther opportunity that the authorities of the United States and the 
members of Congress will have to examine and to serutinize and to 
reflect upon this matter? What harm will be done by letting this 
bill now before us lie dormant until we shall come here in the winter 
better informed on the subject? Is it not the duty of the President 
of the United States, after such preparations and examinations as 
are now made to further investigate this proposition and to ascer- 
tain what are its elements, and what are its damages and its detri- 
inepts, as well as its assumed advantages ? 

I can understand why it is pressed with such unexampled zeal in 
this body. It finds its earnest advocates among the representatives 
of that coast which can only see advantage and profit to their section 
init. It finds further advocates and supporters in the friends of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| distress. 





Administration, who would dislike to reject any measure that meets 
the encouragement and the support of the Chief Executive. Sir, I 
say that the friends of this Administration. I say that the friends of 
the republican party in this Chamber should beware how they fasten 


upon the civil administration of this country a measure that will come | 


home to plague them, and that cannot be supported and sustained 
before the American people under the light of inevitable experience. 
I say to Senators here and I say to my fellows on this side of the 
Chamber that there is danger in this thing; that it means the gross- 
est, the baldest, the most extravagant subsidy in behalf of a peculiar 
and special interest that ever was passed by the Congress of the United 
States; that the commercial advantages are insignificant; that you 
are asked to give from a million and a half dollars to $3,000,000 to a 
foreign people scarcely numbering more than one-third of the popu- 
lation of this city, when you hesitate and you cavil and you demur at 
an annual appropriation of half a million to maintain a decent gov- 
ernment in a city where you own one-third of the property. 

Mr. President, I call upon the Senate to pause before it takes this 
unfortunate step. If the propositions that I have laid down can be 
controverted, I shall be most happy; but I tell you you are ingrafting 
on your legislation now a scheme more reprehensible in its nature, in 


its effects, and in its results, than clouds the legislative history of | 


your country for the past twenty years. Pause, I say to you; stop 
now and give us further opportunity to look into thisscheme. What 


will be the great disadvantage or detriment if you have a few months | 


more to dissipate the ideas that some of us have in regard to it and 
let some intelligent emissary of the United States go there and pro- 
pound the question on our behalf whether it is policy to pay $3,000,000 a 
year for a lease of the islands, and such a lease! A lease out of which 
you will get no benefit, a lease through which you will make the 
lessee wax fat and strong and more able to resist your advances. 

I recognize the importance of making these islands an inherent part 
of our republic. I understand that, and I say that in my opinion now 
is the right time to strike, now is the fit time when, trembling in the 
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about to depart from them, we 
quired to be granted to them as a sub 

sidy, buy the islands out and out, and be the undisputed s 
the country. . 
Mr. President, I speak with earnestness. 
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vereign ol 


Iam so impressed with 





the fallacy, the danger, the wrong of this measure that I ask, at 
least, that further consideration should be given to it. The political 
advantages are as naught; the commercial advantages are a delu 
sion and asnare. The honor of the United States is more bound to 


its people than it is to this foreign population. 
in honor to our own people to recede from what we are doing, if we 
are doing wrong, than we are bound to adhere to any foreign people 
to the detriment of our own. 

Mr. President, I will not occupy the time of the Senate further. 
There will be further debate on this subje ct, and to other Senators 
have been instrusted other interests that will be affected by the rati- 
fication of this measure. I am sorry to see, not speaking personally 
at all, the lack of interest that the Senate manifests on a subject of 
such very great importance. I trust, before final action on the sub- 


We are more lx 


ject, that the Senate will at least arouse itself from its lethargy and 


understand what interests of magnitude and importance are at stake 
in the question. Just so sure as we consummate this treaty, in my 
judgment, we lose the Sandwich Islands forever. We shall be four 

teen to twenty millions of dollars worse off at the end of seven years 
than we are to-day, and we shall have to begin d lake their 
own admissions. Now is their very strait. Now is the hour of their 
If we want to go to their relief, bring them by purchase 
under the fostering dominion of this Government, and ingraft your in- 
stitutions upon them, and at least give the people of the United 
States some return for their money that you take away from them by 
this measure. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, the remarks I may have to submit 
to the Senate on this Hawaiian treaty have perhaps rather an indi- 
rect application, but as this is about the only opportunity I shall 
have, I will now submit them. 

I will say before I begin that I have several tables to present with 
annotations showing the character of the reductions made by the 
House of Representatives in the appropriation bills, and I now ask 
the consent of the Senate that these tables may be printed without 
reading. It will oceupy a good deal of time if 1 am required to read 
them. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I dislike to objec t, but I must object to their 
being printed. I prefer to have them read. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lask whether it is in order to move that permis- 
sion be granted to publish them. I will say to the Senator that I do 
not propose to be prevented from reading fhem, and if I am com- 
pelled to read them, it may take me till about six o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Eaton in the chair.) 
Senator from Georgia insist on his objection ? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I do, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move, then, if it be in order, that I be permitted 
to publish the tables, annotated as [ have stated, without reading them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia objects to 
the printing and demands the reading. The Senator from Minnesota 
moves that he be allowed the privilege of printing - 

Mr. WINDOM. In the ConGkEssIOoNAL RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair is not 
rule that obtains in the Senate, but in other legislative bodies it 
would be for the decision of the body. The Chair, unless there be 
objection, will put the question on the motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

The question being put, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam much obliged to the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the Senator proceeds I should like to 
make an inquiry of him. Itis very evident that it willnot be a great 
while before there will not be a quorum in the Senate Chamber, I 
understand that there are several conference reports that might be 
submitted and acted upon. I want to inquire of the Senator from 
Minnesota whether there are not some conference reports which might 
be presented. 
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The remarks which I shall make now after the 
Senate has consented that I may publish the tables will not take, I 
think, more than an hour, and probably not that long, and there will 
| be no conference reports ready to act upon in that time. I have 
chosen this opportunity so as not to delay the action of the Senate on 
| the conference committee reports. I would otherwise have pre 
| ferred to make my remarks in submitting one of the reports of those 
committees. 

Mr. DAVIS. I take it that the Senator from Minnesota will refer 
to the tables that he wishes to have printed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will state what they are; and now I will say 
that having prepared my remarks so that I might not take too much 





time of the Senate, I shall decline to be interrupted until I conclude 
them, and I will say to Senators who may have any doubts as to the 
truthfulness or propriety of what I may say, that if they will make 
a little note I shall very gladly submit myself to cross-examination 
| when I have coneluded, but not before. 
| Mr. BOUTWELL. When the examination-in-chief is over. 
Mr. WINDOM. Yes, when the examination-in-chief is ove: 
tts. 
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Mr. President, my object in asking the indulgence of the Senate at 
this time is to correct a grossly erroneous and exaggerated statement 
which has been frequently paraded on this floor and elsewhere. The 
statement to which I refer has been embodied in tabular form, and 
is doubtless designed for use as one of the chief weapons of aggres- 
sive wartare in the presidential contest. My purpose is to demon- 
strate as clearly as I can its fallacy and falsity, so that no one shall 
hereatter employ it without knowing that his weapon isfalsehood. 

| will present the table referred to, so far as it relates to the appro- 
priatious for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1°76 and 1577, and the 
reductions which are alleged to have been made by the House of 
Representatives. 


Statement as published in House of Representatives showing alleged reduc- 
tions in the appropriations made by the House bills for the Jiscal year 
ending June 30, 1877, from the appropriations made for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1867. 


Apuesentn ston I 
vills as passed 
the House for 

|} ending the year end. | 
W, 1x76. ing June 30, | 


| | Ies7z. 


toduetions be- 
low appropri- 
ations for the 
year ending 
June 30, Le76. 


Apprept iations 
| or the year 


Bills. 


dune 





| \ 
Military academy $3604, 740 00 $236, 241 00 


$133, 499 00 
Ho 





Pension bill pavheedvss 30, 000, 000 00 00 466 
Consular and diplomatic -.. 1, 374, 985 00 | 462, 237 50 
Fortification bill nis nov, OOO 00 00 535, 010 00 


Legislative, executive, and 
EE « Sis ebebce. bnseeus 18, 902, 236 99 
Liver and harbor bill....... 6, 643, 17 50 
Deticiency bill....... - ‘ 4.703, G99 18 
7 


5, 903, 421 38 














4 
Post-ottice bill. ...... 37, 524, 361 00 3, 7s 2 00 
ow .,, eee 17, OO1, 006 40 4, 568, 151 00 
ie ee 5, 360, 45 55 1, 380, 052 44 
Agung UR . .. 200 ccvscncceese 27, 933, 530 00 | 4, 741, 495 28 
Sandry civil bill. .........- 2, 644, 359 09 | 11, 787, 023 55 
a 177, 303, 220 71 138, 736, #68 62 3x, 516, 312 09 


Gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol flaunt these figures in our 
faces and triumphantly exclaim, “ Here stands the bold, detiant prop- 
osition that neither logic nor arithmetic can answer, that a demo- 
cratic House have reduced the ordinary expenses of the Government 
over $39,421,961 below the appropriations for last year by the repub- 
lican House of Representatives for the very same service.” 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina, [ Mr. MERRIMON, ] who 
has recently won so brilliant a reputation for statistical accuracy, 
takes up the refrain, and, with expression of supreme satisfaction so 
peculiar to himself when dealing with figures, calls our attention to 
the statement as a conclusive demonstration of republican extrava- 
gance and democratic economy. Speaking of the House of Repre- 
sentatives he says: 

And they have ent down the appropriations from last year $38,000,000 in round 
numbers. Now Lask, if this is trne, if the public expenditures the current year 


may be reduced $3%,000,000, why might not that sum have been saved last year and 
for several years past! Let him who can answer. 


Mr. President, this is the modest pretension daily dinned into our 
ears from the other end of the Capitol and from certain Senators in 
this Chamber. It will be repeated with glaring head-lines in every 
democratic newspaper and thundered from every democratic platform 
until the end of the presidentialeampaign. I have therefore thought 
it worth while, in the interest of truth, to examine this very extraor- 
dinary assumption in order to ascertain if it has any foundation in 
fact. 

And I am compelled to say that not only arithmetic and logic but 
truth itself are all set at detiance by the statement that $39,000,000 
or anything like that sum has been saved by democratic “ economy.” 
In stating the result of my examination of this question I shall show, 
first, that the table exhibiting the pretended “ saving” of $38,516,- 
312.09 involves several important omissions and errors, which when 
corrected leaves the amount only $30,076,241.63; second, that the 
principles and expedients adopted to effect this large reduction are, 
us to all their essential features, in the face of reason, justice, and 
expediency; and that they were made wholly in the interest of party, 
and without reference to the necessities of the public service or the 
best interests of the country. 


ERRORS CORRECTED. 


The errors and omissions by which the above table is made to state 
& false balance against the appropriations for 1876, larger $8,440,070.46 
than actually exists, are— 

First. In introducing into the statement the deficiency bill, which 
has not the slightest bearing upon the comparative economy of the 
two Congresses. The deficiency bill passed by the last Congress was 
for the year 1575 and prior years, and the bill passed by the present 
Hiouse of Representatives was almost entirely for years prior to 1876, 
acsul chietly for years prior to 1873. The statements in the table that 
$4,703,699.18 was an appropriation for the year ending June 30, 
1876, and that the sum of $671,436.74 was for the year ending June 
30, 1877, are wholly untrne. Neither of these apprepriations has 
any more to do with the expenditures of the years 1876 or 1877 than 
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with the cost of the pyramids. The amount credited to democratic 
economy by this error, not to characterize it by any harsher term, is 
34,032,212.44. 

Second. In omitting to charge against the House appropriations the 
sum of $1,500,000 for the centennial exposition. Thesum of $505,000 
appropriated by last Congress for that purpose is charged against 
the appropriations for 1576, but the amount appropriated for same 
purpose by the present House of Representatives is wholly omitted 
in their table. Therefore the additional sum of $1,500,000 must be 
charged to House bills for the year 1577. 

Third. Omitting to charge against House appropriations for 1277 
the sum of $1,807,858.02 “ unexpended balances ” which would have 
been covered into the Treasury, had they not been made alive again 
by the House bills. To appropriate money without naming the 
amount is bad legislation, and for several years has been discounte- 
nanced by both Houses. This year the committee of the Housedug up all 
the old “unexpended balances” they could tind and re-appropriated 
them, without naming the amounts thus appropriated. Hence the 
sums charged in the table against the year 1577 in second column are 
less than were really appropriated by the sum of $1,807,852.02, which 
should be added to them. 

Fourth. There are other errors in the table in not charging up to 
the appropriations for 1877 the sum of $200,000 for forts on the Yel- 
lowstone, $200,000 for the Washington Monument, an indefinite ap- 
propriation, amounting to about $500,000, for mints and assay offices, 
and the sum of $200,000 for paving Pennsylvaniaavenue. The amounts 
appropriated last year for purchasing site for a fort in Texas and for 
a monument to Farragut were all duly charged to the last Congress, 
Why should not amounts for similar purposes be charged to the pres- 
ent Congress? 

Theaggregate of these corrections amounts to $3,440,070.46, which, 
being deducted from the vaunted $38,516,312.09, leaves the actual 
reduction only $30,076,241.63. 

I will not now stop to characterize, as I might very properly, a 
statement so grossly inaccurate; for whether the errors be inten- 
tional or not, they are of small moment in comparison with the dere- 
liction of duty and the partisan recklessness which mark many of 
the reductions actually made. I content myself with presenting a 
corrected table showing the actual reductions. 


Statement showing the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 20, 
1276, in comparison with appropriations proposed in House bills for Uv 
year ending June 30, 1277. 





| Appropriat 


















|Appropriations | bills as pass 
: tor the fiscal | the House ior 
Bills. year ending | the fiscal year 
} June 30, 1876. | ending June 
| | 30, 1x77. 
i i 
| 
Military academy..... peoses weseccenescosccescces * $259, 131,00 
kl 30, 000, 29, 533, 50d" 00 
Consular and diplomatic 907, 247 50 
ED ccs iontun ss senneses 3150000 00 
Legislative, executive, and judicial.............. 18, 902, 236 99 | 13,292 253 61 
i, oc. eunesbtenen: pen eneenns 6, 643, 517 50 5, 872. 250 OO 
DEED tabcinddscbetbinn dake dtenenseanvecnens 33, 739, 109 60 
Navy |} 12,434,655 40 
 -cadin nekene . | 4,086,612 01 
Army.... | 23, 137, 819 52 
Sundry ci | 14, 919, 538 09 
Unexpended balances reappropriated ...........-. | 1, +07, 858 02 
Centennial appropriation ........................ | 1,500,000 00 
Forts on the Yellowstone River...... ...........| recive ndeieiemnet 200, 000 00 
Washington Monument........ . 200, 000 00 
Paving Pennsylvania Avenne | 200, 000 00 





Indetinite sum for mints and assay oflices—about 500, 00 00 


143, 005, 554 15 





172, 599, 741 5: 


Net reduction of House bills. ............-. 29, 504, 187 38 | DRS PALES 


If it were desirable to show the actual reductions proposed by the 
House bills below the actual expenditures of the last fiscal year—per- 
haps a more precise mode of stating this — retrenchment—the 
fact might be mentioned that in addition to the unexpended balances 
reappropriated by the House there were other unexpended balances 
amounting to about $2,500,000. Subtracting this amount from last 
year’s appropriations, and also from the above stated reduction, we 
find the actual retrenchment proposed to be $27,576,241.63. But as 
the comparisons have all been made between last year’s appropria- 
tions and the amount of the House bills for the current fiscal year, 
I shall in my remarks adhere to that comparison. 

It will be observed that the net reductions for the eurrent year as 
stated in this table amount to the sum of $29,594,187.38, whereas by 
the table prepared at the House of Representatives, after the proper 
corrections for the errors referred to have been made, the reduction 
amounts to $30,076,241.63, a difference in the results amounting to 
$482,054.25. This discrepancy in the results is due to differences aris- 
ing in the course of computations involving hundreds of items, in the 
aggregate amounting to over $300,000,000. This difference for the 
practical purpose which I now have in view may be disregarded. I 
will only add in this connection that table B and the other tables 











1876. 





which I present have been prepared with a great deal of care, and 
I believe them to be correct. 





REDUCTION ANALYZED. 





I propose now to analyze this “reduction,” and to demonstrate 
that while a small portion is a proper saving of money, it is on the | 
whole, and with respect to the purposes for which it was made and the | 
impression it was designed to create, a sham and delusion, a thinly 
disguised attempt to obtain votes under false pretenses. | 

‘The purposes in view were to prove the republican administration 
guilty of extravagance by showing how much less a democratic | 
House could appropriate. The impression designed to be produced 
was that these “reductions” are a real “saving” of money to the 
‘Treasury. I propose to show that reduction in appropriations does 
not always mean economy, and that in the case under consideration 
but a very small part of the boasted retrenchment can by any pos- 
sibility be called a saving. 

The character of these reductions will appear in the following ta- 
ble, which has been prepared as a general summary of the tables 
which will be appended to my remarks: 
























Statement showing the character of the reductions constituting the difference 
between the amount of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1876, and the amount provided by the House bills for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1877. 

CHARACTER OF REDUCTIONS. 
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Postponement OE GRUNER ccc ce ceecccscccsscccdceccscce ceases $5, 086, 791 82 
Withheld for deficiency bills ............... 7, 697, 423 96 
Failure to provide for the public service 6, 239, 577 30 
Reductions attributable to Department estimates. ................... 2, 037, 6 
Completed works, requiring no appropriation. ............ . 2,611, 768 48 
Appropriations which take no money out of the Treasury. .. . 302, 00 
Repudiation of national obligations. ......... Jews 11, 000 00 
Denial of appropriations for the national defense. 990 00 
WisnsliaeGGs FOGNGORG «0600 cccce. vorcensvevessvecsenccscsecsescces 544, 192 91 

Total . .ccccccccscccscccccccccccccanseccscescoscceccoccccccuces 424, 225 03 
ADDITIONAL AND INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS MADE FOR 





THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. 





Unexpended balances re-appropriated 















Increased appropriations : 
Centennial appropriation esene 500, 000 00 
Forts on the Yellowstone River . i 200, 000 00 
Washington Monument. .. ........ccccccccccccces 20), 000 60 
Paving Pennsylvania avenne. ...... rate oe ei cee ed oe 200, 000 00 
Indetinite sum for mints andassay offices—about...... 500, 000 00 
i a abc i eS a ek », ROO, G37 65 





Net reductions in House bills as 





CHARACTER OF THE PRETENDED ECONOMY. 





I willexplain more fully these characteristics of the several reduc- 
tions mentioned in the last table, and if Iam not greatly mistaken 
they will illustrate the fact that a mere “reduction” in appropri- 

ations does not always mean a “saving,” and that while the appro- 
‘ priation bills of this year as passed by the House of Representatives 
are in the aggregate 15941 8 less than for the same branches of 
the service last year, the actual “saving” to the Treasury is not one- 
fifth of that sum. They will also show that the blind and reckless 
manner in which the public service has been maimed and mangled 
may result in losses and damage to the public interest much greater 
than the real saving. The true character of these reductions will be 
best appreciated by closely observing the means by which they are 
etlected. 
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EXYVEDIENTS RESORTED TO BY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 





Some of the expedients employed to accomplish the boasted reduc- 
tion are embraced under the following heads, viz : 






POSTPONEMENT UNTIL NEXT YEAR OF VARIOUS NECESSARY AMOUNTS, SUCH AS FOR 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND OTHER WORKS OF IMPORTANCE : AMOUNT, $5,086,791.82., 





For public buildings under the Treasury Department the House bills 
appropriated $2,645,160 less than was appropriated last year, and this 
sum enters into the grand total-as a saving. Is it anything more 
than a mere postponement? The buildings are needed. They are 
now under process of construction. In some cases, notably that of the 
Chicago custom-house and post-office, there is no money to roof them, 
and serious loss will be incurred. It is true that at Chicago there is an 
unexpended balance, but I am credibly informed it is not available 
for rooting the building. In other cases foundations are begun, but 
there is not money enough to bring them up to the level with the 
streets so that the grading may be done and the gas and water pipes 
be put in order. 

The amount appropriated by the House bill is not large enough to 
continue these works economically, and hence money will be wasted 
instead of saved. The Government is paying large sums for rent of 









of those now in progress. There will be money enough in the Treas- 
ury this year to prosecute these works with reasonable vigor and 
economy, and the only question is, shall it be applied to proper works 
of public improvement or used in reducing the national debt? 

Labor and material are cheaper than they have been for many years, 
and it is to be hoped cheaper than they will be in the years to come. 
Is it not true economy for the Government to avail itself of these ad 











buildings in various places, which might be saved by the completion | 
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the people and aid 
confidence and prosperity ? What is the 
efiect in our cities when the Government suspends its works and dis 
misses its employés? in the tirst place, it is to increase cruelly and 


lt 


} unnecessarily the number of unemployed people, and hence to aggra- 


vate the general distress. In the second place, it is to intensify the 
public distrust by advertising to every body who looks upon these 
deserted works, that the nation itself is in failing circumstances. 

No, Mr. President, this is not “economy!” It is not a “saving” of 
public money! It is at best but a mere postponement, which may servo 
a political purpose by reducing for this year the aggregate of appro- 
priation bills; but it is not statesmanship. 

lor light-houses, beacons, and signals the apparent “saving” 


$525,200. 


is 
These are all required for the safety of our commerce on 
the ocean and the great lakes. They were estimated for and urged 
by the Light-House Board. No person doubts their value or that 
they will be provided for hereafter. This alleged “saving” is there- 
fore only a postponement, probably at the cost of life and property to 
American citizens engaged in commerce. The wants of commerce 
were of less importance, however, in the estimation of the Ilouse of 
Representatives than the political ends that were to be subserved by 
aspurious economy. A large reduction must be made at all hazards, 
and commerce must wait until after the election. 

For surveys of the public lands the amount of “saving” is put 
down at $647,390. Of course these lands are to be surveyed in the 
near future. To refuse to do so now is rank injustice to the new 
States and to the hardy pioneers who are pushing the van of civiliza- 
tion into the wilderness. The amount which should have been ap- 
propriated is merely postponed until next year. 

The character of the other items postponed, amounting with those 
already named to $5,085,791.02, will be seen by reference to the fol- 





lowing table, and more particularly by referring to the detailed state- 
ment which is appended to my remarks. ‘To call any portion of this 
an actual saving of money to the Treasury is simply absurd: 


Statement showing the amount of appropriations postponed for the action 
of Congress in the Suture, 
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Object. e3 
| <q~ 
POST-OFFICE BIL! ‘ 
Furniture for post-offices ...........--22+ -.ssseeeseeeceeees 10 $15, 000 00 
Foreign mail transportation ............ 2.220. cccccscccces 36 x0, 000 00 
Mail-bags and catchers .............. 19 | 25, 000 00 
Distributing agents and assistants 235 6, 300 00 
TUR ccc cccncdecncnccccnceesccosnsessconccsceqesenens | 126, 300 00 
; — 
NAVAL BILL. 
} 
Drawing and printing charts, sailing directions, &c.... -18 10, 000 00 
Repairsof naval Hospitals and naval laboratory .......... 15 10, 000 00 
Coseeene OE BOTINe CORRS. ncccccccccecsccceceuscesnascccace 63 B70 00 
Fuel for Marine Corps...... 7 64 3, 652 00 
Repair of barracks and rentals ...........-...----eeseeeee- 67 », 000 00 
Datel < ncencceveccseccsscescesccocecsceascessecnceoes 37, 522 00 
} 
ARMY BILI 
| 
Construction and repair of hospitals.................-. | 14 38, 505 58 
Saddles, tools, &c., cavalry service ...... 2.2.2. -cceeececees 24 20, 000 00 
NE 2 btw eh Gldb tela eeasareesnddvedaes niebpecseceses 58,5°5 58 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. } 
} | 
Government Hospital for the Insane...........-.....++.-- 22, 928 46 
Public buildings under Treasury Department...... ‘ | 2, 701, 393 99 
Light-honses, beacons, and signals | 535, 200 00 
Surveys of lakes and Mississippi River........-....-..-.. | 50, 000 00 
Buildings and grounds at Washington | #0, 750 00 
Improving Capitol grounds ......-..-.---.- ++. ++-e0eeeeeee 100. 000 00 
Coast Survey ....-- sees . owe ieee 226, G0) 00 
Heating, ventilating, and hoisting apparatus for all build- | 
ings under control of Treasury Department............. 4 | 100, 600 00 
Vaults, safes, locks, and repairs thereof ...............- 42 25, 000 00 
Surveys of public lands taht as ‘ ili tae eee 63 | 647, 300 00 
Expenses an collecting revenne from sales of public lands | 64 | 177. 981 79 
Temporary clerks in Treasury Department ...... | 77 | 6), 000 00 
Maps of survey of Territories oes date nasengenasioc eudeod | 66 | 40, 000 00 
To pay clerk of Committee on Private Land Claims, Senate | 92 | 2, 220 00 
DOE Sei eveddeccscaschadsescivcecencendudcdecuess Rewweese | 4, 834, 464 24 
MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 
Heepital. ..2...cccceccccccccce 26 10, 000 00 
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STATI 


Sighs lata acid comeiyyy y jotimte 


BUMMARY 
Dost ne ae $126, 300 00 
Bimeal WA... 22s cccvcscececcsces cocesevescscccenesceneseceseccosecess 37, 522 00 | 
Ar DERE . oo voc cen cep eabocesssesunsneresesevecenes . 58, 505 Se 
Su ‘ 1 bill nee ‘ . . cove 4,734, 404 24 
Military Academy bill Ves Ch0ebe KORwEKOOseEs SSECRE SANEKD Kane ae 30, 000 00 

OE sith aubhnueaeeutsuenieinldneasnses eudsad sweetie eente -. 5,086,791 2 

2. bY WIT } APPROPRIATIONS AT THIS SESSION TO BE SUPPLIED BY DEFI 

CIENCIES AT NEXT SESSION OF CONGRESS: AM ST, $7,697 453.96 


The House bills appear to have been framed for the express pur- 
pose of creating deficiencies, 


The object to be gained by this expe- 
client is obvious. 


li will make a flattering exhibit of the economy 
of this Congress in comparison with the last, and if large sums with- 
held can be appropriated next winter the presidential election will 
then have passed, and the majority in the House of Representatives 
will have had the benefit of pretended economy during the canvass. 
It does not comport with common honesty to assert that such “ re- 
dnetions” are in any sense a “saving,” or to employ such an expe- 
dieut to show that this Congress is more economical than the last. 
The true measure of this alleged retrenchment cannot be taken until 
the n 
must be provided shall he known. 

To illustrate, take she matter of public printing, for which there 
Was appropriated last year $1,665,507.06, and by the House bill only 
PL134,105.50, It is well known that there was no considerable “ un- 
expended balance ” at the end of last year; it is equally well known 
that the cost of the printing for the current year which has been and 
will be ordered by Congress will be in excess of last year. The nnu- 
merous investigating committees of the House which have been in 
session for the last six months, ransacking jails, penitentiaries, and 
lunatic asylums, and delving into the slums and sewers of society in 
search of evidence against republican oflicials, will all want their evi- 
dence and reports printed. That alone will immensely increase the 
expenditure for public printing. And yet in the face of these facts 
the House bills appropi late $531,402.16 less than was found necessary 
last year. This too is called a “saving,” and constitutes a part of the 
yrand aggregate. 

The folly and demagogism of this reduction are proven by the fact 
that before the present session could adjourn we were compelled to 
vote a “deficiency” of over $100,000 for printing Agricultural Reports, 
the amount allowed by the House bills for congressional work having 
been substantially exhansted in the second month of the fiscal year. 

lor “mints and assay offiges” the reduction from last year’s appro- 
priations is $410,035, and this in view of the very largely increased 
service that will be demanded of the mints by reason of the laws re- 
quiring additional silverecoinage. It must have been intended either 
that the law shall not be complied with or that 











a large deticiency 


shall be provided when Congress shall meet next winter. At least | 


$200,000 more will be required this year than last. The reduction 
upon this item proves conclusively that not economy but small ap- 
propriations was the design of the House bills. Every piece of silver 
or nickel coined at the mints yields a large percentage of profit to 
the Government, and hence the more business we can do the greater 
will be the protit to the Treasury. Withholding the sums necessary, 
as the House bills have done, is to curtail the operations of the Gov- 
ernment in a profitable business, and thereby work an actual loss 
to the Treasury, 

For “ judiciary expenses” the reduction is $516,200. This was done 
in face of the fact that a deficiency of $100,000 for last year is re- 
quired, There is no reason to suppose that a less sum will suftice 
this year, and hence a deficiency bill of from five to six hundred 
thousand will be voted next winter. Here is another half million 


which goes to the credit of democratic economy, which should rather | 


be eredited to an artful dodge or a false pretense. 

In the Army bill alone the reductions would have created “ defi- 
ciencies” of over $5,000,900, even under the circumstances which ex- 
isted last year. To make such reductions in the face of a threatened 
general Indian war is wholly inexcusable. To thus expose the frontier 
to the merciless savage for the sake of making political capital can 
hardly be pardoned, even on the ground of partisan extremity. The 
House of Representatives has already conceded in conference that a 


large portion of this reduction wasinexpedient. And before the close | 


of the session we will be compelled to vote several millions for a de- 
ficiency, which it was expected could be deferred until after the 
election. In this ease, as in that of public printing, the cloven foot 
could not be concealed, even for sixty days of the fiscal year. 

For pay and provisions of the Navy, which are fixed by law, and 
the sums required, the subject of almost exact calculations, the 
amounts withheld for deficiencies aggregate $214,000. 

jut I must not stop to enumerate all the items of this character, 
amounting in the aggregate to $7,697,483.96. They run through all 
the bills, and are so numerous as to justify the conclusion that if 


those bills were framed upon any principle at all it was upon the | 


principle of dodging responsibility at this session by providing for 
large deficiencies at the next. By this expedient it was not difficult 
to make a flattering exhibit of “ economy ” in comparison with the 
bills of last year, which henestly appropriated the amounts required 
for the public service. Tsubmita table showing the reductions which 
will have to be made up by deticiencies next winter : 
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ext session shall have expired and the large deticiencies which | 
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Statement showing the amounts withheld from the appropriation bills passed 
by t'e House of Representatives, but which must be provided for in d& 
ficiency bills ot nert session of Congress. 


i 


Object. 


Reference to No, 





POST-OFFICE BILL. 








Rent, fuel, and light for post-offices.................2.-..-- + £60, 000 00 
I DEG cnn t stieeuls Sbbkek secede wenden extavkaun ll | 50. 000 00 
EE acnideedeibve tics (Aa wetek seen senedanan snmuatediaenwall | lio 000 00 
NAVAL BILL. 
DUE GS ONG sc dnns caccen cownsnscuncsnesdesusacoosreecs 1 500, 000 00 
a re Mr 5 i ccc spasebbbhesedtséusbinhewone } 13 4.000 00 
Peweentes Cet Ge BOTY sc cnncvcccsccccce-cosenenccevcescs ee 4 314, 000 00 
Water for ships...... acted tenia cde th die Seca eee 49 10. 000 00 
| Contingent expenses of Bureau of Provisions and Clothing... SU 15, 000 00 
EL. shh bak Ven dtkndnddbits sdcneseeneeténesganen bivtelicsesan £43, 000 00 
ARMY BILL, 
I a ee eh 2 30, 000 00 
III I i cas bean 6 575. 641 00 
| Supplies for Quartermaster’s Department 7 207 
Incidental expenses of Quartermaster’s Department....... 8 400, 000 00 
Horses for cavalry, &c.......... » 195,215 11 
Transportation of the Army 10} 0,182,195 45 
| Hire of quarters. ... a a a ll 622 124 4 
| Clothing, camp-equipage, &c 2) 1,066, 77% 79 
OD india steibinsenpsbnenees ane aeee neeh se 13 25 0 ) 
| Hospital and medical supplies .................-2-..-0s 16 410, 000 00 
| Metallic ammunition for small arms................. eneceen 21 25, 000 00 
| ncieiencaianemainins 
erie. ne ce eee ee ibbe be ube mebhwase hs ee 5, 051, 200 80 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
Chargés d'affaires ad interim. ..............cccccseeesese 12 20, 600 00 
Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse ................ 20 50, 000 00 
REE Kieidieicinahinndtoin ex verkebadduannesetakesduweneds suanie 70, 000 60 
INDIAN BILL. 
OER incetptnenedkees cesdwenkvewssenseneuseennsssneseses Q7 50, 000 00 
} 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 
nr. 220.2. leben deeseaeenhuneneein 4,5,6 | 531. 402 WV 
PE cnnvcccconesecescherncns .c0esneseccusegesssssosses 12 | 516, 200 
| DUE vieiebe ekaebe Smen ts daha neonneceshenas coscnessosnslcoasines | 1, O47, «4 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. | 
; . | . 
| Contingent expenses of Sonate. ...........ccccccscccccceees 3 69, 750 00 
Reporting debates of Senate sie te ici amen emt wate 4 2, iM ! 
Coutingent expenses of House of Representatives. ........ 8 | 43, 207 00 
eT RENT IID 6.5.05 sateces deeds cous ccocesnessnvese 16 | 410, 035 Ot 
— 
i Chait. phe eth Scie bead enh eel ikudenaguanah@iedxkemicl | 525, Sez 00 
| 
SUMMARY. 
TNT ih ch ici adune detent sa eeheserenennnsboacesaeouse neeeeess $110, 000 00 
SE Ep nchddsdsecesartensapanpcnesnsssorsssscosese paeseecs eeeeson 243,000 00 


| Army bill 






cress ceeeeeescess 5, e 29 0 


Consular and diplomatic bill 000 00 
Indian bill om 50, 000 00 
MIC Ms cssabuskdthdpek 546, péeecbenceresercse pepeceees 1, 047, GO2 16 


Legislative, executive, and judicial bill 


Total 





3. TOTAL OR PARTIAL FAILURE TO PROVIDE FOR IMPORTANT BRANCHES OF THE PUb- 
LIC SERVICE: AMOUNT, $6,239,577.30. 


The notable omissions of this character are the total failure to 
| provide for the Indian Bureau, the Bureau of Military Justice, the 
Office of the Signal Service, and many other branches of a less im- 
portant character. The amount of pretended savings by these otal 
omissions to provide for the service is about $300,000. Such econ- 
omy is quite too modest. Why not save the entire expenditure 
| by omitting all appropria‘ions? The principle would not be ditier- 
eut, and by that means an astounding economy of a hundred millions 
might be shown. Such an exhibition of democratic frugality might 
be expected to take the country by storm next November. 

Let me very brietly mention a few of the more important branches 
of the public service that have been crippled by this expedient. 

Inland mail transportation shows an apparent saving as against 
the appropriations of 1676 of $1,948,000, As compared with the actual 
i 
| 





| expenditures of last year this is not even a reduction, for the amount 
expended under this head was $91,302 less than the sum appropri- 
ated by House bill this year. The amount appropriated by the House 
would have been enough for the service which was required last year, 
but will not meet the increased demands of the service. The conse- 











1876. 


quence of the failure to make sufficient provision is already seen in 
the stoppage of the fast-mail trains, and will be further apparent 
before the close of the year, either in a further curtailment of service 
or in a deficiency bill at next session. As against the expenditures of 


1-76 not a dollar of this large sum can be credited to democratic econ- | 


omy. 


In the consular and diplomatic bill we have reductions, arising | 


from failure to provide for the service, amounting to $274,100. Nearly 
the whole of this reduction is due tothe curtailmentof our foreign serv- 
ice or to the reduction of salaries already below chose of many of the 
weakest nations. Cutting down the salaries of our foreign represent- 
atives, Who are now unable in many cases to live respectably at the 


courts to which they are accredited, is simply a national disgrace. | 


Withdrawing representatives from other countries with whom we 
have important and growing commercial relations is an act of folly, 
and yet by both of these means a considerable “ saving” has been 
efiected by the House of Representatives. 

In the revenue-cutter service an apparent saving of $280,231.21 
was made, partly by appropriating an unexpended balance and partly 
by failing to make the necessary appropriations. This service is the 
right arm of the Treasury Department in the collection of customs. 
To cripple it as proposed by the House bill is to incur the risk of los- 
ing thousands of dollars for every dollar saved. 

The same remark may be made with reference to the item for col- 
Jlecting internal revenue, in which a reduction was made below the 
imperative demands of the service amounting to $336,340. Had not 
the Senate insisted upon an increase of the House appropriations, I 
have the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue for saying that the loss of revenue 
resulting from inadequate provisions for its collection would have 
amounted to very many times the pretended saving. 

The items of reduction under this head are so numerous I must con- 
tent myself with naming only one more, which though small in amount 
illustrates better than any other the animus of the House bills and 
the spurious character of the whole pretension of economy. Though 
the amount saved is only $6,000 it may result in losses to the Treas- 
ury which can only be measured by millions. I refer to the refusal 
of the House to appropriate anything for the examination of rebel 
archives. 

The ‘Treasury and War Departments are in possession of immense 
quantities of papers taken from the southern confederacy which fur- 


nish the only evidence available to the Government to defend against | 
By the | 


the myriads of claims which are pressing from all quarters. 
annual appropriation of small sums of money competent clerks have 
been kept constantly employed in the examination of these “ archives” 
and “records” in order to furnish evidence to the committees of Con- 
gress, the Court of Claims, and the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
evidence furnished from these sources has already saved the Treasury 
millions of dollars. 

A letter from Adjutant-General Townsend addressed to myself un- 
der date July 26, 1876, says: 


Themse to which these records have been put is chiefly in the furnishing of evi 
dence to the courts and claims commissions. In this work several millions of dol 
lars have been saved to the Government, two claims having been defeated amount 
ing to $700,000 and 8550,00Qrespectively. There are now pending before the southern 
claims commission nearly if not quite 10,000 « laims. Against many of these evi 
dence has been furnished, and the commissioneis are constantly sending for orig 
inal papers. Much more evidence can be furnished this commission. 


The House bills wholly omit the means of searching these archives 
in the Treasury Department, and for those in the War Department 
they make such inadequate provision that General Townsend would 
regard the work as substantially suspended. 

In addition to the 10,000 claims now pending before the southern 
claims commission, as stated by General Townsend, there are sujts 
pending in the Court of Claims for captured and abandoned pro- 
perty, chiefly cotton, amounting to $10,429,000. The pigeon-holes of 
almost every member of Congress from the South are overflowing 
with claims of all kinds growing out of the war. The committee- 
rooms of both Houses of Congress are burdened with them. It may 
be said without much exaggeration that the claims ready to pour in 
like a flood upon Congress so soon as the gates are opened exceed the 
total of our national debt. The Treasury Department isin a stage of 
chronic siege by the army of claim agents which swarm about the 
national capital. At the doors of the southern claims commission, in 
the Court of Claims, in the Treasury Department, in the corridors and 
lobbies of both Houses of Congress, this army stands ready to prey 
upon and plunder the Treasury the moment the barriers which now 
restrain them are broken down. Can itbe possible that in the sacred 
name of economy and reform these appropriations are withheld for 
the purpose of closing the chief sources of evidence against them, 
and thereby throwing open the vaults of the Treasury to unrestrained 
pillage? Can it be that the men whose tables groan under these 
claims have deliberately chosen this method of sapping and mining 
the strongest defenses of the Treasury ? 


The amount “saved” by this reduction is so small in comparison | 


with the magnitude of the dangers incurred, that a very great stretch 
of credulity is required to name the act economy. 

The other items for which inadequate appropriations have been 
made or from which they have been wholly withheld will be seen in 
the following table : 
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| Indian bill 


2495 


Statement showing the amount of reductions in appropriations for the cur- 


rent fiscal year, due to the total or partial failure to provide for impor- 
tant branches of the public service. 


Olyject 


POST-OFFICE BILL. 


Mail depredations and special agents 
Inland mail transportation 
Fees for attorneys, clerks, &e 


2), 000 0% 
1. 44 


7, 00 OO 


ono 00 


00 OO 


NAVAL BILL. 


Civil establishments at navy-yards 
Expenses nautical almanac .- ace 
General maintenance of navy-yards 
Civil establishment of hospitals 
Contingent expenses of hospitals 
Protection of timber lands 


000 00 
» OOO OO 
1 000 00 

ooo oOo 

000 00 
», OOO OO 


Total 


+ O00 OO 
ARMY BILI 
Ordnance service 


Manufacture at national armories of new breech-loading | 
muskets and carbines 


5, 000 
e000 
Total 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


| Diplomatic officers to twenty-one of the principal commer 


cial nations wes ‘ ; ‘ 
Ministers to countries in South America 
Minister to Greece on oe 
Minister to Central America 
Minister to Hayti nial — 
Secretary of legation to Japan. .. 
Secretary of legation to China 
Consuls-general and other con 
Consular officers at various port 
Clerks to consulates 
Interpreters an ; - wen 000 
Rent of prisons and wages of keepers abroad . 5, 200 
Bringing home from foreign countries persons charged with 000 

erime sees e OOo 
Relief and protection of American seamen 
Acknowledging services of foreign s 

American seamen from shipwreck 


un) 
900 
00 
aK) 
Me 
000 
000 
O00 
000 
od) 


ilar officers, clerks, &c.... 


aineh In rescuing 2, 000 


Total 


100 


INDIAN BILL. 


Expenses of various Indian agencies 

Expenses of commission of citizens sosceugeenceesos 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in three States and 
nine Territories 





SUNDRY CIVIL BILI 


Detecting and bringing to punishment y rsons engaged ir 


counterfeiting Government 
frauds 
Revenue-cutter service , - 
Custodians of buildings, janitors, &« 
Signal Office, War Department 
Agents at seal fisheries ae 
Examination of rebel archives paeas nad 
Thirty thousand copies of Official Postal Guides 
Experiments in testing iron and steel 


notes a bonds, and othe: 


000 00 
236 21 
000 00 
000 00 
350 00 
}, 000 00 
000 00 
000 00 


Total |} 602,5 6 2 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 
Public Printer 

Executive Departments 

Collecting internal revenue 

Surveyors-general and clerks 


Total 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Sewerage 


Post-Office bill 

Naval bill 

Army bill... ia 
Consular and diplomatic bill 


500 00 
3, 000 00 
5, 000 00 
, 700 00 
, 100 00 
. O26 21 
2 991 09 

00 OO 


Sundry civil bill ial 
Legislative, executive, and judicial bill 
Military Academy bill 


Potal 
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lnetions in the appropriations for the current fiscal year which are at- 
tributable to reductions made in the estimates of the Erecutive Depart- 
ments—Continued., 
rm public an offieials 
» four and a half 
lation of figures 
ral years required that 
>the Treasury, so that the sums 


won the face of the bil! 


mw 


(ee en - ~ = yer orem 
min ger 


f his year and to proportionately 
reduction which had been promised, INDIAN BILL. 
There was anothe lvantage in not naming the amounts of these apoos, settlement and say 
large unexpend balances, uamely, whenever they remain over from | Klamaths and Modocs..... 
last year, ev loll: hus r appropriated counts for two in the ag- Omahas 


prepvat dnetic as agal the actual expenditures of that year. anaes Sone 


F innel MA ZOCS 
For instance, : une that for a given service $800,000 were appropri- 


Kansas 
nt for i, and | onomy and good management, or a change in | Modocs 

¥ m1 only 000 were expended, leaving an une xpended Gaapekee aationel fund 
balance of S201 { The House could appropriate $400,000 and the lows tren ¢ fund fund 
unex nded balance. This would make $600,000 available for 1277, | } caskias and others 
precisely the amount expended in 1876, and yet the amount of such ‘rest on Delaware fund. ... 


hal + hating 1¢ 


alance not being named, there would appear to be a difference in Kickapoos, interest 
favor of this year amounting to $400,000, These sums thus manipu- 


Soa Sh ae 


SA RT AESSER: 


Total 
lated all go to swell the magnificent aggregate of democratic econ- 


omy and retrenchment. LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL. 

Thus by the cunning practices of these reformers the very economy 
of republican officials by which these large sums were saved is made 
to count against the party as extravagance. The large apparent 


> 


Collecting internal revenue 


Sar 


reductions thus effected are in no sense a saving. They are not even | post oftice 
actual reductions, and yet they count as such in the fallacious table | Army bill 
on which Lam commenting. To count them either as reductions or | Navy bill, 
savings in comparing the relative economy of the last and the present Indian bill 


Legislative 
; v1 ‘ os us 
Congress is simply a fraud. Pension bill 
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5. BY CREDITING TO DEMOCRATIC RCONOMY REDUCTIONS A tIBUTABLE TO DEPART- 


MENT ESTIMATES: AMOUNT, $2,037,585 
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Iti I hat C la ee ees CREDITING TO THE PRETENDED REDUCTION 
tis well Known that Congress seldom, if ever, makes appropria- LAST YEAR FOR OBJECTS WHICH WERE FULLY PROVIDED FoR BY THAT AY 


tions equal to or in excess of ‘the — ites, and yet the boasted total TION, AND, OF COURSE, DO NOT RE-APPEAR IN THE HOUSE BILLS TiHlls YEA 
includes all the reductions made by the v arious heads of De — nts AMOUNT, $2.611,768.48. 
upon the appropriations of last year. In the pension bill, for in- As an instance of this kind, take the item in the sundry civil biil 
stance, the entire saving of $466,500 was made in this way. Owing | “ for completing the jail in the District of Columbia.” The jail hav- 
to a decrease in the amount due pensioners and other causes, the es- | ing been comple sted and paid for by that appropriation, it can scarcely 
timate for this year was that much less than the amount appropri- | be claimed as a very remarkable feat of democratic economy that the 
ated for last year, and yet this sum of $466,500 is credited to demo- | same amount was not appropriated again this year. And yet this item 
cratic economy. The post-ottice bill also contains many items of this | figures as a part of the total saving. The sundry civil bill alone con- 
kind, allof which go to swell the total of democratic saving. Nearly | tains items of this character amounting to nearly $1,500,000, all 
all the other bills have many similar items, every one of which is in- | which are credited as a democratic saving in the grand total. The 
cluded as a part of the total reduction and credited to the superior | other bills embrace many similar items, as the annexed table will show : 
economy of the present House of Representatives, whereas if credit s af ‘ ete = : a 
is due anywhere it is to the carefulness of republican officials in sub- | eductions in appropriations for the current Jiseal year due to the fact | 
mitting their estimates. the appropriations made last session of C ongress were sufficient to comp! 
The items thus reduced appear in the following statement : certain works, and which do not therefore call for further appr epriation. 
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Reductions in the appropriations for the current fiscal year which are at- 
tributable to reductions made in the estimates of the Executive Depart- 
ments. 


Object. 


of item in gen- 


bi 


Reference to No. 


Object. 
INDIAN BILL. 


in House 


For three thousand or more captive Indians | y 300, 000 CO 
To indemnify Pawnee Indians 5 000 00 


Reference to No 


POST-OFFICE BILL. | li | } 306, 000 00 

W rapping-paper — Sendbseccbss 4 5, 000 00 
wine § 5, 000 00 SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Ront, light, and fuel for post-oftices 000 00 
lail-locks and keys i 400 00 | Collecting mining statistices—Professor Raymond 7 5, 0°0 00 
Mail-bags and catchers. . . oe - ‘ ; 00 | Construction of jail, District of Colambia 6x 657 3 
Maunfacture of postage sti An ps -- 22 | 2 00 | Furniture, fence, and apparatus for jail 69 5, $91 00 
Registered packages, envelopes, se als, &¢ i, 00 | Safe for Interior Department 7 2, 00 
Oflicial envelopes for postmasters ; ee 29 | 3, 560 00 | Furniture and repair of capitol of W ashington Ter ritory...| 7 5, 274 75 
Envelopes for dead letters : , 600 00 | Centennial stock certiticates 72 30, 750 00 
Engraving warrants, drafts &e. d 2 00 | Report of commissioners of claims 74 000 00 
B iaeee due foreign countries ala el ; 30, 000 00 | Monuments to deceased Representatives. ... ; 75 , 00 60 
Steamship service, China and Japan 38 | 50, 000 00 | Steam-pump for House of Representatives. . 76 , 000 00 
Steamship service, Brazil 39 | 37,500 00 | To re-imburse collector at Plattsburgh, New York... m4 6e4 10 
Oflicial stamps for Post-Office Department. . sunie 36, 000 00 | To pay Charles Morgan. . 85 3,000 00 
Pay of postmasters. .. - | , 000 00 | Works of art for C apitol.. onse 26 5, 000 00 
To pay Thomas J. Durant . _ soeseawel 87 3, 300 00 
Total _ . ak al 2,182 00 | Rent of rooms in Washington....... a Re 606 66 
| Repair of Post-Office building... ee 89 5, 000 CO 
ARMY BILI Rental at Peking, China = 91 5, 000 00 
Commission to international penitentiary congress \ 93 , 000 00 
depot, Willett'’s Point , 000 00 | Statue of Admiral Farragut 80 5, 000 00 
Stable for use of Senate 93 | 000 00 
NAVY BILI To pay States for expenses inc urred in the w 99 250, 000 00 
| Claims of Dakota Volunteers 109 33, 980 30 
Clothing of Marine Corps x 11, 130 00 | Military prison, Fort Leavenworth. ..... 101 101, 000 00 
Fuel for Marine Co ‘ sel 3 2,204 00 | Volunteers of Oregon and Washington Territory... ome 102 25, 000 00 
—__—_———— | Arsenal at Indianapolis, Indiana 103 | 1, 672 99 
13,334 00 | Military road in New Mexico .... 104 | 6,644 80 
= | Sites for forts in Texas .....-. ie 105 | 45, 000 UC 
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Reductions in appropriations for the current fiscal year, §e.—Continued. 


Object. 


in House bill. 


Amount ref 


Pedestal statue of General McPherson 

Brady's collection of photographs of the war..........-.- 
Plans and specifications for buildings at Auburn, New York 
Cholera investigation in Mexico 

Centennial contributions 505, 000 00 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing........ dian 840, 000 00 
Repair of steam-boiler, &c., Senate cebasasnes 3,500 00 
Settle accounts of B. Herman 545 77 
lay of contestants, House of Representatives 27, 100 18 
Pay of Bryant & Rogers, architects..........-.--.-.++.-- 600 60 


, 768 48 


$25, 000 00 
25, 000 00 
$4, 000 00 

5, 000 00 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


School building.......... set hie inne aes oben twink 








8, 000 00 


SUMMARY. 


Ii $306, 000 00 
Sundry civil bill . 2,297, 768 48 
Military Academy bill 8. 000 00 


7. BY CREDITING TO ECONOMY AND REFORM REDUCTIONS MADE IN APPROPRIATIONS 
WHICH TAKE NO MONEY OUT OF THE TREASURY: AMOUNT, $302,165. 

The following table will illustrate the value of this kind of re- 
trenchment. The national banks are required to deposit money in 
the Treasury to pay all the employés engaged in the Redemption 
Bureau, and, while there is a formal appropriation for that purpose, 
every dollar is re-imbursed out of the funds thus deposited by the 
banks. The House cut down the appropriations for this purpose 
$201,496, and take to themselves credit for “saving” so much to the 
‘Treasury. Another item of reduction is for official postage-stamps, 
which cost the Government nothing, except the nominal sum for 
printing. Neither of these items are in any sense a saving of money, 
but the reductions would count in the grand aggregate. And hence 
there was the same tenacity of purpose in cutting them down as if 
areal economy could be thereby effected. These items demonstrate 
the fact that “reduction,” and not “ economy,” was the motive which 
dictated the so-called reform, 


Reductions for the current fiscal year in appropriations which take no money 
out of the Treasury. 


d 


in House bill. 


Object. 


eference to No. 


u 
|} Amountrefua 


| I 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Officers and clerks in Treasury Department re-imbursed by 
national banks. .....- ceSe ee évcenscaserenscse'sesvenscces 

Amount for officers and clerks in office of Comptroller of 
the Currency ...... SOONes covenceccavenerseens bescessesses 


$166, 656 00 
34, 840 00 


201, 496 00 


| 100, 669 00 


302, 165 00 





¢. BY AN ARBITRARY AND UNREASONABLE REDUCTION OF THE CLERICAL FORCE IN 


THE VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS, WHEREBY THE PUBLIC SERVICE WOULD BE SERIOUSLY 

EMBARRASSED AND ITS EFFICIENCY IMPAIRED. 

The total number of clerks and employés in the several Depart- 
ments is 5,308; the number allowed by House bill, 4,105; total re- 
duction made by the House, 1,203, or 22.6 per cent. of the entire force. 
The Senate Committee on Appropriations, after the most careful ex- 
amination and full consultation with the various heads of the Depart- 
ments, came to the conclusion that a reduction of 318 was as much as 
the service could stand without serious embarrassment and detriment 
to the business of the Departments. This opinion of the committee 
was based upon a careful and thorough examination of the subject 
by the heads of Departments. The then Secretary of the Treasury 
Mr. Bristow, furnished the committee, at their request, a tabulated 
statement showing what, in his judgment, was the largest reduc- 
tion that could safely be made in his Department. Mr. Taft, then 
Secretary of War, appointed a committee of three of the most com- 
petent and experienced men of his Department to examine the sub- 
ject. That committee spent some twenty days in the investigation, 
going from desk to desk, ascertaining what every clerk was doing, 
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justice ; nothing more. 
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and whenever possible conselidating their work. Their report snub- 
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations the lowest practicable 
reductions in that Department. Similar careful and conscientious 
investigations were made by all the other heads of Departments, and 
their reports were, as I have said, the basis on which the Senate acted 
in reducing the number 318. 

I am fully convinced that the House reduction of 1,203 was made 
without the facts necessary to arrive at a correct conclusion, and 
mainly in conformity with the proclamation which had been issued 
at the beginning of the session, that “$40,000,000 reduction must 
be made” wt any sacrifice to the public service. It is not true, 
as is so often alleged, that the force in these Departments has been 
extravagantly increased since the war. On the contrary, the eco- 
nomical policy pursued by the republican party has constantly re- 
duced it as the work diminished. Every year this force has under- 
gone the careful scrutiny of both Committees on Appropriations, 
and nearly every year large reductions have been made. Any person 
who will compare the number of clerks employed in the various De- 
partments for the years 1860 and 1875 with the amount of work per- 
formed in those years, respectively, will find that the force is relatively 
much smaller now than in 1860. Let me give a few illustrations froin 
the Treasury Department. In the First Auditor's Office the cost for 
accounts settled was in 1860 $4.10, in 1875 $3.06. 


Object. 


SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE. 


mean OF pane Getta. cccccceccnccecesccecoenssecsosewssce | 
Number of employés : 

Number of accounts settled to 

Cost per account 


THIRD AUDITORS OFFICE. 
Number of accounts settled 
Number of employés 
Number of accounts settled 
Average cost per account 


Substantially the same relation of force and service is maintained 
throughout the Treaury Department. I have compared the number 
of accounts and cost of settlement, because it is the most convenient 
form of comparison. The accounts are generally larger now than in 
1860, and hence require more time and labor. It will be seen from 
these illustrations that the force was relatively from 25 to nearly 300 
per cent. larger in 1860 that now. If the comparison be extended 
through all the Departments, it will be found that the force has not 
increased at all in proportion to the service rendered. 

The reduction of the force therefore below the number recom- 
mended by the heads of Departments and fixed by the Senate amend- 
ments is merely arbitrary, without good reason, and at the expense 
of efficiency, safety, and economy in the transaction of publie busi- 
ness. 

9. BY REDUCTION OF SALARIES UPON 
VALUE OF SERVICI 


A HORIZONTAL RULE, WITHOUT 
RENDERED OR COMPENSATION PAID 

A saving is doubtless effected by this expedient. In some cases 
salaries which have been fixed since the war will bear reduction, 
though as a general rule nove of them are extravagant. A just and 
reasonable economy would therefore select such as are dispropor- 
tioned to the services rendered, and reduce them accordingly. Not 
so the partisan decree, which, right or wrong, must make a grand 
pretended saving for political purposes. The compensation of em- 
ployés in various Departments, with the exception of those fixed at 
$1,200 and less, was reduced by the House bill upon the horizontal 
rule of 10 per cent. Nearly all of these salaries were fixed by the 
democratic party in 1854, when the cost of living in Washington was 
at least one-third less than it nowis. Asalary of $1,200 would enable 
a clerk to live more comfortably in this city in 1854 than with a 
salary of $1,800 in 1876. There is, therefore, no justice in applying 
the 10 per cent. reduction to these persons. The “saving” ctiected 
by it cannot commend itself to the sense of fair play which distin- 
guishes the American people. They have already seen that the busi- 
ness of the Departments is now conducted more cheaply and economi- 
cally than it was in 1860. The amount of work done by the clerks is 
much greater in proportion to numbers than it was then. 

This gross injustice is sought to be covered by making a 10 per 
cent. reduction on the salaries of members of Congress. It is said, 
“See how equitably we have done this thing! We reduce our own 
compensation to the same extent we do others.” But is it equitable? 
The salary of a member of Congress in 1854 was only $3,000 a year. 
Since then it has been raised to $5,000. If the compensation of clerks, 
fixed in 1854, is to be reduced 10 per cent., why not rednee the salary 
of a member of Congress to $2,700? I admit, of course, that this 
would be an inadequate compensation, bué not more so than to re- 
duce a second-class clerk from $1,400 to $1,260. If political exigencies 
require the poorly paid clerks to contribute to the grand total on 
tenth of their salaries fixed in 1854, then I say let members of Con- 
gress come up to the mark like men and apply the same principle to 
themselves that they apply to others. This wonld be even-handed 
To be plain about it, Mr. President, this 10 
per cent. horizontal reduction in the House bill is sheer and shameless 


REFERENCE TO 








demagogism, inaugurated by men who only three years ago on the 

last night of the session voted themselves $7,500 a year and “ back 

pay” for an entire Congress. Some of them, with $5,000 of “back | 
pay” in their pockets, now seek to conciliate the American people 

by reducing their salaries 8500 a year. Why, Mr. President, they can 

well afford to do it, for the interest on their “back pay” at 10 per 

cent. per annum will make good the loss by reduction. The poorly 

paid clerks, however, have no such resource to fall back upon. 

10 AMOUNT, $1,611,000, 

This is illustrated by the denial of appropriations to pay judg- 
wents of the Court of Claims, on which some $2,000,000 were esti- 
mated for this year and over $°00,000 are now due. Such an oinis- 
sion could only be an inexcusable mistake or naked repudiation. It 
was not a mistake and was not overlooked. This court was organ- 
ized by ourselves to decide upon claims against the United States. 
It is an arbiter of our own selection. We have invited claimants to 
submit to its arbitrament. They have accepted our invitation, and 
judgments to the amount above mentioned have been rendered in their 
favor and are now unpaid. The final judgments of this court are as 
binding upon the honor of the nation as the public debt, and neither 
can be denied nor delayed without astainof repudiation, The amount 
appropriated for this purpose last year was $400,000, This year noth- 
ing. Why this inexcusable omission? The answer is obvious. The 
sum required was too large. It would never do to swell the appro- 
priations this year by the large amount which was necessary to save 
the national honor. By appropriating nothing, a comparison could 
be shown of $400,000 saved as against the extravagance of last year. 
Therefore the $300,000 must be repudiated in order to get credit for 
saving $400,000. In the partisan scales by which national honor and 
political necessities were weighed the former kicked the beam. 

The comparative saving effected by this expedient is $400,000, 
which figures in the boasted total, and will contribute to the mar- 
velous exhibit of economy to be made this fall. In the name of rea- 
son, Why stop at this small amount? Why not repudiate all the 
other obligations of the Government and thereby sare hundreds of 
millions? 

The District of Columbia furnishes another instance of repudiated 
obligations in the House bills. It may be true that no law pledges 
the Government to contribute a fair proportion of the current expenses 
of the District government, but fairness and common honesty do. 
The United States own nearly, if not quite, one-half the property in 
the District, which pays no taxes, but which is as much benetited by 
good government in the District as is the property of private citizens. 
We make laws for the District and by those laws have denied the 
citizens all power to raise money by taxation until December next. 
We have imposed upon them certain duties that require money, and 
having taken from them the means of raising it by taxation we pro- 
vide that their ofticers shall not borrow, under penalty of imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary and heavy fines, and then refuse to appro- 
priate our share of the current expenses. Last year $1,060,000 was 
appropriated; this year nothing. Consequently $1,060,000 appears 
asa “saving” in the grand total. It is true it was not necessary to 
contribute more than $500,000 this year; but even that sum was re- 
fused by the House, because it would to that extent have diminished 
the difference between the appropriations of the two years, and hence 
the total reduction, which must at any sacrifice of national honor and 
fair dealing be kept as nearly as possible to the promised $40,000,000, 
The Indian bill also contains several omissions to comply with treaty 
stipulations, by which considerable sums were “saved,” and probably 
ten times the amount will as a consequence be expended in Indian 
Wars. 


REPUDIATION OF NATIONAL OBLIGATIONS 


Reductions made by the repudiation of national obligations. 
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Rent of court-house and jail in Yedo, Japan...........-..-- 50 $5, 000 00 
INDIAN BILL. 

Clothing for Speen, Kiowas, and Comanches ..........-- | 1 11, 000 00 
Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans...........-.--- | 5 5, 000 00 
DEEREIES 5 occcesvackheuceneorhcansonessess 6 30, 000 00 
WED .0ne+caneciacniaumbnsnsesatachie | ll 35, 000 00 
RWG .ccccccccncnbenwes cocnenbasebecseesesess | 10 35, 000 00 
ge ee eee | 204 30, 000 00 

BR ocsvrecnkiiunnccnsiskecusbansipeiienseanehieeien: Scene 146, 000 CO 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. a a 

Contribution toward general expenses of District of Co 
NEE i) Snddwste ds, vatneettakeshiuak>waksnoneeeaneene #1 1, 060, 000 00 

' 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL, | 
To pay judgments of Court of Claims ...................-- 21 400, 000 00 
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SUMMARY. 


CE GNIS IE < kde ciks cecrtnnensncndcnes scncncesanens< 5, 000 00 
i eich eEC SHER CORDS RG ABB ina nan 146, 000 00 
i eo lo ee ae ene dgiknwane 6 oe tbs eeeEnee 1, 060, 000 00 


Legislative, « xecutive, ‘and judicial bill 400, 000 00 
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1, 611, 000 00 
BY DENYING APPROPRIATIONS ADEQUATE TO PROVIDE THE ORDINARY MEANS OF 
NATIONAL DEFENSE: AMOUNT, $5,353,990. 
The fortification bill of last year was reduced to the lowest amount 
consistent with the preservation of our forts in a condition to be of 
use in case of a foreign war. Only $850,000 was appropriated. The 
House bills this year appropriate only $315,000, which amounts to a 
virtual surrender of the forts as a means of national defense. The 
“saving” achieved by this surrender is $535,000, Whether it will 
prove a wise reduction depends upon our future relations to foreign 
powers and upon the question whether ordinary prudence requires us 
to preserve in a state of reasonable efficiency the defenses we now 
have. We are probably safe in taking the chances of a foreign war 
this year, and it was doubtless sie gp that when the present polit- 
ical exigencies shall have passed adequate appropriations will be 
made. The reduction for the current year will have to be added 
to the appropriation bills of next Congress, unless we propose to 
abandon all our external defenses and open our gates to any for- 
eign foe that may be tempted to prey upon a defenseless people. It 
has been argued in favor of these reduced appropriations for this pur- 
pose that fortifications are out of date, because more efficient and 
cheaper means of defense have been discovered. But, pray, what are 
they? Certainly not torpedoes, for these, too, have been denied as 
well as fortifications. By reference to the naval bill it will be seen 
that to save the sum of $56,000 the torpedo service has been seriously 
crippled and the appropriation for ** torpedo boats” wholly denied. 

I turn next to the Navy to see if any means have there been pro- 
vided which are to take the place of our substantially abandoned sys- 
tem of fortifications. Here I find that the same ruthless hand which 
struck down forts and arsenals and destroyed the efficiency of the tor- 
pedo service has fallen even more destructively upon our navy-yards 
and ships of war. With $50,000,000 invested in navy-yards, for which 
at least 1 per cent., or $500,000, was imperatively needed for repairs 
and preservation, not one cent was allowed by the House bills. The ap- 
propriation last year for repairs and improvements of navy-yards was 
about 2 per cent. on their cost, or $1,090,000; this year nothing. Con- 
sequently by permitting this vast property to go to decay and ruin a 
reduction of $1,090,000 was effected. 

For the preservation of vessels $3,300,000 was appropriated last 
year; only $1,500,000 by the House bill. Here is another reduction, 
called democratic economy and reform, by which the grand aggre- 
gate saving is increased $1,700,000, What is to be the effect? Tam 
reliably informed by the officer in charge of this branch of the seryv- 
ice that “the effect of this reduction will be to increase the cost of 
repairs another year by an amount which cannot now be estimated, 
and which will have to be provided for in future appropriations either 
at the next or the following session of Congress.” Another result 
will be to stop the repairs now in progress upon the Wyoming, Lan- 
caster, Monadnock, and the iron-clads Terror, Miantonomoh, Puritan, 
Quinnebaugh, Galena, Mohican, Shenandoah, and Monongahela. The 
repairs on these vessels would put the Navy in a condition to meet 
any sudden emergency that may occur. The lack of necessary appro- 
priations will put off this means of defense another year, or until the 
money shall be provided. 

For steam-machinery, &c., a reference to the tables will show an 
appropriation of $1,800,000 last year and only $385,000 this year, and 
therefore an apparent saving of $915,000. From the very best an- 
thority on this subject I have the following statement as to what will 
be the results of this economy: 

This reduction must necessarily stop a'l work upon the double-turreted monitors ; 
because the almost total suspension of work in the navy-yards for repairs and re- 
fitting of machinery of vessels required for sea service, and put it out of the power 
of the Department to repair to any great extent the machinery, &c., of any vessel 
or vessels in the service that may hereafter break down through unforeseen casual- 
ties or the ordinary wear and tear of service. The estimates of the Department 
as submitted to Congress were made at the very lowest point consistent with the 


preservation, care, and repair of vessels in service and the completion of work on 
those that aie invaluable to the Navy for emergencies. 


This, Mr. President, is the manner in which the defensive service 
of the Republic has been mutilated and crippled for partisan ends. 
These are the means employed to effect a magnificent showing of 
democratic economy! 

Is it true economy thus to allow the $50,000,000 invested in navy- 
yards to go to ruin in order to save the amount which is necessary to 
preserve them in a state of efficiency? Is it economy to postpone re- 
pairs which must be made this year or the next on vessels of war, and 
thereby not only render them useless for service, but largely increase 
the cost of such repairs next year? Is it a wise policy to abandon our 
means of defense, and thereby invite aggressions from foreign pow- 
ers? Why this sweeping and relentless crusade upon all provisions 
which have hitherto been deemed indispensable to the maintenance 
of our position as a first-class power? Shall all this be done in the 
name of economy? Is this great nation too poor to maintam the or- 
dinary means of defense? Must her forts be dismantled, her navy- 
yards be closed, and her ships of war rot at their docks because she 
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is unable to maintain them? Is it possible that any other motive 
less patriotic than frugality has guided the blow which has fallen so 
heavily ana unerringly on every part of our system of national de- 
fenses? I will not believe that under the sacred name of economy 
there was a lurking design to render the Republic powerless for de- 
fense against her foes; and yet if such had been the motive it would 
have been difficult to have devised means more etlicient than those 
which have been chosen. This policy of a democratic House finds its 
only parallel in that w hich governed a democratic administration in 
i360. Let us hope the parallel does not extend to the purposes by 
which each was actuated. 

I submit a table showing the various branches of the service on 
which these reductions were made. 


Reductions by denying appropriations for supplying the means of national 
defense. 


Object. 


teference to 
Amount refused 


| I 


NAVAL BILL. 
et OIE 0 oa vnccdrcseonnnebsdandnnsaneessesones 29 
lorpedo se rvice... 32-36 56, 000 00 
Equipment of vessels ane s 39 220, 000 00 
Contingent expenses at navy yards ce 42 | 20, 000 00 
Preservation and repair of vessels.... 51 1, 200, 000 00 
Repairs of machinery, oil, coal, & ............-.-------- 53 915, 000 00 


$125, 000 00 


3, 196, 000 00 


Torpedo experiments | { 10, 000 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Armories and arsenals........... —_ 24 362, 990 
Navy-yards and stations .. 103 | 1,250, 000 


SE cde senate bihtibekne,Vawetnes<stesewenesne neue 1, 612, 990 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
IE via annckh bekennceben read eihine binds aie whem | | 535, 000 





SUMMARY, 
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Naval bill . $3, 196, 000 00 
Army bill . 7 10, 000 00 
Fortification bill .. 


535, 000 00 
Sundry civil bill 


1, 612, 990 00 


Total 5, 353, 990 00 


There remains to be considered but one other of the various classes 
of reductions mentioned in table C, the class termed “ Miscellaneous 
reductions,” amounting to $4,544,192.91. In this class I have in- | 
cluded all items of which a considerable portion could be deemed a 


judicious reduction, giving the benefit of a doubt in all cases to the 


action of the House. It is true, however, that of this amount there 
are many items of which large portions are reductions that may prove 
injurious to the public service, but as a whole it is believed that the 
$4,544,192.91 may be fairly attributed to a reasonable and just econ- 
omy. 

1 would not be understood as saying that in the exercise of a wise 
discretion a much greater reduction than this could not have been 
safely made. On the contrary, I am convinced, from a careful exam- 
ination of every item contained in the House bills, that a reduction 





of from eight to ten millions (which is about equal to the average 
reductions made for the last seven years) could have been effected 
without serious embarrassment or injury to the public service. In 
many of the items included in the other classes some reductions could 
have been safely and judiciously made. I have not, however, credited 
such portions to a proper economy, because the sweeping and indis- | 
criminate manner in which these reductions were made by the House 
bills will be far more likely to result im a loss than in a saving to the 
Government. 

Up to a certain point retrenchment is economy; beyond that point | 
it becomes parsimonious extravagance. Take for illustration the col- 
lection of internal revenue, in which a saving could have been safely 
effected upon last year’s appropriations. But instead of stopping | 
at the point where economy ends and waste begins, the House bills 
reduced the number of districts and the appropriations so low as 
to render morally certain a loss of revenue greater than the en- | 
tire saving. The same thing is true as to the appropriations for 
mints; the reduction of clerical force below the point of efficiency 
and safety in the transaction of public business; the refusal to pro- 
vide for preservation and repairs of navy-yards and naval vessels; | 
the denial of means for searching rebel archives, whereby millions 
may be lost to the Treasury, and the general and almost universal 
mutilations of the public service. In fact this principle of indiserimi- 
nate cutting and slashing at all the branches of the public service for 
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the purpose of being able to present to the country for political effect 
a large pretended saving pervades all the bills, and will in all prob- 
ability result in an injury and a loss to the country greater than the 
whole amount that by a wise and judicious retrenchment could have 
been saved. I think I am right, therefore, in saying that in all this 
vaunted economy and reform there is not a real saving of $5,000,000. 

The items which I have credited to economy upon the principle 


just stated will be found in the following table 


Miscellaneous reductions. 


Object. 


POST-OFFICE BILL. 


Clerks in post-offices. ....... siucubeoseens $210, 000 00 
Letter-carriers and free delivery...... aeihilil : 200, 000 00 
Pay of railway post-office clerks...... ; nat 132, 141 00 
Pay of route-agents ‘ te pared liewrewee 105. 000 00 
Pay of mail-route messengers etuneietitbena 5 13, 000 00 
Pay of local agents os . ienchateeonntonen 16, 441 00 
Pay of mail-messengers aed iii aici alapaes 7 79, 000 00 

-<- -- ceeeees ° 5, 000 00 
Post marking and cancelin eT eee inepnwnetion j 000 00 
Stationery cccece os cece ove oe O00 00 
Miscellaneous items a 000 00 
Post-route maps aie eat ‘ amen ‘ : 000 00 
Advertising ...... wiccendcateberace sales : 5. 000 00 
Miscellaneous items. . . 00 00 
Tots manag ai 22 00 

NAVAL BILL 


Contingent expenses of Navy P ‘ ae ‘ ~). 000 00 
Pilotage and towage of ships of hike aah 000 00 
Nautical instruments. - . ¥ wane ae Sex tdmee ; 000 00 
Compass-fittings sud senee erewe ( 2 000 00 
Steering signals, gongs, &c af jekees 500 OO 
Contingent expenses Burean of Navigation 7 000 00 
Assistant and clerk Naval Observatory . ) 200 00 
Reducing observations transit of Venus ... oan 25 3, 000 CO 
Fuel, tools, materials, &c...... io Ss s ee ‘ 25, 000 00 
Miscellancous items ge iietonmulanions 2, 000 00 
Pay of professors and others adie ' 3, 200 00 
Pay of officers and privates of Marine Corps as vets 700 00 
Provisions for Marine Corps - -. jaan ; is 000 00 
Military stores of Marine Corps : wih 000 00 


Tots cece : ° oe ee - 1, 700 00 
ARMY BILL. 


Expenses of commanding General's office : FOO 
Signal-service of the Army ‘ 2 000 
Army contingencies... - ewan ‘ os », 000 
Ordnance stores for arsenals - .. Rites ; - » 20, HOO 
Army equipments anaes 2 O00 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Consuls-general, and other consular officers, clerks, &c.. ) » ROL 
Consular ofticers, not citizens of the United States $2 2 On0 
Exchange ae ‘ é ag Fy u x OOO f 
Contingent expenses of consulates “ ane i MRO 
United States and Spanish Claims Commissior 

United States and Mexican Claims Commission 


Total 
INDIAN BILL. 


Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches vadibnetenws » 00 
Mixed Shoshones, Bannacks, and Sheep Eaters } 5. 000 00 
Pawnees. ..-. 7 beewhentasgednnss a ‘ 5, 476 FF 
Shoshones—Eastern Bands woos ne aa , 000 00 
Bannacks hi nite woke carentens - - ‘ 2,000 00 
Sioux of different tribes ‘ - re s 00 00 
Indians of the Malheur reservations ....-.. ‘ 9 Oo 09 

000 00 

GOO 00 
Expense of ge neral council - *- - ee 4, 000 00 
Incidental expenses of central superintendency. -....-...-.- 000 00 


| Incidental expenses of northern superintendency.......-. 2 000 OF 


Collection of statistical and historical data = is 00 00 
Education of Creeks....-.. 2,10 00 
Seed and grain for farming-pury fe 060 00 
Transportation oa meunmenasdewe 700 00 
Cheyennes and Arapahoes.......-. on waaowstita 5, 000 00 
Arapahoes, Cheyennes, &<« wend detect a Q 50, 01.0 00 
Indians in Idaho and Southern Oregon ........... i 56 20, 000 00 
Osages ehh . 4 201 65 


Total sh rey GR 52 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 
Botanical Garden i venmaeind 4 = , 2 950 00 
Inspector of gas, District of Columbia 1,500 60 
Buildings and grounds, Agricultural Department. . .. : 5,540 00 
Photographing, engraving, and printing plans, &.......... : 2, 000 00 
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Miscellancous reductions—Continued. 
Object. 


Map of United States and Territories . 4 $3 oo 

Surveys by Professor Hayden ; ‘ 11, 000 00 

Certain crippled and disabled soldiers ems 2 549 00 

Life-boats aad life-boat stations ea 00 

Llospitals for women, and other charitics in District of Co 

lumbia or passees sevees a 00 

Siithsonian Institution . i 24, 5 00 

Compensation in lieu of moieties. 

Metropolitan police : 

Inquiries respecting food fisheries ...... csseesese 

Furniture and carpets in ali buildings under Teasury De 
partment a - eces 

Collection of bounty prize-money, &« 

Records of the rebellion : 4 

Interest on 3.65 bonds of District of Columbia 

Sanitary service, District of Columbia 

Geographical surveys ae 

Lounties to sailors and marines.... 


75, 000 00 
55, 270 00 
17, 500 00 


75, 0°00 00 
75, 000 00 
10, 000 00 
185, 000 00 
10, 257 50 
60, 000 00 
50, 000 00 


Total 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL. 


Compensation and mileage of Senators 

Ollicers and employés of the Senate 

Capitol police xe seehae 

Compensation and mileage of House of Representatives. ...| 
Officers and employés of the House of Representatives. ... 
Library ot Congress : 

Public buildings and grounds 

Executive sna 

Executive Departments. . 

Collecting internal revenue 

lerriterial governments 

United States courts, &. . 

Court of Claims... 


24, 000 00 
191, 000 00 
57, 440 70 
19, 136 00 
20, 320 00 
13,953 89 
500, 000 00 
330, 000 00 
132, 623 90 
11, 750 00 
3,750 00 


Neots Sado 


~ 


eee | 1,380, 761 29 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Abolishing band 


33, 700 00 
Sundries 


20, 409 00 


54, 109 00 





Total 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Reduction from last year 5, 000 00 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Miscellaneous 5, 667 50 


Post-Oflice bill 
Naval bill , 760 00 
Army bill ee 5, 000 00 
Consular and diplomatic bill , 137 50 
Indian bill 

Sundry civil bill 

Legislative, executive, and judicial bill 
Military Academy bill fensias 
River and harbor bill 


2,500 00 


“1, 688 52 

7, 987 10 

1, 380, 761 29 
54, 109 00 
770, 667 50 


Total 4, 544, 192 91 


Mr. President, this review has disclosed the principles upon which 
the House bills were framed, and some of the devices and expedients 
employed to accomplish the result desired. They constitute an in- 
teresting, if not a humiliating, stady of the political economist, and 
illustrate the new order of statesmanship which is expected to ac- 
complish so much for economy and reform. 

At the commencement of the present session ‘t was announced with 
a great flourish of trumpets from the other end of the Capitol that a 
grand saving of $40,060,000 should be made upon the amounts appro- 
priated last year. Without much thought as to consequences or any 
very definite knowledge of the wants of the public service, but with 
an eye single to the exigencies of the approaching presidential cam- 
paign, it was boastingly proclaimed that a saving of that amount 
would be effected, whereby the charge of extravagance would be 
fastened upon the republ.can administration. 

| confess | had some curiosity to know how it was to be done. 
Having been a member of the Committee on Appropriations for six 
years I knew how earnestly, faithfully, and successfully both Houses 
of Congress had striven to apply the principles of true economy in 
eutting down the expenditures of the Government to the lowest point 
consistent with the efliciency of the public service and the sacred 
obligations of the nation. 1 knew that as the result of that effort the 
netordinary expenditures had been reduced from $229,915,088. LLin 1368 
to $171,521,848.27 in 1575, making a total reduction in seven years of 
$58,393,239.04, or an annual average reduction of $8,341,89140. I 
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knew also that the reduction made at last session of Congress was 
$13,318,322.17 below the expenditures of 1:75. 

I was aware that a wise and economical adminisation of public 
affairs could, as the necessities of the service changed, continue the 
reductions which have marked the policy of the last few years, but 


J was curious to know what new and unheard-of principles of econ- 


omy could be evoked that would enable the present House of Repre- 


| sentatives to make the sweeping reduction of $40,000,000 in a single 
|} year, 


A partial explanation has been found in the character of the ad- 
visers from whom in some cases the wants of the public service were 
ascertained. The persons whose advice had most weight, in some in- 
stances, were not the responsible heads of the Executive Departments, 

The recommendations of these gentlemen were generally treated 
with contempt, and sometimes with insult. They seem to have been 
regarded as mere leeches upon the Treasury, who were secking to 
wring from an unwilling Congress the last dollar possible withont 
reference to the necessities of the service intrusted to their charge, 
while discharged employés who had grievances to redress were taken 
into confidence and the public service provided for in accordance 
with their suggestions. ‘To illustrate: The clerk of one of the com- 
mittees which had much to doin deciding upon the expenditures 
necessary for one of the most important Departments had been dis- 
charged from that Department for drunkenness and general bad char- 
acter. He had formerly been discharged from a city post-oflice for 
gambling and dishonesty; and yet he was the kind of © reformer” 
selected to guide the judgment of men who were bound by their duty 
as legislators to make adequate and proper provision for the important 
service of that Department. 

Another clerk who had been discharged for receiving bribes had the 
confidence of prominent gentlemen to such an extent that he was ap- 
pointed deputy sergeant-at-arms to serve subpenas for one of the 
committees, and doubtless gave much valuable information as to the 
appropriations necessary for the Department from which he had been 
dismissed in disgrace. With such advisers it would have been quite 
as easy to reduce one hundred millions as forty. 

One might have supposed that an enlightened statesmanship would 
have chosen the best sources of information and would have first exam- 
ined the wants and necessities of the public service and ascertained 
how great a curtailment it would bear without injury, before an- 
nouncing the reduction to be made. Not so in this case. The only 
question scems to have been, “What do the partisan exigencies of the 
times demand ?” the answer being, “Forty millions reduction.” The 
iron rule was laid upon all the appropriation bills and as nearly as 
possible forty millions were cut off. If this line of policy crippled a 
Department or Bureau, violated a law or a treaty, omitted an impor- 
tant public service, or repudiated a national obligation, the knife 
was not withheld, but went crashing through as if the civil service 
of the country was a myth instead of a solemn fact. 

The motive which impelled the knife of “ reform” is apparent. 
It was well understood that if a grand total of $40,000,000 reduction 
could be shown it would be quite impossible for the average voter to 
analyze the items and known by what means or upon what principle 
it was accomplished. The fact itself would stand out prominently. 
It could be stated in a single sentence, while the explanation would 
involve tedious details which would be within the reach of but few. 
Hence at any cost to the service and at any sacrifice of national ob- 
ligation or even of honor, that reduction must be made. The peo- 
ple could then be told by every democratic orator and newspaper in 
the country that “$40,000,000 have been saved,” and with eyes and 
mouths wide open in admiration of this marvelous economy, they 
would be expected to march to the polls and deposit a democratic 
ballot next November. 

Mr. President, this hasty review has disclosed some of the desperate 
devices and expedients employed forthe fulfillment of a promise made 
in the recklessness of partisan malice and ruthlessly executed (so far 
as it could be without too great danger of exposing its real motives) 
solely for partisan purposes. In this frantic effort to fasten upon the 
republican party the groundless charge of extravagance by pretended 
democratic retrenchment we have seen laws disregarded, treaties 
violated, national obligations repudiated, important branches of the 
public service wholly omitted, and nearly all its parts mangled and 
mutilated, the system of natfonal defenses paralyzed, Government 
property valued at scores of millions left without anything for preser- 
vation and repairs, the vaults of the Treasury thrown open to pillage 
by the utter denial of the only means by which evidence can be fur- 
nished to enable the Government to defend itself against the myriads 
of claims pressing upon it. All this, Mr. President, in the sacred 
name of “reform!” 

But notwithstanding ti ese persistent and desperate efforts, not- 
withstanding the utter disregard of the wants of the public service, 
the promise has not been made good by more than $10,000,000. The 
vaunted reduction of forty millions has dwindled to less than thirty. 
Failing even by all the desperate expedients to which I have referred 
to redeem the pledge so boastingly proclaimed at the beginning of 
the session, in their despair resort seems to have been hac to arith- 
metic, and even figures, under partisan manipulations, lost their 
proverbial truthfulness and $29,594,187.38 were forced to read 339,- 
121,961. 
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I repeat what I have already said, that of the total pretended reduc- 
tion not $5,000,000 can be called a saving of money to the Treasury, 
and for the proof of this assertion I refer to detailed statements ap 
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pended to my remarks, in which each item of reduction will be found | 


and a brief statement of its character annexed. Deduet the “ post- 
ponements,” the “ deficiencies,” the “ failure to provide for important 
branches of the public service,” the “reductions attributable to De 

partment estimates,” the “appropriations which take no money from 
the Treasury,” the “repudiation of national obligations,” 


“denial of appropriations for national defenses,” and the vaunted | 


saving will fall very far below the reductions made by the last Con 
gress, W hich amounted to $13,313,322.17. 

The difficulties encountered in the attempt to make the sweeping 
reduction intended arose from the fact that for several years repub 
lican Congresses had faithfully and successfully applied the strictest 
rules of retrenchment consistent with the efficiency of the public 
service and the best interests of the country. Gradual retrenchment, 
as the demands of the service charged, are still possible, and would 
have been as faithfully carried out in the future as they have been in 
the past. But the sweeping reduction which had been promised was 
utterly impracticable without making its motive too apparent. 

NO REDUCTION OF TAXES. 

The reason assigned for these indiscriminate and generally indis- 
creet reductions is that thereby the burdens will be lifted from the 
shoulders.of an over-taxed people. But pray what have these gen- 
tlemen done to reduce taxation? An eight-months session of Con- 
gress is within one or two days of its close, and yet with an almost 
two-thirds majority in the House of Representatives not one act has 
been passed reducing taxation. 
that direction. There has been a faint pretense of modifying the 
tariff law by the Committee of Ways and Means, but the bill never 
came to a vote. Mere reduction of appropriations will bring no re- 


lief to the people unless accompanied by reduction of taxation. | 
These gentlemen doubtless understood that the reduction in appro- | 


priations was a mere sham, and that they would not warrant any 
diminution of revenues. Or possibly the retreuchment in appropria- 
tions was intended to withhold money from the public service in 
order that there may be something in the Treasury to pay the 


$160,000,000 of claims and other schemes which are said to have | 


been presented in the House during the present session. The refusal 
to reduce taxation in connection with the reduction of appropria- 
tions and the persistent denial of all means to furnish evidence for 
the defeat of these claims certainly give color to this apprehension. 
rhe policy pursued by the republican party has been to reduce taxa- 
tion as they reduced expenditures. The taxes from customs and 
internal revenue have been reduced from $379,438,130.93 in 1870 to 
$261,772,716.64 in 1876; making a total reduction in tive years amount- 
ing to $114,665,414.29, or an average annual reduction of $22,933 
That party knows no object in retrenching expenditures except to 
reduce taxation. 
HONESTY OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY VINDICATED BY THE DEMOCRACY. 

The utter failure to fasten upon the republican party the charge of 
extravagance is only equaled by the failure to prove the sweeping 
charges of corruption which have been so often repeated withia the 
last few years. Thirty-three investigating committees have been at 
work for nearly eight months, with all the vigor, persistency, and 
frantic desperation that partisan malice and ambition could inspire, 
to prove the republican party unworthy the confidence of the Ameri- 
can people. They have roamed at will through all the records of the 
fitteen years during which that party has been in power, including, as 
they do, four years of war with all its demoralizations. The whole 
power of the Government has been at their command. No relations 
were too sacred for invasion. No witness was too depraved to be de- 
nied a hearing. No expense was too great, if thereby the character 
of a republican official could be smirched. A statement has recently 
been publicly made by a member of the Appropriation Committee of 
the House to the effect that the expenditures for this purpose will not 
fall much short of $1,000,000. The very dregs of society have been 
called upon to contribute their choice morsels to the feast of scandal. 
Men whose reputations are the result of a life-work for humanity 
have been held up before the country for months as very demons in- 
carnate, while scandal-mongers, like foul birds of prey, feasted and 
fattened upon the heart pangs of their victims. Millions of people 
have read the foul charges bruited against them where hundreds only 
will ever know of their triumphant vindication. 

Yet with all this saturnalia of defamation what has been accom- 
plished ? How many republican officials have been proven guilty of 
corruption? How many dollars has the Government lost by repub- 
lican dishonesty? What is the sum-total of this work of a Congress 
which has wholly neglected the interests of the people and devoted 
its entire energies to detraction? Unable to answer these questions 
I have sought for information in vain from democratic Senators. A 
few days since the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLs- 
BURY] indulged in general denunciations of the republican party, in 
which he took occasion to say that “from the crown of its head to 
the sole of its foot, judging by its acts for the last eight years, it is 
nothing but bruises and putrefying sores.” I thought surely an hon- 
orable Senator who could utter such language in this place would 
be able and willing to inform me upon what he based charges so 
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Mr. President, you see how my earnest search for information was 
rewarded. An honorable Senator who can denounce a great party, 
composed of the best and purest men of the nation, as utterly corrupt, 
can find no better answer when called upon to specify his charges 
than a general reference to the reports of the committees, and to the 
book of Nehemiah. From all I can learn of said reports I am about 
as likely to find an answer to my question in the one place as in the 
other. Not quite satislied with the definiteness of the confirmation 
thus acquired, I pursued my quest for knowledge in another direc- 
tion. The honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Mrerri- 
MON ] who is always ready to support his assertions with statistics of 
some kind (the quality being sometimes a little questionable) had 
been most unsparing in his denunciations of the party to which I 
belong. Knowing that, if my honorable friend from North Carolina 
could not give us the “ ” of our crimes, it would be of no 
avail to pursue my inquiries further, I ventured to make the follow- 
ing suggestion to lim, as appears in the Recorp of July 19: 

Mr. Winpom. The question put by the honorable Senator from Indiana was as 
to what had been revealed by tl cating committees this winter Lhe 
honorable Senator, in answer to rupan old rey made by a repub 
lican Congress, that has no earthly connection with the investigations this winter 
*« * * JT want to appeal to him, for | know his good nature, to state if any frauds 
have been unearthed by these committees wherein the Government 
money; and, if so, who it is and how much the Government has lost? 

Mr. Mernimon. In the first place, as I said a moment ago, it is exceedingly un 
pleasant to go into detail in regard to individuals. I do not like to be forced to 
make personal remarks about anybody, even persons not in the Senate. It is not 
a pleasant duty to any well-disposed persen ; but a complete answer to that ques 
tion—and I think my friend from Delaware answered it awhile ago—is this: The 
reports, for the mo t part, of the committees of the House which have been en 
gaged in investigatinz the frauds and « orruptions that have been practiced on the 
Government are not yet made and printed. What they will develop when they 
are made remains to be seen. I have seen snatches of some of them that did de- 
velop villainies and rascalities not only disgraceful tothe republican party but 
disgraceful to the American people. If I were disposed to state them now I can- 
not remember the names, nor is it material for me to do so 


I was aware, Mr. President, that it was “ not a pleasant duty for a 
well-disposed person” to go into “details in regard to individuals,” 
especially when such “ well-disposed person” was a little “short” 
with reference to such details. But still it occurred to me that even 
a “well-disposed person” who could say of a great party that the 
“demon of corruption has such a hold upon this organization that 
they cannot throw it off” might be willing to so far waive his cour- 
tesy toward thieves as to give us at least one name; so I venture to 
press my “ well-disposed ” friend a little farther: 

Mr. Wixpom. I want to ask the Senator whether it is merely a lack of memory 
which renders him unable to mention a single name of a person who has been proved 
guilty by these investigating committees of defrauding the Government, or whether 
it is due to the courtesy of the honorable toward thos 
thieves? 

Mr. Merrion. I want tosay to my honorable friend that if I knew the name of 
one as charged by a committee of the House I would not tell the Senate now ; but 
there have been frauds developed. I know that to be the fact. I have read them 
in reports made in the Hous¢ 1 
would not state them from memory. I would not do anybody injustice. It does 
seem to me that the Senator has a poor way of getting a question answered by 
asking a question of a Senator who has the floor which he knows cannot be an 


swered at the moment because of the want of the very reports he ought to have in 
order to answer properly. 


The “statistics” of my “ well-disposed” friend from North Carolina 
having never failed him before, I began to feel discouraged. But 
not utterly hopeless I renewed my interrogatory in another form, de- 
signed to prick his sense of moral responsibility : 


Mr. Wixpom. I want to ask the Senator if he considers it a proper thing to do, 
when unable to remember or to 21 l 
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I now discovered that 


statistical” 


I had overrated the honorable Senator's 


sc 


generalities, and that while he is perfectly at home on a subject that 
has “billions in it,” he is somewhat hazy when asked to state any of 
he items whicl 


1 constitute those “billions.” In other words, he is 


much greater on generalities than on specifications—a characteristic, 
by the way, shared very largely by other members of his party. They 
“are generally “well dispose al persons” as to details, but very savages 
as to generalities. Seeing that my friend’s mind was inclined to 
wander from the question, and that he found it much easier to show 
(what we already knew) that frauds and misconduct had been dis- 
covered, exposed, and punished ihn our own party and by our own 
party, (a thing, by the way, never done by the democracy, I ven- 
tured to draw his mind back from its wanderings to the real ques- 
tion at Issue, 


Mr. Winpom. IT ask the Senator to stick to his text He has told us what a 
wonderfully good thing the democratic House has accomplished this winter, and I 
am on a little line of inquiry in order to ascertain what it is. He appeals again to 
some old report of a re public an investigating committee with regard to the inter 
nal revenue, but wholly evades the question as to what these investigations have 
done. 1 ask the honorable Senator if itis not a fact that after there have been 
twenty or thirty investigating committees at work, after they have ransacked pen- 
itentiaries and lunatic asylums, when the whole power of this Government has 
been behind them, the whole Treasury of the Government at their command, and 
with all the enmity, the vengeful feeling, they had against the republican party 
with these investigations going on for seven months, my friend is unable to point 
to a single dollar lost by this Government or a single man who has been convicted 
of stealing from it 

Mr. MERkIMON 
to millions 

Mr. Winvom. L 

Mr. Mennimon 


} 


I am not only able to point to a single dollar, but I can point 


t us have it 


I can point to millions in general terms, but I cannot specify items 
ecanuse of the absence of the reports. It is amazing that the Senator should 
make such a statement as he does in view of the facts that stare him and the Amer- 
ican people in the face on every hand. Look at the whisky rings at Saint Louis, 
at Chicago, Lodianapolis, and elsewhere. 


nor 


How discouraging to an anxious, earnest inquirer aftertruth! Still 
millions” in it, but not one dollar specified. Still ready to en- 
lighten me with reference to frauds discovered and punished by my 
own party friends at Saint Louis, Chicago, Indianapolis, and else- 
where, but not able to name a single instance in which the thirty- 
three democratic committees has discovered a dollar lost by the Gov- 
ernment through dishonesty of republican officials! Quite disheart- 
ened with my efforts to gain knowledge under such difficulties, I made 
only one more appeal. 

Mr. Wixnpom. Will the Senator yield to me again for a moment? 

Mr. Menuimon. No, sir; L will not yield tomy friend again. 1 think the debate 
now is net protitable to either side. It is mere desultory colloquy. 

Mr. Wixpom. That has been my impression fur some time 

Mr. Mernuimon. Ido not think it is, because neither of us is dealing in facts 
{Laughter on the republican side. | 

Mr. Wixpom. I am very happy to hear the Senator say that. 
that confession for myself. 


I do not make 


Utterly discouraged, I withdrew from my fruitless search for in- 
formation, and left the honorable Senator to the contemplation of 
the “billions” stolen by the Republican party and to his general 
charges of universal corruption, 

Mr. President, I have referred to these colloquies to show the ut- 
ter failure of the thirty-three investigating committees to sustain the 
general charges of corruption which are so flippantly and constantly 
weferred against the republican party. That some dishonest men 
1ave found a place in that organization no body doubts; but is it not 
remarkable that under all the circumstances so few have been black- 
ened? After eight months of such investigations as we have wit- 
nessed, directed against a party which has been in power fifteen 
years, during which time it has saved the life of the Republic and 
collected and paid out billions of dollars for that purpose, is it not 
most remarkable that two astute Senators on this floor are utterly un- 
able to name a single man whom those committees have detected in 
stealing from the Government or a single dollar stolen from the Treas- 
ury, and that when pressed upon this point they are compelled to fall 
back upon what the republican party has itself exposed and pun- 
ished ? 
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powers in presuming him to be as able in details as in | corruption on the republican party. 


| 
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I come now to another phase of the effort to fasten the charge of 
My good democratic friend, the 
Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis,] for whom I entertain the 
highest personal regard and the warmest feelings of friendship, not 
quite assured of the suecess of the investigating committees and 
from his position on the Committee of Appropriations knowing too 
much of the economy heretofore practiced by Congress in the matter 
of appropriations to believe the * retrenchment” dodge would work, 
and yet being thoroughly impressed with the necessity of discover- 
ing some appalling evidence of republican dishonesty, invoked the 
authority of the Senate to interrogate the books of the Treasury De- 
partment with reference to defaleations that have oecurred under 
republican administrations. 

My honorable friend was quite able to control his enthusiasm with 
reference to the names of defaulters prior to the time when the re- 
publican party came into power, and hence his resclution was care- 
fully framed to avoid the “dead past.” By the way, Mr. President, 
let me wander a moment far enough to say that this same “dead 
past,” which ourdemocratie friends are so anxious to bury and about 
which they so deprecate discussion, is bounded in their chronology 
by the line which divides democratic from republican administra- 
tions. Everything done since 1560, when the republican party came 
into power, is a proper subject for discussion and partisan animad- 
version. All of the last fifteen years*belong, in their estimation, to 
the “living present ;” but the moment you cross the line and extend 
your inquiries to the sixteenth year you are among the graves of the 
“dead past,” and must tread liehtly lest you wake up unpleasant 
memories which ourdemocratic friends have fondly hoped were buried 
forever. Doubtless this reverence of my friend from West Virginia 
forthe eolemn shades of the “dead past,” as well as his aversion to 
waking up disagreeable memories had much to do with his desire to 
limit his inquiries only to the “living present.” A prudence also, 
which was doubtless born of the experience of his party friends at the 
other end of the Capitol, warned him to beware of searching for re- 
publican corruption in democratic neighborhoods, lest odors unpleas- 
ant to democratic olfactories might be evolved. 

But the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHerMAN, ] who has re- 
cently crashed with a heavy hand so many budding democratic 
hopes just beginning to take root in the statistics furnished by the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] and the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. EATON, ] with an utter dis- 
regard for the feelings of our democratic friends toward the “ dead 
past,” in which they have so earnestly endeavored to bury their deeds 
forever from human sight and memory, reported an amendment to 
the resolution of my friend from West Virginia, whereby he was not 
only permitted to interrogate the living present but he was com- 
manded also to question the musty records of the past. 

Not at all anxious to go forward into the ghostly presence of the 
sainted dead, but fearing to turn back, my honorable friend from 
West Virginiz, armed with senatorial authority far in excess of what 
he had sought or desiret, and trembling in fear of the possible con- 
sequences of his irreveren: tread among the graves of his party friends, 
proceeded to the Treasury. The rusty hinges of the long-closed vaults 
gave forth a mournful shriek as their doors swung open in response 
to his senatorial demands. Appalled at the sight which greeted his 
astonished vision, gladly would he have turned away without the in- 
formation which had so long been the desire of his heart. 

This, however, was quite impossible; far behind him stood the re- 
publican Senate, and in that Senate still stood the inexorable Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] relentlessly determined to have the whole 
story, no matter who might be hurt thereby. Finally, seeing no way 
of escape from the dilemma in which his honest etfort to expose re- 
publican rascality had placed him, my honorable friend from West 
Virginia, with an assumed courage which did great credit to his self- 
control, challenged these slumbering records to open their mouths 
and testify whatthey knew about defalcations of Government officials 
under the various administrations from Washington to Grant. The 
following is a condensed statement of the answer which came forth 
from these musty tomes of the “dead past:” 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINTON, D. C., August 10, t876. 


Statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Government from its organization to June 30, 1875; exhibiting also the amount of defalcations 
and the ratio of such losses per $1,000 to the aggregate received and disbursed, arranged as nearly as practicable in periods of Administrations, and 
also in the periods prior and subsequent to June 30, 1861; prepared under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


RECEIPTS, LOSSES, AND RATIO OF LOSSES PER $1,000 TO AGGREGATE OF RECEIPTS. 


Administration 


Period of service. 


Washington, George... 
Adams, John none 
Thomas...... 
Madison, James 


Jeoerson 


Reccipts. 


119, 951, 870 49 


Customs. All other sources.* 


Loss on Loss on 


Losses. $1,000. 


63 $204, 528 29 : $19, 843, 706 
2 90 42, 249 60 32, 537, 195 
2 70 271, G69 36 7, 151, 994 ¢ 5, 590 75 
217, 042 20 146, 294, 644 77, 933 00 | 


$6, 023 61 


~ Includes internal revenue, direct tax, public lands, miscellaneous, dividends, interest, premiums, and receipts from loans and treaswry notes, 
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Statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Government from its organization to June 30, 1875, f 
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Monroe, James 8 $140, 1 =7 60 432 4 $i ¢ S38, 524, 676 B4 S402 { 210 44 
Adams, John Q i he, O41, 104 61 03 Is 24 BST 017 j ~49 4 
Jackson, Andrew. ..........- heteeteegts cakenscenees a 173, 830, O77 97 w04 45 6 99 1. 352. 697 19 ( 42 
a i cnr cnnendivieneeubinre sahtene peknte counteces 4 67, 283. 444 08 02 94 3 93 62 665. 104 ® l 8 j 2 03 
H m, Will.am Henry... Sa i alle ie ? 4 78. 946. 436 31 > 0 2 sia on : ‘a 
. SOUR. ccccvccccecevecse Sec ce cescces cocecscoeces casece 5 
Polk, James K...... cece. 4 110, 564, 342 31 7,719 11 o¢ 1, 203, 166 14 ! ”) 2 1 
Taylor, Zachary... Q 4 194. 257. 446 48 215. 749 08 o 16. 951.166 4 : — 
Fillmore, Millard.. -. ae on aly, 4 11 ‘ tS 
OM PD. inoue cen eeraneensenehienserebeneteasccesees 4) 245, 148, 753 03 131 53 $7, 021, 076 53 #1. 724 7 0 
Buchanan, James 4 184, 125, OR2 RS 3n. 776 21 12a, 234.5096 71 l i 1 2 
Lincoln, Abraham... 4 305, 360, 453 61 31, 261 99 l 4, 305, 099, G4 00 477, 331 61 10 
Johnson, Andrew . os 4 699, 977, 488 65 254, 498 55 3 $, 342, Sie 49 BI 2, 308, 223 35 oo 
Grant, Ulysse8 S...0.0.ccccncccececcccce coeccecccceesccesecsssses 6 1, 125, 540, 148 00 24,342 43 02 2 S71, 328, 355 84 1, 252, 540 17 4% 
3, 704, 992, 156 22 3, 623, 395 73 97 11. 267, 313, 5i4 37 5, 458, 722 61 ix 
aie ao ba ns eee nn cab neteeedkhanhinon aes 1, 575, 114, 065 96 3, 313, 292 76 2 10 688. 546.544 72 1. 420. 727 48 2 06 
From July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875. ........2...--. 22-2 e eee eee eee 2, 130, 878, 090 26 310, 192 97 14 10. 578. 766, 969 65 4. 037.995 13 3 


It only remains for me to add, for the benefit of the friends of the 
Senator from West Virginia, that since the consequences of his heroic 
etfort to expose the corruptions of this administration and to prove 


the honesty of the democratic party have been fully realized, he has | 


devoted himself mainly to hamming, in a half-bewildered way, those 
familiar and solemn words, “ Hark from the tombs a doleful sound,” 
occasionally varying the monotony of the strain by an attack upon 
the style of book-keeping inaugurated in the Treasury by my honor- 
able friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. BOUTWELL. } 

Mr. President, the retrenchment scheme has only disclosed the 
recklessness and partisan malice of our opponents, and proves the 
wise and judicious economy of the republican party. The effort to 
fasten upon us the charge of extravagance has recoiled upon their 
own heads. 

The thirty-three investigation committees and the examinations 
of the books of the Treasury have only confirmed the people in their 
confidence. What more complete and triumphant vindication of 
the integrity of the party could be desired? Geutlemen, general 
charges will no longer be tolerated by the people. You told them to 
give you the power and you would unearth a seething mass of cor- 
ruption that would astonish the world. They gave you the power 





LEGISLATIVE, 


The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, as it passed the 


*Includes internal revenue, direct tax, public lands, miscellaneous, dividends, interest, premiums, and receipts from loans and treasury notes. 








EXECUTIVE, 


and you have utterly failed. You have had ample opportunity to 
make good your charges if it were possible to do so. Henceforth 
the people will demand proof instead of assertions. It will not do 
for you to point to the men whom we ourselves have exposed and 
punished. That only proves the republican party to possess a power 
which yours never dreamed of, namely, the power to purify itself. 

Do you reply that a Cabinet officer has fallen under your fire ? 
| True he has been disgraced, but not for stealing from the Government. 

Do you argue that the fall of this prominent oflicer convicts the party 
of corruption? If so, George Washington’s administration was also 
corrupt, for his Secretary of State was not only proven guilty of an 
intrigue with an embassador of a foreign government for the over- 
throw of his own, but also of receiving money for that purpose, 

Vindicated by its enemies, united in its own ranks, and strong for 
the contest, the republican party will march to certain victory in No- 
vember. 

The following tables show all the items appropriated for the year 
ending June 30, 1876; the corresponding items appropriated for the 
year ending June 30, 1877; the reductions made by the House bills at 
this session; and the character of such reductions the items marked 
thus * being additions. 





AND JUDICIAL BILL. 


House of Representatives, for the year ending June 30, 1377, compared with 


the appropriations Sor the same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1276. 


Appropriated 


| Appropriated 
bill for year 


for year end- 
ing. s% | 
ing June 30, ending June | bill. 


876 aa 
1876. 30, 1877. | 


Service for which appropriated. 
' 





. : : . | . 
1. Compensation and mileage of Sen- | $400, 000 00 | $363, 000 00 $37 
atora. 
2. Officers and employés of Senate ....| 139, 836 80 100, 050 00 39, 
3. Contingent expenses of Senate .... | 142, 440 00 72, 690 00 69 
4. Reporting debates of Senate ......- 25, 000 00 22, 500 00 2, 
' 
5. Capitol police ..........-...2..++2- 52, 600 00 28, 600 00 24, 
| 
6. Compensation and mileage of mem- | 1, 650, 000 00 1, 459, 000 00 191, 
bers of House of Representatives. | 
7. Officers and employés of the House.| 70 170, 150 00 | 57 
8. Contingent expenses of the House. .| 00 22, 088 00 43, 
| 
| 
9. Library of Congress..............-- 63, 926 00 44, 850 00 19 


SR I 6 von cnsanceseerncane BR, GET GD fo ccncnccccccrcse 18 
ll. Public buildings and grounds ...... 52, 328 00 32, 008 00 | 20, 
ee ie tiieiensccavennnes seceee 78, 400 00 64, 446 11 | 13 


by House | Reductions 
made in House 


Remarks upo’ reductions made in House bill as shown in third column. 








000 00 | This reduction needs no explanation. To those who believe salaries are too 
high it will commend itself. No expression of public sentiment has re 
quired it, 

7386 80 A small part of this item is legitimate The number of employés may be 
somewhat reduced without prejudice 

70 00 | The amount is too small A deficiency is already required 

500 00 | The amount appropnated by House bill is #2,500 less than is necessary to 
comply with contract A deficiency 

000 00» «This item is obtained by reducing number and salaries of the Capitol polico, 
A portion of it may be judicious economy ; not all 

000 00 The remark appended to the first item will apply to this, with the additional 
s atement that not more than one of the gentlemen who voted for the re 
duction believed it ought to be made, or really desired it to become the law 
Political rather than economical considerations constituted the controlling 
influence. 

440 70 | Probably a proper reduction 

297 00 | The experience of the past, including that of the present House of Repre 


sen*atives, demonstrates that a large deficiency will be the result of this 
reduction. 





136 00 | An injudicions redaction, made up by denying the necessary amounts for 
purchase of books, for exchanges with foreign countries and by reduction 
of number and compensation of employés. The expenditure for employés 
in the Libra y is now far below that of any ether library of its size in the 


world. 








817 60 | An indispensable appropriation entirely omitted by the House. To have 
denied all appropr:ations for the public service would have been upon 
same principle and a much greater ** economy 

320 00 | A small part of this is a judicious reductiqn 

953 89 | This difference arises from reduction of the President's salary, refusing cer- 
tain employés, and reducing the compeusation of all 
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The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, §-c.—Continued. 


Appropriated 
for year end by House Reductions 
ina Teme 20 bill for year mad ‘in House 
1876 endir Z June bill. 

. 39, 1577. 


Appropriated 


Service for which appropriated. temarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third column. 


13. Executive Departments, &c., viz | 87, 554, 434 99 $5, 687,901 50 = $1, 866,533 49 This reduction is made by cutting down a very large number of items, Iut 
State, Treasury, War, Navy, In- | 


mainly by reduction of clerical force and salaries. The total number of 
terior, Post-Oflice, Department of | employés in all the Exeeutive Departments is 5,308; the reduction by the 
Justice, and Department of Agri- | House bill is 1.212—abont 22.6 percent. The heads of all the Departments 
culture. and of every bureau, unite in the opinion that this will seriously cripple 
the public service, and in some cases prove disastrous. In conformity with 
| changes in the service, it is probable a reduction of from three to four 
| ; hundred could be made without serious injury, but to go beyond that is to 
| impair, to the extent of the reduction, the efliciency of the Departments, 
| by deranging and delaying public business. About $1,200,000 of the 
“saving” is effeeted by reducing the force below the number imperatively 
| required. The reduction of salaries covers a very large portion of the bal. 
ance. In some cases such reduction is proper, but in a very large propor- 
| tion the salaries were fixed in 1854, when the cost of living was at least 43 
per cent. less than now. The reduction upon those is simply withholding 
a reasonable compensation for services rendered. The amount “ saved" 
by this unjustifiable reduction will cover about $200,090. By omitting 
entirely to provide for the Signa! Office, the Bureau of Military Justice, 
the Indian Office, Division of Internal Commerce, searching of rebel 
archives, and rent of certain buildings, $132,340 of the reduction was ef 
fected. Many other items which go to make up the reduction of $2,377,277 
might be referred to in illustration of the utter fallacy, not to say falsity, 
of this pretended saving. A careful and thorough analysis of all tle 
| items might possibly show an econumy of $500,000—not more. The bal 
j ance is simply a failure to provide adequately for the public service, which 
| must result in deticiencies or great embarrassment. 
| Official postage-stamps cost the Government nothing except the printing. 
All the other Executive Departments are required to purchase their 
stamps of the Post-Oftice Department. Hence it is merely taking money 
out of one pocket and putting it into another. Te call this reduction a 
| | saving of money, is an absurdity if not a fraud. 
15. Collecting internal revenue | 5,387,340 00 3, 491, 000 00 1, 896, 340 00 | This reduction is composed of several items. A portion of it may be a judi- 
cious economy; another portion will prove very detrimental to the service. 
| $730,000 isa reduction recommended by the Department. Possibly $330,000 
in addition may be called a legitimate economy, and possibly a part of it 
may give rise to a deficiency. The remaining $536,340 is simply withhold- 
ing an amount necessary to the efficiency of the service, which will cost 
the Government a loss of revenue many times the amount of the pretendet 
saving. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internai 
Revenue have both protested against it, on the ground that it will be pro 
ductive of great losses. The policy which cripples the Government in the 
collection of its revenues (on which its credit and honor depend) for the 
sake of making partisan political capital, cannot be too strongly con- 
demned. Redaction within certain limits is economy; beyond that it 
becomes reckless extravagance. This is a case in point. 
. Mints and assay offices 1, 220, 145 00 810, 110 00 410,035 00 Unquestionably a deficiency. The laws passed at this session require a 
5 | | | largely increased silver coinage, and hence an increased expenditure. To 
| | reduce the appropriation below the amount used last year, and at the same 
| | time require of the mints a greatly increased service is an absurdity, if 
=! 


14. Official postage-stamps for the Ex- | 417, 669 00 317, 000 00 100, 669 00 
ecutive Departments. 


; notsomething worse. The result will be, either that the silver cannot be 

' coined and consequently cannot go into circulation, or a deficiency will be 
appropriated next winter. The latter was doubtless intended when the 
a bill was passed. 

322, 323 90 189, 700 00 132, 623 90 | A reduction effected by shaving off something from the already low salaries 
| of governors, judges, and other territorial officers, by curtailing incidental 
| expenses, &c. If the United States Government is unable to pay a fair 
| eompensation for services rendered, a portion of this reduction is judicio »s. 
| | i It is conceded to be an economy, but its character is questioned. 

. Surveyors-general and clerks ...... 151, 200 00 . 151, 300 00 | This saving is made by wholly omitting a very émportant service. If an 

¥ | accident, it is inexcusable carelessness; if intentional, it is rank injustice 
| to all the new States and Territories. The survey of the public domain is 
| demanded alike by common sense and long-established usage. The prin- 
ciple upon which this appropriation was denied would stop the wheels of 
} | Government entirely. 


. United States courts, marshals, | 397, 250 00 385, 500 00 11,750 00 | A proper reduction caused by the death of retired judges. 
attorneys, &c. 


. Territorial governments 





. Court of Claims..... . 35, 390 00 31, 640 00 3,750 00 | A small reduction made in a very small way, viz, by refusing a stenographer, 
cutting down the salaries of clerks, (established a long time ago,) whose 
work has increased many fold, refusing the necessary means for preparing 
and printing documents, &c. 

. To pay judgments of Court of 400, 000 00 400,000 00 | An inexcusable blunder, or naked repudiation. The final judgments of the 

Claima, | Court of Claims are as binding upon the honor of the Government as the 
| paymentof the public debt. Neither can be denied or delayed without 
the stain of repudiation. The amount required this year is about $2,000,000. 
To have appropriated it would have diminished the grand total of pre- 
tended savings by that amount. To make a show of saving $400,000 the 
Honse bill substantially repudiates $2,000,000. In the partisan scales, by 
which the items of this bill were weighed, political necessities were more 
weighty than national honor. 


Total..... 18, 902, 236 99 | $13, 392, 233 61 5, 510, 003 38 


* Net reduction from 1876, (1877 over 1876.) 





CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, for the year ending June 30, 1877, compared with the appro- 
priation for the same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1876. 


. For salaries of ministers to Great $70, 000 00 $56, 000 00 $14,000 00 |) 
Uritain, France, Germany, and 
Kuasia ai = 
— —e = | ‘ In regara to reductions in items one to six inclusive, it need only be stated 
; —_ = a 72, 000 00 | 60, 609 60 12, 000 00 | that they tend to degrade a highly honorable branch of the public permiee, 
Seema) aad Reoenas ‘ and to present the country in a most unfavorable light in the eyes o 
rf ae a ee 1. Switzerland, oa, oe 0 po a ‘ ro ro » other nations. Oar diplomatic officers would thus be placed, as to salary, 
Relginm Neti a _ Tr ; - ; ©, 600 6 38, 000 00 | ’ | below the ministers of even some of the weakest nations. It is believed 
aaa en a “* — My j ! that the salaries provided in the House bill are totally inadequate for 
. Ministers to Denmark, Sweden 15, 000 00 | 6, 500 00 8 300 00 proper representatives of the Government in these important positions. 
and Norway. | . 


. Hawaiian Islands ..........0..ccc0e 7, 500 00 3, 500 00 | 4,000 00 J 
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rhe consular and diplomatic appropriation bill as it passed the House of Representatives, §-c.—Continued. 


A ppropriated 


Appropt aoe by House | Reductions 


for year end 









Service for which appropriated. ine Jane 30 will for year |madein House Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third column. 
1S76 ending June | bill. 
30, L877 | 
| on 
7. Chili, Peru, Bolivia, Ecuador, Co $60, 000 00 $19, 500 00 | 240,500 00 | This provides for one minister to Chili and Bolivia, and one minister to 
lombia, Paraguay, Uruguay, and | Peru, Ecuador, and Colombia. As the principal mode of travel in these 


Argentine Republic. countries is on mules, if the ministers attend properly to their offices, they 
would be obliged to spend a large part of their time in the saddle. It is 
also believed to be unwise to provide for only one minister for the Argen- 
tine Republic, Paraguay, and Uruguay. It would appear that th 

ally acknowledged importance of advancing our commercial interests with 
| these South American states shou!d have prevented so creat a mistake as 
this. Especially is this true in view of the publication of facts bearing 
upon this point in official documents of the Government, and in trade 









cener- 



















{ journals, as well as of the clearly expressed views of our chief commercial 
organizations. It would probably be a wise provision to enlarge both our 
diplomatic and consular service in these countries of South America. 

O CeneOD icceweneedces ssecns oe : 7,500 00 as cabs 7,500 00 This mission has grown in importance in consequence of late troubles in the 
East, and should not be abandoned 
9. Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, 10, 000 00 6,500 00 3,500 00 One minister now to these states, and on account of the great expense of 
Salvador, and Nicaragua travel, it is believed that his salary should not be reduced. A large pro 
portion of bis present salary is consumed in the expense of travel 
0. Minister resident and consul-gen 7.500 00 7,500 00 | It appears to be very unwise to remove this officer, in view of our gro-ving 
eral to Hayti. commercial interests in Hayti rhe competition of our commercial rivals 


and the importance of the trade clearly indicate that we should sustain, 
and not destroy this mission 


ll. Minister resident and cunsul-gen 41000 00 4,000 00 
eral to Liberia. 
Chargés d'affaires ad interim and 10, 000 00 20, 000 00 20,000 00 | The law directs that in the absence of the secretaries of legation, the 


d plomatic ofticers abroad. 








chargés d'affaires shall receive 50 per cent. of their salary Che amount 
appropriated by House bill will not meet the requirements of the law, and 
hence this reduction will certainly give rise to a deficiency. 

Secretaries to legations at Austria 9, 000 00 9, 000 00 


Brazil, Italy, Mexico, and Sp 















i4. Secretaries to legations at London 10, 500 00 10, 500 00 
Paris, Berlin, and St. Petersburg 
Secretary of legation at Japan 5, 000 00 3, 000 00 2,000 00 | Five thousand dollars is not too much for the officer who performs the double 
while acting as interpreter. duty of secretary of legation and interpreter, as it is exceedingly difficult 
to find one person competent to fill both places 
16. Second secretaries of legations at 6, 000 00 6, 000 00 
Great Britain, France, and Ger 
many. 
Secretary to logation at China....- 5, 000 00 4,000 00 1,000 00 | Itis unwise tomake this reduction. The compensation now given is not too 


much for a competent officer 





Interpreter to legation at Turkey 3. 000 00 3, 000 0 - : 
Private amannensis to minister to 2,500 00 2, 500 OO | ..... cccce ‘ Properly omitted this year, as it applied only to General Schenck, from the fact 
Great Britain. that his right arm was disabled in the late wat 











For contingent expenses of foreizn 100, 000 00 50, 000 00 0, 000 00 | Such reduction would certainly give rise to a deficiency The average 
intercourse proper and of all mis expenditure under this head, during the two terms of President Grant, has 
sions abroad. been about $100,000, and it has been less than during the presidency of 






Pierce, Buchanan, Lincoln, or Johnson 









Consuls-general, consuls, vice-con 333, 200 00 230, 400 00 102,200 00 | A small reduction might possibly be made, but so large a reduction as this 

suls, commercial agents, and con- would cripple and degrade the consular service. The consular service 

sular clerks. yields a large revenue from fees paid by American vessels and seamen at 
foreign ports. These fees in 1875 amounted to $697,9#8.49. A part of this 
amount was allowed for compensation, and a large sum was returned to 
the Treasury. It appears evident that a service which is a source of net 
revenue to the Government, and which performs a most important office 
toward the protection and advancement of our commercial interests 
abroad, should be firmly sustained by Congress 












































: 22. Agent and consul-generabd at Cairo 4,000 00 3, 000 00 1,000 00 | 
5 +3. Consuls-general at London, Paris, 24, 000 00 20, 000 00 4,000 00 
Havana, and Rio Janeiro. 
24. Consuls-general at Caleutta an: 10, 000 00 9, 000 00 1, 000 00 
a Shanghai. 
3 25. Consul-general at Melbourne ...... 4, 500 00 4, 000 00 500 00 
4 26. Consuls-general at Kanagawa, Mon- 12, 000 00 10, 500 00 1, 500 00 | 
, treal, and Berlin. 
3 27. Consuls-general at Vienna, Frank- 12, 000 00 #, 000 00 4, 000 00 | 
fort, Rome, and Constantinvople ] 
2s. Consuls-general at St. Petersburg 4,000 00 4,000 60 
and Mexico. 
4 29. Consul at Liverpool....... / 6, 000 00 6, 000 00 — 
0. Clerks at consulates. ..... . 51, 000 00 42, 600 00 2, 400 00 | This reduction would seriously derange the service 
1 |. Interpreters to various consulates 17, 000 00 13, 000 00 4,000 00 | This should be increased instead of diminished, as it is not possible now to 
: supply the needed interpreters 
32. Consular officers not citizens of the 10, 000 00 8, 000 00 2,000 00 | Perhaps this reduction can be made. 
United States. 
33. Marshals for consular courts in Ja 7, 700 00 RD Roc ciccncecsnses 
: pan, China, Siam, and Turke\ 
7% 44. Interpreters, guards, and expenses 3, 000 00 RI ockcessnave 
at consulates at Constantinople, . 
Smyrna, Candia, Cairo, &c. | 
5. Loss by exchange on consular serv 42, 060 00 10, 000 00 38,000 00 | A proper reduction. The large amount for last year ($48,000) arose from a 
; ice. wnistake made at the Treasury Department 
46. Contingent expenses of United 131, 850 00 100. 000 09 31,850 00 | Perhaps this reduction may be made without injury 
; States cousulates. 
e 7. United States and Spanish claims 15, 000 00 10, 212 50 1,787 50 | A part of this reduction can be made by occupying rooms in the State De 
t commission. partment building, but a contingent fund of $1,500 is needed in addition to 
5 . the amount appropriated by the House 
E ss, United States and Mexican claims 28, 700 00 Saiios int 28,700 00 | Rental, fuel, and lights have been saved by taking rooms in the State Depart 
commission. ment building Sometl g is needed, however, for translations, messenger, 
Pe stationery, &¢ 
a 39. Rent of prisons for American con- 4, 000 00 1, 600 00 2 400 00 | The full amount ($4,000) is absolutely necessary; and,if denied, the State 
: victs in Siam and Turkey. Department will not have the means to discharge a just debt contracted in 
these countries under the provisions of treaties. 
40. Rent of prisons for American con 1, 500 00 1, 300 00 200 00 | A magnificent economy ! 
victs in China. 
’ il. Wages of keepers, care of offenders, 10, 000 00 8,000 00 2,000 00 | This reduction cannot be made. It will probably give rise to a deficiency. 
E and expenses. | 
7 42. Rent of prison for American con- 750 00 650 00 100 00 | An absurd reduction 
y victs in Japan 
4 43. Wages of keepers, care of offenders, 5, 000 00 4, 500 00 500 00 Do. 


and expenses 


IV——345 


ae 


Se aaa 


Tt 

t 
a: 
7S 


RE 


> 


ed 


FSi EET TE LGN TEL PO 


. Rent 


5006 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AvuGusT 12, 


The consular and diplomatic appropriation bill as it passed the House of Representatives, 4-c.—Continued. 


Service for which appropriated. 


. Bringing home from foreign coun- 


tries persons charged with crimes, 
&c. 


Relief and protection of American 
seamen in foreign countries. 


. Acknowledging services of masters 


and crews of foreign vessels in 
rescuing American citizens from 
shipwreck. 


. Expenses under neutrality act... .. 
. Expenses Cape Spartel light 
. Allowance 


to widows or heirs of 
deceased diplomatic officers. 

of court-house and jail at 
Yeddo. 


Net reductions from 1876 . .. 


Service for which appropriated. 


. Expenses Commanding General's 


oe. 
Expenses recruiting, & 


Contingent, Adjutant General's 


4 Signal service of the Army 
. Pay of the Army 


Subsistence of the Army 


. Supplies Quartermaster's Depart- 


ment. 


. Incidental expenses, Quartermas- 


ter's Department. 


. Horses for cavalry, &c — 
. Transportation of the Army..... 
. Hire of quarters 


Clothing, camp equipage, &c 


. National cemeteries 


Construction and repair of hospitals 


Army contingencies ........ 


. Medical and hospital supplies 
. Army Medical 


useumM ........-+- 


. Engineers’ depot, Willet's Point .. 


. Torpedo experiments 


. Ordnance service 


. Metallic ammunition for small arms 

. Ordnance stores at arsenal 

. Ordnance stores in hands of troops, 
&o 


. Saddlers’ tools, &c , cavalry service 
. Ordnance stores to fill requisitions 


for troops and carriages in use at 
sea-coast forts. 


. Infantry, cavalry, and artillery 


equipments. 


Appropriated 
for year end- 
ing June 30, 
1876 


$5, 000 


100, 000 00 


20, 000 00 
205 00 
5, 000 00 


Appropriated 

* by a 
bill for year 
ending June 
30, 1876. 


$3, 000 00 


60, 000 00 


20, 000 00 
QRS 00 
5, 000 00 


1, 374, 985 00 


year end. 
30, | 


June 


»ropriated for 


Ap 
the 
ing 
1876. 


$5, 000 00 
105, 000 00 
3, 000 00 


12, 500 00 
, 400, 000 00 


, 484, 330 00 


, 250, 000 00 
, 200, 000 00 


300, 000 00 
, 000, 000 00 
, 500, 000 00 
, 450, 000 00 

150, 000 00 


100, 000 00 
100, 000 00 


200, 000 00 | 
10, 000 00 





9, 000 00 
10, 000 00 


125, 000 00 


75, 000 00 


50, 000 00 
25, 000 00 
20, 000 00 
100, 000 00 


100, 000 00 


907, 247 50 


Reductions 
made in House 


Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third column. 
bill. 


$2,000 00 It has been found in the course of years that about this amount is annually 
required for this purpose. This absurd retrenchment is very likely to 
expose the United States to contempt avroad, owing to the fact that it 
may be unable to bring home criminals reclaimed under our extradition 
treaties. 

It is found that an average of about $100,000 is required each year for this 
purpose, and to provide less would be an act of inhumanity to the sailors 
of our merchant marine. During the year when a large number of whale 
ships were wrecked in the Arctic Ocean a deficiency of $140,000 arose. 

This is a most worthy object, and one recognized by all the principal com. 
mercial nations. The awards for such acts are usually watches, chronom 
eters, spy-glasses, and other presents which would naturally be appropriate 
and be appreciated by asailor. It has been found that the average amount 
required tor such purposes is about $5,000, and to deny it would be to refuse 
a proper recognition of acts of heroism and of humanity performed by for- 
eigners im behalf of American seamen. 


40, 000 00 


5,000 00 | A contract for the use of these buildings was entered into in pursuance of 


provisions of law, and this amount must be paid for the current fiscal year. 


467, 737 5 


467, 737° 


ARMY BILL. 


The Army appropriation bill as it passed the House of Representatives for the year ending June 30, 1877, compared with the appropriations for the 


same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1876. 


ropriated by 


ouse bill for 
the year end- 


oo 30, 


“Ek 


626 00 


3, 360, 667 93 
800, 000 00 
104, 784 89 

2, R17, 804 65 | 1, 
877, 865 52 
383, 221 21 
125, 000 00 


61, 494 42 
50, 000 00 


160, 000 00 
10, 000 00 
5, 000 00 


100, 000 00 


50, 000 00 


30, 000 00 
35, 000 00 


622, 134 48 | 
1, 066, 778 79 


20, 000 00 | 


in 


Remarks upon reductions made in House bill, as shown in third 
column. 


in House bill. 
House bill. 


Reductions made 
Increase 


Since the removal of headquarters to Washington the expenses are 
reduced by this amount. 

This reduction might possibly have been made but for the Indian 
war. It will undoubtedly call for a deficiency, in view of the larger 
number to be recruited. 


0 | A small saving, from which it is probable no injury will result. 

$371,052 50. +The appropriation by House bill was in view of the contemplated re 
duction of the Army from 25,000 to 22,000, and wes larger in propor 
tion than that of last year. The amount appropriated last year was 
$11,400,000, but a deficiency was uired, and subsequently appro 
priated of $665,000, making a total of $12,065,000. There would, 
therefore, have been a deficiency this year of $293,947 if the confer 
ence committee had not increased the amount of House bill. Hence 
this item is not even a reduction. 

The entire amount appropriated last year was required for the serv 
ice, and this reduction would simply give rise to a deficiency to be 
supplied at the next session of Congress. 

This, and the next six items, down to and including ‘‘ National Ceme- 
teries,”’ constitute the appropriations for the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s De ment, and may be considered together. The total for 
the service last year was $12,950,000. The total by Honse bill 
$8,530,000, showing a reduction of $4,419,162. The letter already 
read, from the Quartermaster-General to the Secretary of War 
clearly shows this to be a deficiency and not a saving. It will 
be seen that the revised estimate, based upon the lowest possible 
reduction, and anes a deficiency next winter, was 
$11,525,000. The House bill arbitrarily cut this down, exclusive of 
re-appropriated balances, $2,024,162. There is not a shadow of 
doubt that a deficiency of at least $2.500 000 will be required next 
winter, and very likely it will be much larger. 

This is simply deferring the construction of necessary hospitels. 

If all the specific appropriations were suflicient, there appears to be 

no doubt but that this reduction could be made. 
j { The reduction here made will simply give rise to a deficiency to be 
| supplied at the next session of Con . or @ very much larger 
| | amount in the regular appropriation bill in order to renew the 
‘| depleted stock of medical supp.ies. 
| Reduced by estimates of the Department, not by House of Represent- 
atives. 

This is simply a refusal to make appropriation for a very important 
military object, and one fully recognized and liberally provided for 

| _ by other governments. 

| The effect of this reduction is to cripple the service. The supply was 
very nearly exhausted last year, and the Secre of War esti- 
mated for $200,000 this year, and stated that such amount was 
absolutely necessary. 

This will give rise to a deficiency at next session of Congress, as the 
amount appropriated is not sufficient for target practice, no provis- 
ion being 6 for requirements of the Indian war. 

Perhaps a proper reduction. 

“oe 10, 000 00 | An increase. 


20, 000 00 Probably the postponement of a necessary expenditare. 


195, 215 11 
182, 195 35 


Possibly a saving, probably a deficiency. 
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The Army appropriation bill as it passed the House of Representatives, §c.—Continued. 


in 


1 for 


Remarks upon reductions made in House bill, as shown in third 


Service for which appropriated aclu 


House bill. 


Appropriated by 


Increase 


Manufacture at national armories $150,000 00 = $100, 000 00 $50,000 00 .......... This is merely a refusal to provide for a necessary branch of the pub- 
~ of new breech-loading muskets lic service, and it will involve the discharge of 150 skilled mechanics 
and carbines. at the national armory whose places will be difficult to fill hereafter, 
Surgical appliances for disabled ........... 5, 000 00 : $5,000 00 A neceasary increase 
soldiers not heretofore provided 
for 
, Deficiency for 1871 for hire of quar- |.....-. 73, 344 82... 73, 344 82 
ters. 
0. Deficiency for purchase of horses ..... ‘ 96. S07 BB) 000% 28, 397 58 
for cavalry. 


Total ie aeeas 27, 933, 830 00 23, 137,819 52 | 5, 283, 805 38 | 487, 794 90 


Net reduction of House bill... ........- nie ..-.| 4,796, 010 48 


NAVAL BILL. 


The naval appropriation Dill, as it passed the House of Representatives, for the year ending June 30, 1877, compared with the appropriations for the 
same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1876. 


Appropriated 
, ; aa wadie gael by House | Reductions 
Service for which appropriated. peel medleg bill for year | madein House 
1876. , ending June © bill 
" 30, 1877. 


Appropriated 


Increase in} Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third 
House bill column 


l. Pay of he Nav; $6, 250, 000 00 #5, 750, 000 00 $500, 000 00 .....| A deficiency. The deficit to be supplied next session will be 
much larger than the pretended reduction The estimate 
for $7,600,000 was made by close computation and examination 
of the rolls, both in the Fourth Auditor's Office and the Navy 
Department. The appropriations for the last three years have 
been too small to make the payments required by existiag 
laws. The deficit has only been made up by balances of ap- 
propriations for pay, available for this —- all these that 
can be legally used are now exhaustec (Note accompany 
ing estimates.) The deticiency will therefore be $1,850,000, un 
less some expedient can be devised to diminish it. The two 
propositions suggested to that end, are: First, the reduction 
of force in the Navy from 8,500 to 7,500 as provided in the 
House bill. Second, that the officers be ‘ furloughed rhe 
reduction of the number of men will not materially reduce the 
expenditure this year, because, as the men are enlisted for 
three years, and only paid off at the end of their term, the 
same amount will be required for their pay during the fiscal 
vear 1877 as for the last year, the effect of the reduction of 
force not being felt until the terms of enlistment during the 
current year are expiring Cherefore, no diminution of the 
large deficiency can be hoped for by the reduction of force. 
Should all the officers now on leave, and those that conld 
probably be relieved from duty, be “ farloughed,” as suggested 
by the second proposition, there would be a saving of only 
$408,700, which, deducted from the $1,850,000 required, would 
atill leave a deficiency of $1,441,300 Furloughing” an otficer 
means reducing his pay to one-half of the “ leave-pay,' and is 
only done as a punishment. It is not likely that so sweeping 
a punishment as this will be inflicted on the gallant officers of 
our Navy, and therefore a deficiency of from $1,200,000 to 
$1,400,000 is absolutely certain All these facts were known 
when the House bil! was passed, and hence this large deficiency 
was intentional 

This is consistent with the general curtailment of the naval serv- 
ice If it be expedient to impair the efficiency of the Navy 
as proposed by House bill, this app-opriation is ample. Prob 
ably a part of the reduction was jadicious, whether other 
changes were made or not 

This reduction, like the last, results from and ia consistent with 
the gener~! policy of withholding appropriations adequate to 
provide the ordinary means of national defense, and is to be 
classed with those items. Some reduction in the “civil ea- 
tablishment’ might be judiciously made, but not one so rad- 
ical and sweeping as this. 


2. Contingent expenses of the Navy 100, 000 00 80, 000 20, 000 00 
Department 


3. Civil establishment at the various 158, 000 00 85, 000 73, 000 00 
navy-yards and stations. 


34. Commission to report on the aban ; ‘ 2, 000 $2, 000 00 
donment of navy-yards. 


BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Pilotage and towage of ships of 50, COO 


Curtailment of the service. As s0 many ships will be with 
war. 


drawn from the service for lack of sufficient appropriations to 
keep them afloat, this reduction is consistent with rest of the 


bill 
; Correcting compasses, &c 3, 000 3, 000 Pe : 
}. Nautical instruments ....... ‘ , 000 000 os .--| Possibly a saving 
Books for ships of war ...... : 3, 000 3, 000 
Navy signals and apparatus. ..... 5, 000 (00 
. Compass fittings........ 5, 000 3, 000 This reduction will probably compel the bureau to resort to old 
obsolete binnacles, some of which are yet on hand. A very 


small and injudicious saving 
Logs and leads for measuring and ; , 000 


ny 
Lanterns, amps. &e ea 000 


Bunting and flags 5, 5, 000 
. Oil, candles, wicks, &c a ; 3, 000 A deficiency. The estimate of $20,000 was based upon $1 per 
gallon for oil, while, during the past six months, the price 


was from $1.13 to $1.34. * 
. Stationery for officers and courts 


martial. 
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The Navy oppropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, 4c.—Continued. 








| ae .\* “gro Reductior Increa 
j ain rv ouse edt ons | crease . e nei ; ; : 
Service for which appropriated or year end bill for vear | made in House| in House | Bemarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third 
ing June 30 aed seed : bill column. 
IR ending June bill. vi 
30, 1877. | 
45. Musica) instruments and music for $1, 000 00 $1, 000 00 | . henen ate sds beanie’ 
vessels of war. | 
16. Steering signals and indicators 2, 500 00 2, 000 00 $500 00 |...... Possibly a saving. 
gongs, &c. } 
17. Contingentexpenses Bureau of Navi 4, 000 00 3, 000 00 1,000 00 |...... .... Probably a judicious reduction. 
ation 
Ix. Drawing, , inting, &c., charts, sail 60, 000 00 50, 000 00 10,000 00 |............) Postponed Chis reduction will delay the publication of charta, 
ing directions, &c &e., very much needed. At best, it is but a postponement 
19. Fuel, lights, office-furniture, &c 5, 000 00 | OT a i a I i 
20. Rent and repair of building 2, 800 00 Ee Se f. wsssccverecccndtesssavecscast 
NAVAL OBSERVATORY. | } 
21. Assistants and clerk see 6, 300 00 | 6, 100 00 | BP OD B ncasecescss An immense economy ! 
22. Wages, fuel, light, &c ‘ 10, 000 00 | 10,000 00 |.... _. an Roane —_— -| 
23. Reducing and transcribing astro 1, 200 00 | 2,200 00 |...... wsiieis nn $1,000 00 | An increase. 
nomical observations | 
24. Expenses of Nautical Almana 20, 000 00 15, 000 00 5,000 00 |............ A mere curtailment, not a saving. Any surplus of Nautical 
Almanacs over the actual necessities of the Navy are sold at 
| |} cost, hence their publication is a public convenience and no 
| | loss to the Government. 
25. Reducing observations of transit of RE Fscccuvsenonsss 3, 000 00 ay Observations were taken at various and remote parts of the 
Venus | globe, and at great expense. Withholding the means of pr 
26. Continuance of work on new planets 4,000 00 | 3, 000 00 | Dcnsnnitie eeabtele | paring them for publication is simply denying the benefits of 
27. Rent, fuel, labor, &e ; E 1, 500 00 | ND Eeaccinsccnvssnde ib excensnneis | said expenditares. 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE | | 
28. Fuel, tools, materials, &c., for yards 75, 000 00 | 50, 000 00 95, G00 G8 f.....0.0000- | This can be supplemented by using materials on hand, which 
and stations. | | though unsuitable, may be converted at cost of extra labor 
| | | Itis, therefore, to some extent a saving. 
29. Labor at navy-yards............ 250, 000 00 | 125, 000 00 | ae | Curtailment. This reduction is at cost of efficiency to its whole 
| | | extent, and is consistent with the policy of the House bills in 
4 | | crippling the Navy in order to make political capital by pre 
j tended economy. As it results from withholding means neces 
| sary for preservation and repairs of vessels, it must be classed 
| with those items. 
30. Repairs of buildings, boata, wharves, 10, 000 00 SD fp cnticcneneenay ali iiieeadte 
&c } | 
31. Miscellaneous items ........... 5, 000 00 | 3, 000 00 ID Ciiihessens einen 
Withheld, not saved. The torpedo-service compensates, some 
oF ; is : | what, a deficiency in number and power of ships, and the re- 
me For the torpedo corps en 2, 000 00 6, 000 00 6, 000 00 | duction is, to its whole extent, : loss of inna. It is 
’. Electrical apparatus, &« 5, 000 00 5, 000 00 10, 000 00 however, entirely co tent with the general licy he 
44. Copper, iron, &c., for torpedoes 25, 000 00 15, 000 00 10,000 00 |S ......... . yc magratpeed ong hese nag meee pox bagel ry 
: pt ! 7 “4 { } House bills, which aim to strike down or impair every exist 
5. Torpedo-boata, &c 25.000 00... 25, 000 00 ~ o- . a] teeti Au e ati | 
%. Labor of various kinds / 15, 000 00 10. 000 00 | 5. 000 00 || | ing means of nation: protection AU ¢ xamination ofa 
’ , these bills will show that the heaviest blows have almust 
invariably fallen upon the defensive service of the coantry. 
37. Repair of wharves, &« 1, 000 00 9, GBD GD |... ccc cccccccee 1,000 00 
38. Contingent expenses of ordaance 1,000 00 RiGee Ge Jo ccnsese. cassensoawccesccsns | 
service, 
| | 
BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING. | 
39. Equipment of vessels. .........- sd 1, 250, 000 00 | 970, 000 00 We Be necciionncs Curtailment of service. In view of the reduction of force, and 
| | the withbolding of necessary appropriations for repairs and 
| preservation of vessels, and the necessarily reduced number of 
vessels in commission, it is probable the amount appropriated 
will be adequate. The “saving,” if any, results from the 
general policy of crippling the Navy, so consistently pursued 
throughout the entire bill. 
40. Contingent expenses of bureau... . 75, 000 00 SO ae eseveccees 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. 
41. General maintenance of yards and 760, 000 00 440, 000 00 320, 000 00 |........... | This bureau has charge of all the buildings, wharves, piers, dry 
docks | | docks, floating-docks, sheers, cranes, fire apparatus, watchmen, 
teamsters, horses, oxen, &c., at all the navy-yards. This re- 
| duction is consistent with the theory of the House bills—that, 
for the sake of making a show of economy, our navy-yards are 
to be partially closed and our ships to await repairs until aiter 
' the election. 
42 Contingent expenses at navy-yards 40, 000 00 20, 000 00 CAGED OD ©. cccencsncce This saving results from the general curtailment of the service, 
and stations. | and belongs with the same class as the one last mentioned. 
43. At the Naval Asylum at Philadel- | 52, 973 00 52, 973 00 a 
phia. | | 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. | ! 
44. Surgeons’ necessaries for vessels, | 30, 000 00 ID So sictcvnedacas we ie Sea 
navy-yards, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Survey. | 
*S. Repair of naval hospitals and naval | 20, 000 00 10, 000 00 | Postponed. Probably a deficiency next session. The sum - 
laboratory. propriated by the House bill is known to be entirely insufti- 
cient. Seven large hospitals and the naval laboratory have to 
| be kept in good order and repair out of this appropriation. 
| The sum found imperatively necessary for many years has 
| ranged from twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars. Five 
| thousand of the $10,000 appropriated will be needed at once at 
| the Chelsea (Massachusetts) hospital, in order to place the 
i steam-heating apparatus in a safe and efficient condition. At 
| | best it is only a postponement, for repairs not mace this year 
| must be next. 
i 46, Civil establishment of hospitals. .. | %, 000 00 25, 000 00 10, 000 60 |............. Withheld from a necessary service and at the cost of safety and 
ed | comfort to the patients. The sum approprieted last year was 
y | entirely inadequate to the service. ‘There was no reason what- 
& | ever for the reduction, except the political necessity of making 
* = | | | «large pretended saving on last year’s appropriations. The 
fk: | | health, safety,and comfort of paticats, for whom the Govern 
z ' | ment is bound to provide, were not considered. 
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Service for which appropriated. | ar | bill for 5 
| 4976. ending June 
e 30, 1877. 





47. Contingent oxpenses of bureau . $25, 000 00 $15, 000 00 


















BUREAU OF PROVISIONS AND CLOTHING. 


48. Provisions for the Navy........-.-- 1, 244, 000 00 930, 000 00 





@. Water for ships .......ccccoscseesee 35, 000 00 25, 000 00 








Reductions 


bill for year made in House 
bill. 


$10, 000 00 


314, 000 00 | 


10, 000 09 


in 


The Navy appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, §-c—Coutinued 


Increase 
House 


bill. 














temarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in *hird 
colmmn 





This item, like the last, is also merely withl: t the coat of 
necessary comforts and care, to which the sick of the 
Navy are fairly entitled. The appropriation for many years 
has been $25,000 ig 


Deficiency. On January 1, 1876, there were 8,500 men, 1,209 pay 
officers, and 1,152 marines on ‘duty entitled to a ration. Re 
ducing the number of pay officers and marines in same pro 
portion as men, from 8,500 to 7,500 men, leaves 9,566 rations at 
30 cents to be provided, amounting to $1,047,477, which leaves 
a deficiency of $117,477 without taking into the account the 
waste in issue of provisions, the increased cost abroad, and the 
expenses of the bureau in the several inspections and ware 
houses. For these “ expenses" $97,832.26 was paid last year 
Adding the expenses for inspections and warehouses to the 
deticiency for rations, makes a total deficiency of $215,309 
which will certainly be called for next session. The inevita 
ble waste, losses, contingencies, and increased cost abroad will, 
in all probability, swell the deficiency to the entire amount of 
pretended reduction. 





The sum of $15,615.24 was paid for water during the six months 
ending January 1, 1876. A deficiency of nearly the whole re 
duction is probable. 





50. Contingent expenses ... .......--- 60, 000 00 35, 000 00 




















BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 





51. Preservation of vessels. ............ | 3,300,000 00 1, 500, 000 00 





52. Protection of timber-lands ......... 5, 000 00 





BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING. 













53. Repairs of machinery, oil, coal, &c. 1, 200, 000 00 a&5, 000 00 


NAVAL ACADEMY. 













3 2. Provisions .......... Chivenasekatas | 100, 000 00 90, 000 00 
63. Clothing ....... ecgeversewes sul 100, 000 00 | 80, 000 00 





Gk SE uitteada'secedanvnsdes a 30, 856 00 215, 000 00 








Pay of professors and others ...... 58, 826 00 55, 526 00 | 
55. Pay of watchmen and others . .... .-| 28, 469 50 | 28, 834 50 
: 56. Pay of mechanics and others. ... 17, 461 90 | 17, 461 90 | 
57. Pay of employés in the department 8, 760 00 | 8, 760 00 | 
of steam machinery, &c. 
58. Repair of buildings, wharves, &c. .. 14, 000 00 | 21, 000 00 
i ft | a t5, 000 00 18, 000 00 
j 60. General maintenance .............. 41, 600 00 45, 000 00 
2 MARINE CORPS. 
i 61. | of officers, privates, &c., and to | 624, 760 00 624, 000 00 
g scharged soldiers, for clothing i | 
5 undrawn. { 

















72. Freight and express charges : 
73. Paving street at the Naval Academy 


EE tetieetrvieaess 
Net reduction of House bill 


500 00 
3, 000 00 


Ben DEBT Adeeb ps5 BNO 





65. Military stores .................... 9, 000 00 | 5, 000 00 
66. Transportation and rec ruiting.... 5, 000 00 | 5, 000 00 
67. Repair of barracks and rent of oftices 10, 000 00 5, 000 00 
68. Forage for horses ................-- 5, 000 00 5, 000 00 
69. Hire of quarters for oflicers........ | 16, 000 00 16, 000 00 
76. Contingencies............... 20, 000 00 20, 000 00 
71. Theory and tables of the moon's B. SeOte oe, 3, 000 00 
motion. 







15, 000 00 


1, 800. 000 O00 


5, 000 00 


915, 000 00 


3, 300 00 


10, 


20 


760 00 


000 00 
000 00 


5, 856 00 


4 


4, 566, 


000 00 


5, 000 00 


351 00 


$4, 590, 616 00 





*7, 000 00 
*3,000 00 
*3, 400 00 


*3, 060 00 


00 00 
*3, 000 06 | 


| 24 265 00 


mated. 








A deficiency. A carefully prepared estimate, made by the 
bureau since the passage of the bill, shows that there will 
necessarily be a deficiency of $17,500 





An effort to paralyze the system of national defenses. The 
effect of this reduction will be to increase the cost of repairs 
another year, by an amount which cannot now be estimated. 
The re pairs must and will be made, and hence this reduction 
is only a postponement with increased cost as the penalty. 
Another result will be to stop necessary re pairs on some e ight 
or ten iron-clads and other vessels, and to greatly impair the 
efficiency of our Navy It is not economy, but a reckless 

blow struck at one of the most important means of national pro 

tection. 





The effect of this omission will be to expose the live-oak tim- 
ber lands to depredation, the amount of which cannot be esti- 


“ The results of this reduction of the amounts required for steam 
| engineering must necessarily stop all work upon the double- 
| turreted monitors, cause the almost total suspension of work 
| inthe several navy-yards for repairs and refitting of machinery 
of vessels required for sea service, and render it impossible 
to repair, to any great extent, the machinery, &c., of any ves- 
sel or vessels in service, that may hereafter break down through 
unforeseen casualties, or the ordinary wear and tear of serv 
ice.” (Extract from statement by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering.) 








The estimate was $4,725 greater than last year, and the reason 
therefor given; but as almost every item must be reduced 
whether any reason existed or not, this small amount waa 
shaved off merely for the sake of shaving 





Possibly a legitimate reduction 
$11,130 of this reduction is attributable to Department estimates 
| The balance was merely arbitrary 


$2,204 of this reduction was made by Department estimatce 
The balance is merely arbitrary. 


Possibly a saving 


$15,000 was needed this year. The reduction is only a post- 
ponement 


| 
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MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


The Military Academy appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, for the year ending June 20, 1877, compared with the appropriations 
for the same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1876. 





A » propriated 
or year end- 
ing June 30, 


»y House! Reductions | Increase 
bill for year | madein House | in House 
ending June | bill. | bil. 
30,1877. | 


Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third 


Service for which appropriated column. 


“p propriated | | 


| 
. For pay of instructors, professors 296 00 $33, 704 00 This reduction is effected as follows: First, by omitting to ap 
cadets, and musicians are the salaries provided by law and abolishing the 
. For repairs, improvements, and 22, 5 2,000 00 | 10, 500 00 |... nd, $33,700; secondly, by omitting to provide for necessary 
labor. sewerage, $13,500; thirdly, by omitting amounts necessary 
3. For tuel and miscellaneous $ 21, 500 00 | 200 00 for continuing construction of hospital, which is very much 
. For compensation of pressman : , 300 00 3, 450 00 needed for health of cadets, and which is up to first story. 
clerks, &c | The amount thus pees until next year is $30,000 
5. For department of mathematics 110 00 : Fourthly, an item of $3,000 was appropriated last year for 
3. For department of artillery, cav 725 00 — building school-house. Having been completed by that appro 
alry, and infantry tactics priation, nothing was needed this year. The balance of the 
. For department of civil and mili 3, 2, 500 00 600 00 ....- Teduction, amounting to $20,409, is made up of many smal) 
tary engineering. sums shaved off from every item in the vill Some of these 
. For department of chemistry, min 3, , 850 00 2,010 00 “shavings” may be proper—manyof them are arbitrary and 
eralogy, and geology. apsuard. 
. For department of natural and ex 5, 950 : 4,950 00 |..........00) 
perimental philosophy. | 
For department of practical mili 200 
tary engipveering. 
For department of French . ..... 200 
For department of Spanish 50 
3. For department of drawing .. 420 
For department of law 100 
. For department of ordnance and 600 
gunnery. 
For expenses of the board of vis 200 
itors. 
. For gas, coal-oil, candles, wicking , 000 
matches, &c. 
. For water-pipes, plumbing, and 2, 000 
repairs. 
For cleaning public buildings, 260 
brooma, chalk, &c. 
For pay of organist, librarian, en- , 840 
gineer, clerks, &c. 
21. For expense of library, books 2, 000 
magazines, &c., and binding. 
. For pay of librarian’s assistant , 000 
. For contingencies of Superintend , 000 
ent of Academy. 
For furniture for cadet hospital 2, 860 
and repairs. 
. For repairing and opening roads 500 
and walks. 
}. For continuing superstructure of 30, 000 
new hospital for cadets. 
27. For continuing construction of 
sewerage. 
. Vor repairs to reservoirs ....-....- ‘ 
. For construction of school-house 
for soldiers’ children and farni- 
ture for same. 
30, For building parapet wall 


ere get oiler te 








105, 639 00 | 


105, 609 00 | 





SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The sundry civil appropriation bill as it passed the House of Representatives for the year ending June 30, 1877, compared with the appropriations for 
the same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1876. 


(N. B.—Those numbers in the fourth colamn marked thus *, show an increase for the current fiscal year, and are to be deducted. | 
cnscieaciacecinalgiibentiteliainaannans 
Appropriated 
Agprgnens $4 House | Reductions 
Service for which appropriated. med ae bill for jar madein House Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third column. 
1876. —? ending June a 
30, 1877. 


1. Payments to widows of members of | An increase. 
Congress. 

2. Miscellaneous : | / 
To pay estate of Henry Wilson, late : 47, 450 05 *47, 450 05 | 
ce President of the United States, | | 
and to pay ae at law, 4 | 
porary clerks, messengers, watch- | 
men, folders, laborcrs, detectives, 
and stenographers. | 

3. Botanical garden 2,950 00 | Possibly a saving; probably only a postponement. 
4. Public printing and binding Sis sixcmennansin 1, 129, 977 50 | De : This reduction meansa deficiency to be supplied at next session, 
5. Lithographing and mapping for the 2, 000 00 | yond a doubt. The actual expenses of the printing-office last year were 
Supreme Court. over $1,600,000. They will be largely increased this year by the vast 
6. Printing and binding laws of Idaho |... 2, | amount of printing required by the thirty-three committees of investiga- 
ee oo ———==—————=|)}_ tienordl by the House of Representatives. The entire amount of pre- 
Total printing and binding , 665, 507 66 1, 134, 105 50 | 531, 402 16 tended reduction will re-appear in a deficiency bill next session 9s cer- 
tainly as a $1,600,000 of printing cannot be done for $1;134,000. It was 

|| doubtless so understood when the House bill was passed. 


%. District of Columbia: Fire Depart- |......... ...... 25, 000 00 *25, 000 00 An increase. 


ment. 

& Inspector and assistant inspector of 3, 000 00 1,500 00 1,500 00 | Possibly a “saving.” Probably the cause of increased gas-bills. 
gas gas-meters. 

9. Treasury Department: Life-saving 241, 580 00 237, 460 00 | 4, 120 00 | Probably a proper redaction. 
and life-boat stations. | | ; 
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The sundry civil appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, &-e.—Continued. 





A ppro priated ' 
by House Reductions 
bill for year | made in House Remarks upon reductions made by House bill as shown in third column 
ending June | bill : 
30, 1877. 


| 
| A ppropriated 
or year end- 


Service for which appropriated. ing June 30, 


10. Revenue-cutter service . | $747, 647 19 280, 236 § A mutilated service. This is an arbitrary, unreasonable, and dangerous cur 


tailment of a most important and economical service, employed in protect- 

ing the revenues of the Government against frauds. The foas of revenue 

from thus crippling the right arm of the Treasury will probably be many 

times greater than the pretended saving effectedgby the re:luction. , 

11. Judiciary 4 2, 529, 516,200 00 A deficiency. The amount appropriated last year was required, and the 

same amount was estimated for and will be required this year. The House 

bill contained a clause repealing the act passed to prevent frauds and in- 

timidation at elections. It was probably contemplated that the omission 

to guard the purity of the ballot-box would result in a saving of money 

as well as a democratic victory, and hence the reduction. But as that act 
will not be repealed, a deficiency is certain. 

This ‘‘ reduction” is effected by refusing appropriations indispensably neces 

sary for repairs of the buildings and support of the institution, and which 


will have to be appropriated next session. It is, therefore, only postponed, 
not “ saved.” 


. Government Hospital for the Insane. 183, 928 


. Columbia Institution for the Deaf 88, 000 ; Nothing 
and Dumb. 

. Golambia Hospital for Women and 144, 300 ' 18, 300 
Lying-In Asylum, and other char- 
ities. 

. Smithsonian Institution ane 32, 500 24. 500 


Reduced by a partial withdrawal of the Government from the charities 
which it has undertaken to support in the District of Columbia. 


Reduced by refusing to the Smithsonian Institution the means of preserving 
and taking careof a large and valuable collection, which has been gathered 
from all parts of the world. A very doubtful “ economy.’ 

“ Saved,” and will, doubtless, meet the approval of all the counterfeiters and 
thieves of the country, who will cordially indorse this kind of “ economy,” 
as an illustration of broad and liberal statesmanship. 


. Detecting and bringing to punish- 25, 000 ; 25, 000 
ment persons engaged in counter 
feiting Government notes, bonds, 
and coins, and for detecting other 
frauds upon the Government 
17. Compensation in lieu of moieties E 25, 000 
under customs laws. 
18. Reform School of District of Co : 000 
lumbia. 
. Metropolitan Police. . - Ww: 000 
. Public buildings under the Treas- 5, 132, 89% ‘ 500 
ury Department. 


Possibly a saving. 


Possibly a saving. 

Postponed. This large reduction is in no sense a “saving” to the Govern- 
ment. The buildings are all in process of construction, and as there will 
be ample funds in the Treasury for the purpose, a wise discretion would 
dictate an appropriation large enough to continue the works economically, 
especially at this time, when labor and materials are so cheap and when 
there is so great ademand for employment. At best it is only a postpone- 
ment until after the election, and may answer a double purpose: First, to 
reduce the aggregate of the appropriation bills and prove democratic 
“economy ;"’ secondly, to throw large numbers of workingmen out of em 
ployment, and by increasing the distress of the people, convinced them 
of the necessity for a change of administration 


. Light-House Establishment—main- , 899 2, 008, 6 *109, An increase. 


tenance. 
22. Construction of light-houses, bea- 915, 330, 585, 


Postponed. The amount of appropriation by the House bill is known to be 
cons, and fog-signals. 


wholly inadequate to the maintenance, repairs, and preservation of exist 
ing light-houses, beacons, &c., and to the construction of such new ones as 
are indispensable to the safety of our commerce, and to the protection of 
life and property. But commerce and human life are not considered so 
important as small appropriations for this year, and hence these safeguards 
must be postponed until after the election. 

The same principle which has substantially surrendered our forts, crippled 
our navy, refused to provide torpedoes or any other means of defense, has 
dictated the reduction in this case. Armories and arsenals must wait 
until after the election, when appropriations will be made to meet the de 
ficiency of this year 

Postponed. No one doubts that these surveys should be, and will be, com 
pleted. The wants of commerce require it, but commerce must wait until 
after November ; political exigences are considered more imperative than 
commercial necessities 

A portion of this reduction may prove a “saving,” buat it is more probable 
that the appropriations for this purpose next session will have to be in 
creased nearly if not quite to the extent of the reduction. 

An increase. 


. Armories and arsenals 


. Surveys of northern and northwest- 
ern lakes and Mississippi River. 


25. Buildings and grounds in and 234, 250 
around Washington. 


§. Work on Capitol and for general 50, 000 
care and repairs thereof. 


. For improving Capitol grounds . . . 200, 000 Postponed. The improvement of the Capitol grounds has been commenced 


upon a general plan which everybody understands will be carried out. It 
may be proper to postpone for this year, but it 1s in no sense a “ saving " of 
money. The nation’s self-respect will not permit the grounds to remain 
in their present unfinished condition 


. Annual repairs of Interior Depart- | Increase. 


ment building, | 
. Repairs of court-house building, | 
Washington. | 
. Buildings and grounds under Agri- 
cultural Department. 


Increase. 


Possibly a “ saving,’ though it is probable that a considerable portion of the 
work, having been completed last year, did not need another appropria- 
tion. 

This “reduction” is dune to the substitution of silver coin for fractional cur 
rency. No part of it can be credited to the greater “ economy” of this 
Congress. 

Postponed. The above remarks with reference to the surveys of the south 
western lakes will apply to this item. At best it is but a postponement of 
work which must be done, and paid for hereafter. 

A very doubtful economy, which withholds from a work of great value to all 
»arts of the country the means necessary to its greatest success. It may, 
Soesew be called a “saving,” and upon the same principle the whole 
amount might have been ‘saved.’ 


. Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 1, 878, 000 
and expenses of national currency 
and national loan. 
32. Coast Survey ‘ 869, 600 


33. Inquiries respecting food-fishes, 53, 500 00 
ropagation of food-fishes, and 
llustrations for reports on food- 
fishes. 
-Metric standard of Weights ii nwenbnbatcoe 000 00 *2, 000 
measures. 
. Rent No. 215 South Capitol streot 400 00 *400 
. Rent No. 205 New Jersey avonuc , 000 00 *1, 000 
. Fuel and lights 300 00 
. Supplies of all kinds required by : , 000 00 
ee and firemen for all build- 
ings under control of the Treasury 
ment. 


For furniture and carpets, and re- . Possibly the somewhat liberal appropriation of last year may have furnished 
pairs of the same, in all buildings 


a supply which will partially justify this reduction, 
under control of the Treasury De- 


partment. 


nao eee 


ater" 





Beh 
i 
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41. 


42, 


43. 


44. 


47. 
48. 
49. 


61. 


~ 


63. 


64. 


65. 


. Black Hills survey under Prof. J. 


. For collecting of minin 


. For fence around jail, heating-appa- 


ne. 
. Safe for disbursing-clerk of Interior 


. Furniture and re 


. To pay crippled and disabled sol- 


. Copies of summary reports of Com- | 


. Monuments in the Congressional 


. Temporary clerks in the Treasury 


. Salaries and traveling-expenses of 


Service for which appropriated. | 





. For heating, ventilating, and hoist- 


ing apparatus, and repairs of 
same, for all buildings under con- 
trol of the Treasury ee 

For pay of custodiangand janitors 
of al — buildings ander con- 
trol of the Lp | Department. 

For vaults, safes, and locks, and re- 
pair of same, for all buildings 
under control of the Treasury 
Department. 

For photographing, engraving, and 
—s plans forall public build 
ngs ander control of the Treasu- 
ry Department. 

For photolitbographing, engrav- 
ing, and printing map of the 
United States and Territories. 


. Signal-Office, War Department... .. 


j 


. Collection and payment of bounty, | 


prize-money, and other claims of 
colored soldiers and sailors. 





Costs and charges of State peniten- | 
tiaries. = 

Publication of the official records 
of the rebellion | 

Su rt of National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers. 


. Completion of soldiers’ monument | 


at central branch of National 
Military Home. 


> ——— of Leavenworth military 
P 


. Protection of river-banks at Fort 


Brown, Texas. 


tice of Arizona Territory. 


. To pay John Titus, late chief-jus- 
| 
| 


. For geological and geographical 


surveys of the Territories of the | 
United States, by Prof. F.V. Hay 
den. 

For completion of the geographical 
and geological surveys of the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, by 
J. W. Powell. 


W. Jenney. 

For surveys of public lands, sur- 
veyors-general and their clerks, 
fuel, rent, &c. 

For expenses of collection of reve- | 
nue from sales of public lands. 


For expenses connected with the 
sale of the United States arsenal 
property at Dearbornville, Mich 


. For maps of the geographical and 


geological surveys of the Terri- 
tories. 


and min- 
f RW. 


eral statistics, under 
Raymond. 


. For completion of jail in District 


of Columbia. 


ratus, kitchen-utensils, wash- 
room apparatas, and driving-en- 


Department. 

pair of capitol 
building of Washington Terri- 
tory. 

Engraving and printing Centennial 
stock certificates for Interna- 
tional Exhibition. 


diers now in the employment of 
the Doorkeeper of the House. | 


missioners of Claims. 


Cemetery to d 

and Representatives. 
Noiseless steam-pump for House of 

Representatives. 


Senators 


Department. 





agents at seal-fisheries in Alaska. 
Examination of rebel archives......! 


80. First installment to Miss Vinnie | 


Ream for statue of Admiral | 
Farragut. 
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The sundry civil appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, 4c.—Continued. 


Appropriated 
or year end- 
ing June 30, | 
1876 


$200, 000 00 


100, 000 00 


75, 000 00 
5, 000 00 | 


6,000 00 | 
503, 000 00 | 


75, 000 00 


40, 000 00 
50, 000 00 


601, 640 00 


Appropriated 
. t ouse 
bill for year 
ending June 
30, 1877. 





$100, 000 00 


50, 000 00 
50,000 00 


3,000 00 
| 


2, 500 00 | 


345, 000 00 | 


40, 000 00 
40, 000 00 
318, 733 44 
2, 000 00 
61, 688 15 | 
10, 000 00 
658 80 | 
65, 000 00 | 


30, 000 00 


14,000 00 
311, 400 00 | 


423, 658 21 


1, 000 00 | 





AvGtst 12, 





Reductions 


made in House 
bill. 


$100, 000 00 


50, 000 00 


25, 000 00 


2,000 00 


3, 500 00 


158, 000 00 


75, 000 00 


10, 000 00 
*31s, 733 4 
*2, 000 00 


*61, 688 15 
*10, 000 00 

*658 80 
10, 000 00 


*5, 000 00 


*14, 000 00 


647, 390 00 


177, 981 79 


*1, 000 00 


15, 000 00 


140, 057 93 


45, 491 00 


2,000 00 


5, 274 75 


30, 750 00 


12, 549 60 


1, 000 00 
1, 500 00 


1, 000 00 
60, 000 00 
13, 350 00 
6, 000 00 


5,000 00 


auttnane — a 


Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third column 





Postponed. The amount required for these purposes is well known, and must 
be paid. This pretended “ reduction ” will appear in the “ deficiency ” fo 
next session. 


| A “saving” which will probably be more than counterbalanced by the dam 
age to public buildings from want of proper care. 


| A “saving,” but one of doubtful economy, and one which will swell the ap- 
| propriations after the exigency in November shall have passed. 


| Probably proper reduction. 


Do. 


A denial of adequate provision for a service of daily increasing importanc 
to the commercial and agricultural interests of the country, which may re 
sult in damage to those interests many times greater than the reduction. 

A note to the estimates shows that $75,000 will be absolutely required for t) 
year. The House appropriated an “ unexpended balance" of $56,235, not 
naming the amount. Consequently this appears to be a reduction of $75,000, 
when in fact there is only an actual reduction of $21,765, and even that wil | 
probably have to be supplied next winter. 


Possibly a saving. 
Increase. 


Do. 


Do. 
An increase. 
Do. 
Probably a saving. 


An increase. 
| 


Do. 


Postponed. The public lands of this country must be surveyed. Appropria- 
tions denied this year will have to be made hereafter. Hence this amount 
| isonly i. ned. 

| Postponed. These “expenses” are about the same each year, and are easily 

| ascertained. This “reduction” upon the amount required last year will 

doubtless appear in the deficiency bill for next session. 

| An increase. 

| The surveys have been made at great expense, and of course the maps will 

| be published hereafter; hence the necessary appropriation for that pur 

| pose is only postponed. 

The work having been completed and paid for last year, needed no appro- 
priation this year, and therefore this item is neither 4 ‘‘ reduction” nor a 
“saving.” 

Same remarks as that to last item. 


Same remarks. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
Provided for in the legislative bill, and hence not a saving.” 


Paid for last year, and hence no appropriation necessary this. 
Same remark as that with reference to last item. 


Do. a 
Omitted this year, but inserted in legislative, executive, and judicial bill ; 


hence no “ saving.” 
Not a saving, but a service omitted which should have been provided for. 


| 
A saving of $6,000, which may result in vreat losses to the Government. 
These archives have farnished the means of qeecenting the payment of 
claims agaiust thgD/nited States amounting to millions of dollars. Their 
further examina’ is imperatively required. 
No appropriation required year. ° 








4 


tae eater dee eee eS eS ton, 


2. To pay interest on 3.65 bonds of the i 


Service for which appropriated. 


To pay on behalf of the United 
States as a portion of the general 
expecses of the District of Co- | 
luna. | 


District of Columbia. 


To defray expenses of the sanitary 
service of the District of Colum- 
bia. 





To enable Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to repay to collector of cus- | 
toms of the district of Champlain | 


amount ce. 


. To pay Charlies yi <> for general | 


average on ship Alabama. 
Works of art for ornamenting Cap- 
itol. 


. To pay Thomas J. Durant for re- 


vision of laws of District of Co- 
lambia 

Rent of rooms corner Pennsylvania 
avenue and Twentieth street, 
Washington. 


9. Repair of Post-Office building, heat- 


ing-apparatus, &c. 


. Thirty thousand copies of United 


States Official Postal Guide. 


. Rent of buildings and grounds at 


Peking, China. 


2. To pay clerk to Committee on Pri- 


vate Land-Claims of the Senate. 


3. Stable for use of Senate 


. Repairs of steam-boilers and steam- 


traps for Senate wing. 

To settle accounts of Binger Her- 
man. 

To pay contestants for seats in the 
House of Representatives. 


. To pay Bryant & Rogers, architects. 


Expenses of commissioner of inter- 
national penitentiary congress. 
To pay States for expenses incurred 

by the war. 
Claims of Dakota volunteer forces 


. Military prison at Fort Leaven- 


102. 
103. 


104. 


105. 
106. 


107. 


108. 


worth. 

To pay volunteers of Oregon and 
of Washington Territory. 

Grading streets and sidewalk in 
front of United States Arsenal 
at Indianapolis, Ind. 

Completion of military road from 
Santa Fé to Ferdinandos de 
Toas, N. Mex. 

Purchase of sites for forts in Texas 

Pedestal for statute of General 
McPherson. 

Brady collection of photographs 
of the war. 

Navy-yards and stations 


. Plans and specifications for public 


building at Auburn, N. Y. 


. Expenses of officer to investigate 


and report upon existence and 
spread of cholera in Mexico. 


. Officers and clerks in Treasury 


Department. 


2. Clerks and other officers in office | 


of Comptroller of the Currency. | 


3. Experiments in testing iron and | 


steel. 


- To enable the pave Depart- 


115. 


116. 


Eg esas saslineasinasbace rl 


ments of the ¢ Toment to 
rticipate in the International | 
Sentennial Exhibition. | 
Geographic surveys west of 100th 
meridian. 


Bounties of sailors and marines. -. 


WEL pwapersnces eredesanecedecer ° 
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Appropriated 
for year end 
ing June Bd, 
1876. 


$1, 060, 000 


185, 000 


26,117 5 


3, 000 
15, 000 


3, 300 
1, 666 66 


106, 000 
20, 000 


545 7 
27, 100 
600 
8, 000 
250, 000 


33, 980 < 
100, 000 


25, 000 
1, 672 
6, 644 

45, 000 


25, 000 
25, 000 


4, 000 


5, 000 
166, 656 
34, 840 
50, 000 


505, 000 00 


60, 000 00 
50, 000 00 


26, 644, 350 09 


14, 919, 538 09 f 11, 


“Won ce 


s Reductions 
bill for year 


made in House 
ending June | bill. 
30, 1877 | 


$1, 060, 000 00 


$15, 920 00 | 


3, 300 
666 


000 
000 


5, 000 


, 500 
545 
100 
600 
000 

, 000 


3, 920 
000 


, 000 
672 § 

6, 644 

45, 000 

25, 000 

25, 000 


1, 250, 000 


5, 000 





166, 656 


34, 840 


50, 000 


505, 000 


60, 000 00 


50, 000 00 


| , 812 00 





11, 724, 812 00 | 


913 


The sundry civil appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, §-c.—Continued. 


Remarks apon reductions made in House bill as shown in third colamn 


The refusal to pay anything this year is simply the repudiation of a national 
obligation to deal justly and fairly with the District of Columbia. The 
United States own half the property in the District, which is not subject 
to taxation, and therefore the Government should contribute a fair pro- 


portion. Five hundred thousand dollars would have been a fair propor- 
tion this year 


If the contribution mentioned in last remarks had been made, it would have 
been proper to withhold this for the current year. 


4 curtailment of service probably at the cost of ty provision for the 
health of the city. Some reduction might properly have been made, but 
not so large as this. 


Neither a “reduction” nora “ saving.” 


Having been paid last year, this 
Congress was not required to pay again. 


Same remark as that with reference to last item. 
Same remark. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 


Omitted in House bill, but provided for in conference. 
A refusal to pay rent contracted for under authority of law. 
Omitted in this bill, but inserted in the legislative bill in conference. 


Neither a “ reduction" nor a 


‘ saving.” 
last year. 


The stable was built and paid for 


Repairs made and paid for last year. Furnishes no ground for comparison of 
relative economy between the bills of last year and this. 

Account settled and paid last year; hence item not fairly credited to econ- 
omy of present Congress. 

The item for similar expense will be quite as great this year. 


Having been paid last year, the House of Representatives are entitled to no 
credit for not paying a second time. 
Not used ; consequently no saving. 


Neithera “reduction” nor a “saving.” Having been been paid for last 
year, an was not called upon to pay again. 
Same remark. 
Do 


Do. 
Do. 
Do 


An utter failure to provide for a very important branch of the public service. 
The United States have some $50,000,000 invested in navy-yards and 
appurtenances. For their general repairs and preservation about 23 per cent. 
on their cost was appropriated last year; this year nothing. By permit- 
ting this vast property to go to ruin, a large item is added to the aggregate 
reduction of appropriations. Of course the sum required next year will be 
augmented by the amount withheld this year, toguiber with a large sum in 
addition, on account of neglect to provide forthem properly at this session. 

Neither a “reduction” nor a “saving.”” Having been paid for last year, 
the Congress was not called upon to pay again. 

Do. 


This item is in no possible sense a saving, because the law authorizing the 
expenditare provides that it shall be re-imbursed to the Treasury by the 
national banks. (See section 3, sundry civil bill, approved March 3 
1875.) 

The same remark applies to this as to the last item. 


Withheld from a valuable and important service, which was regarded by the 
President of the United States as of sufficient importance to warrant a 
special message recommending it 

Jn the published statement showing the reductions made by the House of 
Representatives, this item is charged to the — yriations of last Congress, 
while the sum of $1,500,000 appropriated for the same purpose by the 
present Congress is wholly omitted 

This was for surveys and explorations of the interior of the continent; and 
while it is a service of great value, it can doubtless be postponed a year or 
two without serious detriment to the country. 

Was rendered unnecessary this year by the reduction of force im the Navy. 
It had been paid hitherto to encourage enlistments. 
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POST-OFFICE BILL. 


The post-office appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, for the year ending June 30, 1877, compared with the appropriations for the 
same purpose for the year ending June 30, 1876. 


| A eae aeel genet 


. ouse Reductions | Increase . 
Service for which appropriated ing June 3, bill for goer made in House | in House Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third 


| 1896 | ending June bill. | bill. column. 
es | 30, 1877. 


. Pay of postmasters ............... 7, 000, 000 $6, 800, 000 This aeteston is made upon recommendation of the Postmaster. 
General. 
. Clerks in post-offices : 3, 500, 000 3, 290, 000 210, 600 | An unwise reduction. The clerical force in the post-offices is 
| not-on the whole too large, nor are their salaries too high. It 
is, however, a ‘“‘ saving,” by curtailment of service and of pay. 
. Letter-carriers and free-delivery. . .. 2, 000, 000 1, 800, 000 ; A “saving” wane frem the hard-earned compensation of hard. 
worked and poorly-paid men. 
. Wrapping-paper ................. 25, 000 20, 000 | | Saved by the Department estimate, not by the House of Rep- 
| resentatives. 
55, 000 45, 000 ’ | One-half of this reduction is attributable to Department esti- 
| mates. Theother half was conceded by the House in conference ; 
| hence there was no saving by House bill. 
. Post marking and canceling stamps 10, 000 | 5, 000 No saving. The reduction was without good reason, and was 


conceded in conference by the House. 
. Letter-balances 3, 000 | 3, 000 


. Rent, light, and fue! for post-offices 500, 000 | 390, 000 Fifty thousand of this reduction was a saving by Department 


estimates. The balance ($60,000) was merely an arbitrary 
reduction, more likely to result in a deficiency than a saving. 

. Stationery 50, 000 45, 000 5, Not a saving, but an arbitrary reduction, conceded by the House 

in conference. 

. Furniture for post-offices 35, 000 20, 000 Possibly a saving; probably only postponed to swell the appro- 
| _ priations at next session. 

. Miscellaneous items 150, 000 50, 000 | , | Merely an arbitrary reduction, one-half of which was conceded 
| by the House in conference ; the other half may prove a saving, 

but more likely a deficiency. 

| Not a dollar of this large item is a “saving ” in any sense ; it is 
not even a reduction of expenditure. Through the rigid 
economy enforced by republican officials there remained at the 
end of last fiscal year an unexpended “ balance" of $2,039,302, 
making the amount actually — only $15,508,698, which 
is loss than House bill by $91,302. Hence there.is no actual 





. Inland-mail transportation ........ 17, 548, 000 1, 948, 000 | 





| 

saving, only an apparent reduction. The law fixes the com- 
| nsation. This service is rapidly increasing, and every year 
| 


emands increased appropriations. The result of the refusal 
of the House to make the necessary appropriations to meet 
this increased demand is seen already in the withdrawal of the 
“ fast-mail trains,” and will be farther apparent before the 
close of the year, either in a curtailment of the service or in 
a deficiency bill, probably the latter. The appropriation in 
House bill would have nearly met the demands of last year, 

| but do not meet the increase of service this year. 


. Pay of railway post-office clerks. ... S 132, 141 | 
. Pay of route-agents ....... aninen ene . 105, 000 | 


. Pay of mail-route messengers 13, 000 |... | Merely a curtailment of the service. 
Pay of local agents | 16, 441 A saving, the propriety of which depends upon whether these 
agents have been paid too much for the service rendered. 
. Pay of mail-messengers.... . 79, 000 The same remark will apply to this as to the last item. 
. Mail locks and keys............... 1, 400 |. | Reduced by Department estimates; not “saved” by House of 
| Representatives. 
. Mail-bags and mail-bag catchers... 35, 000 | Ten thousand of this reduction is eee 
| | mates; the balance ($25,000) isan arbitrary uction below 
the wants of the service, and is probably merely a postpone- 
ment 


sens who do as much work for the compensation received as 


A saving in both these items, but one which is wrung from per- 
any in the Government service. 


10, 000 —— asaving, but one which will produce considerable inoon- 
venience. 

50, 000 | An arbitrary and dangerous reduction. The amount appropri- 
ated last year was found indispensably necessary for the pro- 
tection of the postal service from frauds and depredations. 
In view of the immeasurable interests confided to the mails, 
the statesmanship which in the name of “economy” strikes 

| _ down the safeguards of the service is not to be commended. 
Manufacture of postage-stamps .... Reduced by Department estimates ; not “ saved" by the House 


of Representatives. 
Agents and assistants to distribute 
stamps. 
Stamped envelopes and mo “ 3 An increase 
stants 


Distributing agents and ass! An arbitrary reduction, subsequently conceded by the House. 
Menutnetess of postal cards ‘ An ee . . 


Agente and assistants to distribute 
postal cards. 
Ragistered- package envelopes, seals, Reduced by Department estimates; not “ saved" by House of 
, Representatives. 
Official envelopes for postmasters .. , 000 . 
Envelopes for dead letters Reduced by Department estimates; not “ saved" by the House 
of Representatives. 

. Ship, steamboat, and way letters. .. ; souieaeend 

. Fees for attorneys, clerks, &o , ...| Since passage of the House bill, this item has been conceded to 
be n , and is authorized to be taken from the appro- 

priation to protect the mails from depredations, thus still 

further impairing the safeguards of the service. 


Reduced by Department estimates; not “ saved" by House of 
Representatives. 


| Fifteen thousand of this reduction ‘ere been conceded by the 
ited 


#2 $8 8 S85E 8 


House, and the balance was ren possible by an act of 
last Congress. No part is to be 
this Congress. 


| Fifteen hundred of this item has since been conceded as essential 
by the House. The “ saving " is, therefore, only $1,000. 

This may prove a | but cannot possibly be a “saving” of 
profi or - 100,000 > for the last fi yes ° 

ov . a year for the ve 

Pates are 2200. The larger the business the greater the profit. 
ns whatever sum is necessary, is a loss to the Gov- 

|  ernmen 

| Redaced by Department estimates ; not ‘“‘ saved" by House of 

Representatives. 


to the “ economy " of 
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The post-office appropriation bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, §-c.—Continued. 





Appropriated 





or yearend. 


Appropriated 
oy House | 


Reductions I 


House | Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third 








Service for which appropriated. : q bill for year | madein House} in House 
— — | — *, ending June bill. bill. column. 
| ; 30, 1877 
— Seincieneiiell — — — 
| | 
38. Steamship service,China and Japan| $500, 000 00 $250,000 00 | $250,000 00 |............ Reduced by Department estimates; not “saved "’ by House of 
Representatives. The contract having expired since last year, 
no great credit for ‘economy’ is due for not appropriating 
| for it this year. 
39. Steamship service, Brazil ......... 37, 500 00 |....-..--.-- 37, 500 00 - | Reduced by Department estimates; not ‘saved'' by House 
| of Representatives. This contract also has expired. 
40. Official stamps for Post-Office De- 926, 000 00 850, 000 00 Oe 8 ee Reduced by Department estimates; not “ aa by House of 
partment. Representatives. 
524, 521 00 33, 739, 109 00 3, 932, 064 00 $146, 812 


Total for Post-Office Department | 37, 


hh. 2. .....< i ieamasheeskhere vet tamesivariasate 








Object of appropriation. ing 





Apaches, Kiowas, and Coman- 


A ppropriated 
for year end 


June 30, 


1876. 


ches: 
1. Installments under treaty ......... $30, 000 00 
©. CROMER ac scesiccnsscsccccccecsons 26, 000 00 
3. Mechanics, physician, and teacher . 7,700 00 
4, Transportation .........-..-.-.- --| 4, 000 00 | 
5. Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans. ...- 





7. Cheyennes and Arapahoes ......... 


8. Confederated tribes and bands of 
Indians in Middle Oregon. 


1 CE a ctivcd repavadedbynt eta vega 69, 968 40 
10. Crows .....- asters scleudseedsebecs 167, 623 00 | 
11. Gros Ventres...........cceceese--+- 35, 000 00 


14. Miamas of Kansas................. 
15. Klamaths and Modoes.............. 


16. Mixed Shoshones, Bannacks, and 
a 





20. Sacs and Foxes of the Mississippi. . 
ae 


21. Shoshones, eastern bands...... ... 
Shoshones and Bannacks : 

Cah 546 cunkew decesesccecceee 

93. Bammacks ............ sine shane. oh 

24. Sioux of different tribes, including 1, 
Santee Sioux of State of Nebraska. 


25. Tabequache, Muache, Capote, Wee- 
minuche, Yam Grand River, 
and Uinta bands of Utes. 

98. Winmobagece .................. ; 

27. ae of Arizona and New Mex. 
co. 


28. Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apocies, 
Kiowas,Comanches, and Wichitas. 
29. Civilization and subsistence of In- 
diane of the Malheur reservation. 
30. Civilization and subsistence of In- 
dians of Central Superintendency. 


50, 000 00 


30, 000 00 


47, 200 00 


7, 600 00 


20, 000 00 


Appropriated 


3, 785, 412 00 


The Indian appropriation bill aa it passed the House of Representatives for the year ending June 30, 1877, compared with the act making appropria- 
tions for the same service for the year ending June 30, 1876. 


by House |Reductions 


bill for year 
ending June 
30, 1877. 


$30, 000 00 
15, 000 00 


7, 700 00 


45, 000 00 


8, 100 00 


72, 678 40 
132, 623 00 


50, 374 00 
26, 737 00 
1, 325, 600 00 


68, 020 00 





47,931 83 
400, 000 00 


250, 000 60 


15, 000 00 


made in House 
bill. 


INDIAN BILL. 










[N. B.—The numbers marked thus * in the column of reductions show an increase and are to be deducted.) 


Remarks upon reductions made by House bill as shown in third column. 


$11, 000 00 | Reduction was made by violating article 10 of the treaty of 1867 with said 


Indians. 


4,000 00 | An amount for transportation in gross for the Indian service is appropriated 


5, 000 00 


30, 000 00 


5, 000 00 
*500 00 


*2,710 00 
35, 000 00 


, 000 00 


*40 00 
2,000 00 


5, 000 00 


4, 200 00 

201 65 
6,476 87 
*1, 000 00 
30, 000 00 


10, 000 00 | 
1, 000 00 | 


2, 000 00 | 
247, 000 00 | 


2,556 56 
* 50,000 00 | 
50, 000 00 | 
10, 000 00 
*5, 000 00 | 


for this year. Consequently this is not a “‘ saving.” 


Reduced by disregarding article 8 of a treaty with said Indians made Sep- 


tember 1, 1868. It is true the Senate has not ratified said treaty, bat bot 
parties have since acted upon it, and the Indiane regard it as binding. 


This sum has been provided for these Indians for several years. They are 


friendly and expect their friendship to be recognized. The House bill 
transfers them to the Fort Peck agency, but adds nothing to that appro- 
priation on account of such transfer. Such “economy” promises large 
expenditures for Indian wars. 


Transportation. All claims for transportation are appropriated in gross 


elsewhere in the bill this year. 
An increase. 


Do. 

Reduced by disregarding the treaty made with these Indians May 7, 1868. 
They are our friends and allies in the war against the Sioux, and deserve 
better treatment. This act of bad faith will probably make them our ene- 
mies. 

An omission to comply with the terms of an unratified treaty made with 
those Indians July 13, 1868. They are friendly, and regard this contract as 
a binding treaty. Withholding the amount which has been paid for sev- 
eral —_ may result in depredations costing many times the amount 
saved. 


Reduced by Department estimates. 

Probably a just and proper reduction. The Kickapoos having been settled in 
their new homes by last year’s appropriations, so large a sum was not 
necessary this year. Reduction was made by Department estimates and 
not by House of Representatives. 


Reduction made by Department estimates and not by House of Representa- 
tives. 
A reduction rendered proper by change of treaty. 


Reduced by Department estimates ; not by House of Representatives. 


Reduced by omitting certain discretionary items, such as matron, teachers, &c. 

An increase. 

Reduced by disregarding an agreement entered into with said Indians July 
15, 1868. They regard the agreement as binding. They are our allies ard 
friends ; are now aiding us against the Sioux. Surely they deserve better 
— than to have their annuities denied while they are fighting our 
battles. 

An omission rendered proper by a change in treaty obligationa, 


An increase. 

Reduced by omitting discretionary items. 

Nearly all of this appropriation is discretionary. It has been made on the 
principle that it is ‘cheaper to feed than fight Indians.'’ Unfortunately 
we are doing both. It is quite impossible to decide at present whether this 
is a judicious reduction or not. Its probable effect will be to largely in- 
crease the number of “hostiles.” 

Reduced by Department estimates; not by House of Representatives. 


Do. 

Four hundred and fifty thousand dollars were appropriated last year, and 
subsequently there was a large deficiency appropriated. The reduction to 
$400,000 will make the deficiency next winter still larger. 

Possibly a saving ; probably a deficiency. 


A discretionary item. It is saved by denying to the Indians the sum they 
expect and have hithero received. 
An increase. 
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The Indian appropriation bill as it passed the House of Representatives, §c.—Continued. 


Ap propriated 


for yearend 
ing June 30, 


| 

Ap propriated | 
Service for which appropriated | 
ending Jane | bill 


by House | Reductions | 9 
| bill for year | made in House Remarks upon reductions made in House bill as shown in third column 


| =e 20, 1877. 
} | 
— eoecsemniesnat is . — = Dennen 
31. Kansas .............-++- $20, 000 00 $5, 000 00 $15, 000 00 | $10,000 of this item was a reduction by Department estimates ; $5,000 is an- 
| | arbitrary reduction. 
oc sitadnees 10, 000 00 5, 000 00 5,000 00 | Reduced by Department estimates ; not by House of Representatives. 
33. Tankawas : 2, 000 00 *2,000 00 | An increase. 
34. Transportation . — 147, 000 00 *147,000 00 | This appears to be an increase, but is merely another mode of sep rePriating 
for transportation. Last year the transportation was provided for under 
| each item; this year in one item. 
NN a ss os hive hie Sheela ean 25, 275 54 “25,275 54 | An increase. 


INGADENTAL EXPENSES OF THE INDIAN 












SERVICE 
ee : 65, 000 00 20, 000 00 45, 000 00 |) 
= - eee ie... , oe - oe - to - These thirteen items, amounting to $242,500, may be considered togeth- 
39. In Dakot . Te anna ee : 90' 000 00 | 5, 000 00 | 15,000 00 er. The Sy cent under these heads constitute all the provision 
40. In Taat > Senstnere” anrune 10. 000 00 3 000 00 7000 00 made by the Government for thirteen agencies distributed through 
a one or ae | @0' 000 00 | 5° 000 00 15° 000 00 three States and nine Territories, embracing over 100,000 Indians, 22,000 
412 In Washington T ee Peres 25 000 00 | 5 000 00 | 20’ 000 00 | $ of whom have been to some extent brought under the influence of civil- 
43. In oon ae ie 5, 00 00 1 500 00 | 3°500 00 |, ization. The sum appropriated by House bill is totally inadequate. A 
44 in Nox aan 6 ; aes 35° 000 00 5° 000 00 | 30, 000 00 reduction anywhere else would have been attended by less disastrous 
ix Se Shey Whanton ee | 40. 000 00 15,000 00 | 25, 000 00 consequences. Withholding these comparatively small sums will exas- 
46. In Oregon ; 45, 000 00 | 10.000 00 | 35, 000 00 perate the Indians all over these States and Territories, and may induce 
47. Iu Utah one 20; 000 00 | 10, 000 00 10,000 00 | them to join the hostile savages in a general Indian war. 

Transportation and annuity . -. | 5,000 00 | .......--..----- | 5, 000 00 

INTEREST ON TRUST-FUND STOCKS 
49. Cherokee national fund ie 26, 390 00 26, 060 00 330 00 | Reduced by Department estimates; not by the House of Representatives. 
50. Cherokee school-fand + ‘ 2,470 00 2,410 00 60 00 Do. 
51. Chickasaw national fund 15, 140 00 | 24, 500 00 *9, 360 00 | An increase. 
52. Iowa trust fund $, 790 00 | 3, 520 00 270 00 | Reduced by Department estimates; not by House of Representatives. 
53. Kaskaskias, Peorias, Weas, Pian 5, 251 00 | 4, 801 00 450 00 Do. 

keshaws trust-fund. | | 
54. For expenses of various Indian BENIN SD fb ncckeivniceonse 214, 800 00 | This apparent reduction results from the omis-ion in House bills to provide 
agencies, inclading clerks, inter 


preters, inspectors, traveling ex- 
penses, buildings and repair of 
same, vaccine matter and vac 
cination of Indians, and contin 





for the Indian service. It is not in fact a reduction of expenditures, for 
the transfer to the War Department, which was contemplated, would have 
required additional appropriations for that Department quite equal to the 
pretended saving. 








gencies 

55. Interest on Delaware fund | St Te Becneuy Seseseken 1,854 76 | Reduced by Department estimates. 

56. Shoshones, Bannack, and other 20, 000 00 |...... sonecee 20,000 00 | This amount was appropriated last year to assist the Indians to locate on 
bands of Indians in Idaho and | new reservations, and was not required this year for that purpose. 
Southern Oregon. | 

57. For colonization and supporting 50, 000 00 |...... bait 50,000 00 | This is a discretionary item, but a part should have been appropriated this 
the Wichitas and other affiliated | | | year. 
bands. | 

58. Expense of general council in In SPE Weknces sens sonnas 3, 000 00 This item has usually been paid. 
dian Territory | | 

59. Expense of commission of citizens 15, 000 00 — 15, 000 00 | A failure to appropriate for an important service. 

60. Incidental expenses of Central Su- | 4, 000 00 | 4,000 00 | May be dispensed with, but if appropriated would have been profitably ex 
perintendency pended. 

61. Incidental expenses of Northern | 2,000 00 |....-. 2,000 00 | Same remark. 

Superintendency 

62. Collection of statistical and histor- | 3, 500 00 3,500 00 | A work of value, which has been prosecuted for two years, but must be sus- 
ical data. pended and material lost if not provided for. 

63. Education of Creeks. ... | 2, 810 00 | 2,810 00 | A discretionary item. 

64. Support, education, and civilization | 300, 000 00 |........----+++- 300, 000 00 | This was appropriated last year, on recommendation of the President and Sec- 
of 3,000 or more captive Indians. | retary of Interior. It was for an emergency which does not exist this year, 

| and hence the appropriation was not necessary. 

65. To indemnify Pawnee Indians for 6, 000 00 6,000 00 | Having been provided for last year, no appropriation was asked for this 
4,800 acres of land | year. 

66. To enable the Kasekaskiaa, W eas, 10, 000 00 aan 10, 000 00 | A discretionary item. 

Peorias, and Piankshaws to buy | | 4 
seed and grain for farming pur | 
poses j 

67. Amounts appropriated for various 273, 977 01 | 262, 277 O01 11, 700 00 | This difference is accounted for by the fact that certain items for Cane 
tribes and bands tion last year were included in the several amounts appropriated for differ- 

ent tribes. This year they were appropriated in one ay 

68. Appropriations for the current fis- 667, 353 65 667, 353 65 
cal year, which are the same as 
the corresponding appropriations 
for last year, | 

SE senansaripaneeseen sooo 5, 360, 554 55 , 273, 942 54 
Rednotion from 1876 ......... — anvesovs 1, 273, 942 54 





Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I am aware of the difficulty of 
making an impromptu reply to a well-prepared written speech, deliv- 
ered by one so intelligent on all subjects as the Senator from Minne- 
sota, [Mr. WinpoM.} But I shall make no apology. The bill now 
under consideration has been made an occasion for the discussion of 
political topics, and if I trespass upon the attention of the Senate a 
few moments in the same line of remarks it will be justified by the 
example of the Senator who has just taken his seat. 

The effort of the Senator from Minnesota has been, if possible, to 
deprive the democratic party of all the advantage which he supposes 
it possesses in the coming campaign arising out of the reduction of 
public expenditures. He is a member of the Appropriation Commit- 
tee, and knows full well that the reduction of expenditure proposed 
on the part of the democratic House of Representatives reached some 
$38,000,000 as the bills came from the House. He knows that by the 
persistence of the House of Representatives against the adverse wishes 
of the Senator, against the strenuous efforts of the Senator and his 


political friends to prevent any reduction, there has been an actual 
curtailment of more than $29,000,000, extorted by the persistent de- 
termination in favor of economy by the House of Representatives 
from an unwilling majority in this Senate. 

The Senator desires in the closing hours of the session to put upon 
the record a protest against that economy and to strip it of the merit 
which it possesses; but the people of this country, when they see 
that the expenses of this Government are reduced, when they learn 
that the House of Representatives only succeeded in reducing ex- 
penditures by the most persistent determination in favor of economy, 
will not fail to appreciate and give credit to that party which has 
originated and effected an economy and a reduction of expenditures 
which if it had been practiced for the last ten years would have 
relieved the depressed industries of the country and rendered it pros- 
yerous at the present time. It is admitted by the Senator from 

innesota that the House bills did propose a reduction of over 
$38,000,000, but he attempts to parry the force of that by endeavor 


1876. 


ing to show that these reductions of expenses are in fact no re- 
ductions, that many of them will be supplied by deficiencies. I 
inquire how the Senator from Minnesota knows that at the next 
session of Congress there will be any bills passed for deficiencies. 
I say to the Senator that he and his friends had better put them- 
selves in harmony with the sentiment expressed by the democratic 
candidate for the Presidency in 1965, “ Live within your income.” 
I say to the Senator that he and his party who are now controlling 
the Executive Departments of this Government had better live 
within their appropriations. There will not be a willing Congress 
here at the next session to indulge and to look over and to excuse 
and to palliate extravagance in any Department. Do not calculate 
on large deticiency bills being passed. Live within your income, live 
within your appropriations; and I caution the Senator to advise his 
friends in advance that there must be no needless expenditure of the 
public money, expecting that it will be condoned by the democratic 
House of Representatives at the next session of Congress. 

Mr. President, the Senator says that the boasted promise of a re- 
duction of $40,000,000 has dwindled down to $29,000,000. Let me 
ask the Senate whose fault that is. Have not the House shown an 
anxiety to reduce to the full extent that they claimed they were 
able to reduce? Have they not continuously insisted that the Senate 
onthe disagreement of the two Houses should yield and that the reduc- 
tion, which they proposed should be allowed? It ill becomes the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, who steadily resisted the demands of the House 
for economy, now to complain of the House because they have not 
fully redeemed their pledge of a year ago. They have done all in 
their power to redeem it; but they have been met and contested in 
every point ; not a single appropriation bill has come from the House 
to the Senate but has encountered the fiercest opposition of the Sen- 
ator and his friends. If the wishes of the House had been complied 
with, every dollar which they proposed to curtail the public expend- 
itures would have been saved, and it is a disingenuous argument 
now to say that the House has failed to redeem its promise to cu 
down the expense some $40,000,000 when that Senator and every Sen- 
ator on this floor knows that such was the wish and such was the 
effort of the democratic House of Representatives. 

I do not propose to follow the Senator from Minnesota in the various 
items of appropriations to which he has referred. That would be ut- 
terly impossible in an impromptu speech following immediately the 
well prepared written speech of the Senator. I shallspeak of results 
therefore, and not of items of appropriation. But one of the items 
for which he complains there was no appropriation made was for the 
purpose of employing clerks to superintend the rebel archives, as they 
are called. I wish in reference to that to say that those archives 
have been in the possession of the Government several years. I do 
not know the exact period. There have been appropriations every 
session for the pa of arranging those archives, and I am told 
that they are all arranged and labeled and that every one of those 
papers can be obtained without difficulty and that the employment 
of those clerks was simply in aid of attorneys and others who desired 
to use those papers, and that the services of clerks, for whom the Sen- 
ate proposed to appropriate $6,000, were not needed for the public 
business of the country, but solely to aid men who had business pro- 
fessionally with those papers. Certainly there has been sufficient 
length of time to have had every paper arranged alphabetically and 
labeled, and I am sure that thatis the case. Why then does the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota complain that an appropriation of $6,000 to pay 
clerks for that service was struck out by the House of Representa- 
tives? Was it not proper that it should be done? The House of 
Representatives and its committees were vigilant and ascertained the 
fact that there was no necessity for such an appropriation, which 
would have been simply continuing in place persons who had been 
put there by political influence, persons whose services were not nec- 
essary for the interests of the country, I again repeat. That is one 
of the items of economy of which the Senator from Minnesota com- 
plains. The House deserves credit for the curtailment of all such ex- 
penditures of public money. 

Mr.SARGENT. I am sorry to prolong a political discussion; but 
I would like to call the Senator’s attention to one fact, of which, 
perhaps, he is not aware, that shows the necessity of the appropria- 
tion. I presume if the House had known the fact they would not 
have resisted it. 

A few days ago I reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs a 
bill for the relief of David De Haven. The evidence seemed to be that 
his vessel had been recaptured by the United States and that the 
vessel never, with his consent at any rate, was in the rebel service 
and probably not in it at all. These seemed to be the facts, and de- 
siring to do him justice I so reported and also reported my views of 
the law. The views of the committee on the law being somewhat 
questioned, the result, was a delay and the bill was not immediately 
acted upon. The discussion, however, called the attention of the 
Adjutant-General to the matter. He had clerks to do the duty then, 
which denial of appropriation now deprives him of. I received a 
communication from him of a startling character, drawn from these 
records, which I may state in a few words—— 

_ Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not care to have the Senator interrupt me 
in this way. 

Mr. SARGENT. Allow me to state the circumstance. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Minnesota declined to yield 
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to interruptions in advance. I desire always to be courteous; but | 
I do not care to have injected in any speech of mine—— 

Mr.SARGENT. I did not suppose the Senator was making a cam- 
paign speech or I would not have interposed. If the Senator will 
not yield, I will take my seat. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was willing to hear a brief statement. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have only a few more words to say. 

Mr. KERNAN. The speech on the other side was a great cam- 
paign speech and stopped all our work. 

Mr. SARGENT. Perhaps. But I was sorry it was made, because 
it was interrupting business that I wanted to press; but I think that 
the fact I wish to state is interesting. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator can follow me. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not want to follow you; but if the Senator 
does not want to hear me, I will surrender. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I prefer to go on. 

Mr. KERNAN. I want to go on with the bill we are trying to pass. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It may be that it will be a little more con- 
venient for the Departments to have regular clerks in charge of these 
papers ; but clerks from their own Departments can have no difficulty 
in readily procuring any of the papers which are already labeled. 
If the Adjutant-General desires to have any of these papers, can he 
not detail any clerk of his own to go there and get any paper he de- 
sires, when every one, I am informed by 
necticut, is labeled and can easily be found ? 

So much for that. I will not follow the Senator through all the 
appropriations; but I say generally that, in my opinion, the reduction 
of expenditures is not only wise and proper, but that it has been de- 
manded by the public judgment of the country. The people have 
been subjected to enormous taxation; they have paid a very large 
amount of taxes into the public Treasury. They have been doing it 
ever since the republican party came into power; and notwithstanding 
we have had peace for eleven years, taxation is still high and oppress- 
ive. Of course there have been some reductions since the termina- 
tion of the war, but the people now are less able to pay than for- 
merly. The continual drain which has been made on the resources 
of the people has rendered them less able to meet the demands of the 
Government on them, and they have decreed that there shall be re- 
trenchment and reform. They elected the majority of the present 
House of Representatives under the belief and with the expectation 
and desire that they would effectuate some reform in reference to the 
expenditures of the General Government. The democrats of the 
House met that demand. They have cut down, according to the 
Senator from Minnesota, the expenses over $29,000,000, and but for 
the resistance and opposition which they met in this Chamber they 
would have had that reduction some $10,000,000 more. 

Now, I say to my friend the Senator from Minnesota, that if the 
democratic party in the coming canvass succeed to power, if they 
succeed in elevating to the Presidency Mr. Tilden, of New York, it 
will be a guarantee to the country that the expenses of the Govern- 
ment will be further reduced. I have believed for years that we 
were paying from sixty to one hundred million dollars in taxes more 
than we ought to pay, and I have no question that the elevation of 
Mr. Tilden to the Presidency will insure a further reduction equal at 
least to that which has been made at the present session. 

I shall pass on and notice some other matters that were referred to 
by the Senator from Minnesota. He says that the democratic party 
has charged that there has been extravagance. I think the action of 
the House of Representatives in curtailing the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment in a single session $29,000,000 demonstrates the truth of that 
charge conclusively. I need not go into the particulars to establish 
that charge. I can furnish individual instances in which there has 
been extravagant use of the public money; but the general fact that 
a reduction has taken place of more than $29,000,000 at the present 
session fully establishes the correctness of the charge of extravagance 
which we have for years preferred against the republican party. 

The Senator from Minnesota says that the chargeof extravagance has 
not been established and the charges of corruption have failed of proof. 
It is always unpleasant to prefer charges of corruption against men or 
against parties; but I may be allowed to say that there is a general 
impression in the country, and the facts elicited at the present session 
of Congress in my opinion justify the correctness of that conclusion, 
that there have been malversations in office amounting to corruption 
in every proper sense of the word. Sir, “corruption” is not limited to 
the mere fact of taking bribes. The use of the public money without 
authority of law and in violation of law, the use of the public money 
for the purpose of promoting individual interests or for partisan politi- 
cal purposes, is in every proper sense corruption in office. 

Well, sir, the investigations this session have shown that there has 
been defiance of law, use of money without authority of law and in 
contravention of law. A notable instance of that might be pointed 
out in the issuing of bonds in this District by the board of commis- 
sioners without authority of law. The records of this country abound 
with such instances. I do not say that they occur in every Depart- 
ment of the Government; but I say they have occurred in some of the 
Departments of the Government and have been brought to light by 
the investigations that have taken place. Why were not these inves- 
tigations instituted by our republican friends? They have been in 

| power for fifteen years. They have had the control of the Senate 
| and the control of the House of Representatives; and when com 
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jlaints have been made and investigations have been ordered, how 
ee they resulted? Most usually in what has been termed the white- 
washing of the party accused. They have revealed none of the cor- 
ruptions, none of the extravagances which have been brought to light 
at the first session of a democratic House of Representatives. And 
now, | ask, has there not been misuse of the public money? I cannot 
refer to all the Departments of this Government in which there have 
been waste and extravagance; but let me call your attention to one 
Department only where the investigations of the House of Represent- 
atives show conclusively that there have been very great disregard of 
law and very great waste and extravagance in the use of the public 
money. Let me invite your attention to the Navy Department. 

I do not wish in any remarks which I make to say anything unkind 
of the Secretary of the Navy. So far as I know that officer, he is a 
gentleman of sieneeten and integrity. I would be the last man to 
cast any imputation upon the Secretary. Unless I knew the fact that 
he himself was guilty of some willful malversation in office, I would 
prefer no such charge against him. I believe, however, that he has 
been careless in his administration of the Department committed to 
his charge; and, by reason of that carelessness, by reason of that in- 
attention to the duties devolving upon him, especially in the super- 
vision of subordinates, that there has been much waste of the pub- 
lic money. What have we appropriated to the Navy Department? 
I need not go back to the beginning of the republican administration 
of the Government in 1861. I will take it only during the existence 
of the present Administration, for eight years. Our appropriations 
have averaged more than $20,000,000 a year for that time. I think 
they have reached somewhere near $175,000,000 or $180,000,000 during 
that period. 

Now, what is the condition of your Navy? With this lavish ex- 
penditure of money we ought to have had a navy able to compete 
with the proudest naval establishment in the world. But what is 
the condition of the Navy to-day? It is declared to be in a very in- 
ferior condition, unable to compete with the navies of several of the 

; European powers. Notwithstanding we have expended nearly $180,- 

000,000 since President Grant came into power, still we have an ineffi- 

; cient Navy, one unable to protect our commerce in case of war, or to 

; render very valuable service in case of collision with any foreign power. 
t : I have looked somewhat into the report of the House Naval Com- 
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mittee,and I desire to call attention now to the statement of Admiral 
Porter. 








He states the amount appropriated : 














The amount calculated for these gradual additions to the Navy may appear large 
in the aggregate, but it is in fact small when compared with the appropriations es- 
timated for —_ 1866 to 1876, ($251,779,000,) which, after deducting pay of officers 
and men and expenses of the Marine Corps, amount, for navy-yards, repairs, equip- 
ment, and building a few small vessels, to an average of $18,200,000 annually. ‘This, 
too, after an expenditure of $230,000,000 during the war, which ought to have left 
us a powerful Navy. With all this expenditure, we are not at present provided 
with a single first-class vessel, either for defense or for fast steaming, nor have we 

; one powerfal rifle-gun in the Navy. 









































This is the declaration of Admiral Porter in reference to the con- 
dition of the Navy. He goes on: 











Our Navy, taken as a whole, is worth nothing, and the sooner the country under- 
stands that fact the better. It would require a great stretch of credulity to make 
one believe that the Navy is in the flourishing condition represented by Chief Con- 
structor Hanscom in his late report to the honorable Secretary of the Navy. Prob- 
ably he believes what he says, that “the power of our iron-clads for harbor and 
coast defense, where the fighting will be done in smooth water, must be considered 
equal, if not superior, to that of a large number of sea-going iron-clads of foreign 
nations;"’ and that “ no officer in command of one of our monitors would hesitate to 
engage in action, in smooth water, any sea-going iron-clad vessel yet afloat, except 
perhaps a few of the latest type.” 

There is not a navy in the world that is not in advance of us as regards ships 
and guns, and I, in common with the older officers of the service, feel an anxiety 
on the subject which can only be appreciated by those who have to command fleets 
and take them into battle. If called upon at this time to command the naval forces 
of the United States in case of hostilities, a position which it is my ambition and 
my right to fill, I should be put to my wits’ end to succeed with such an incon- 
gruous set of vessels as we DOW possess. 































































































That is the condition of your Navy after the expenditure of from 
$180,000,000 to $200,000,000 since the present Administration came into 
power. Now has there been no waste of that money? Where has it 
gone? What has become of it? This report reveals to the American 
people some of the leaks, some of the waste, some of the extravagance 
that has been practiced in that Department. Why, sir, men have sat 
at the door—I speak of course figuratively—of the Navy Department, 
men of influence with this Administration, and extorted from persons 
who desired contracts large sums of money for their influence. I 
cannot name all the cases of that kind that have occurred ; but there 
is one firm that acknowledges according to this report to have re- 
ceived $300,000 for the influence which it with the Navy 
Department. I do not say that the Secretary of the Navy knew that 
those men were ———s upon their friendship with him. Far 
from it. I am willing to believe that if the Secretary of the Navy 
had known that parties were selling their influence with the Depart- 
ment and extorting large sums of money from persons having busi- 
ness with the Department he would have dismissed such men from 
his confidence. But the fact exists that those men had influence and 
that they sold it, and thereby obtained contracts for their clients at 
extravagant prices, 

This investigation reveals the fact that Orville Grant, a brother of 
the President of the United States, possessing influence with this Ad- 
ministration, sold that influence and made considerable amounts of 
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gone for political purposes. 
election a large number of persons not necessary for the service hay: 
been employed in the navy-yards of the country, put there for politi 
cal purposes alone, given employment, that their votes might be con- 
trolled, and the committee that investigated naval affairs declar: 
that in their judgment there has been $1,000,000 each election year 
wasted in the Navy Department for political purposes alone, not for 
advancing the public service, but for the purpose of assisting the re- 
publican party. 
The following is an extract from the examination of Constructor 
Webb, of the Kittery navy-yard, to be found on pages 53 and 54 of 
the testimony taken in reference the Kittery navy-yard by the House 
Naval Committee: 
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money thereby for himself and obtained fat jobs for his employers. 
I cannot detail all the operations of this character. 
was paid to these men for their influence entered into the cost of the 
material which was furnished to the Navy. 
his influence, secured a contract for vessel-knees for a firm in Balti- 
more, and purchased them in my State, when citizens of my own 
State desired to obtain contracts to deliver vessel-knees for the Navy 
but could not obtain such contracts. 
$7 to $9 per knee, and they were delivered in New York and Brook- 
lyn, and paid for by the Government at the rate of $27 and $28 per knee. 
These materials were not needed by the Department, and no one but 
Grant could obtain such a contract. 


Now, whatever 


This Mr. Grant, paid for 


He paid, I am informed, from 


But, Mr. President, part of the money appropriated to the Navy has 
It is well known that on the eve of every 


I will read some of the testimony on this point. 


Question. In the selection of that labor at any one of the yards at which you have 


been located, is it within your knowledge that a contest of either political party has 
in any way interfered so as to determine anything about their selection t 


Answer. Not with me. 
. Do you know whether the fact exists ? 
. I know the fact exists by information derived from the commandant of the 


station. 


Q. Did you ever know of a meeting to occur in the office of the commandant of 


the navy-yard at Kittery in which politicians of either New Hampshire or Maine 
were — ' 
A. 


was so informed by Commodore Pennock that such was the case. 
Q. Did you see a list that was furnished at that meeting? 
A. I was furnished with a list by the commodore of the station, which was ad- 


dressed to him by a committee. 


. That was a list of men to be taken on for work ? 
. A list of men to be employed. 
Q. Didn't it come to you in the first instance, and you refused to recognize any 


outside authority ? 


A. It did. 

Q. Didn't you demand that it should have the sanction of some other authority ! 

A. I sent it back to where it came from, with word that it must be addressed to 
the commanding ofticer of the yard, as I received no such communications. 

. And subsequently it came to you through the commandant, did it? 

A. The same list addressed to the commandant came to me. 

Q. In that case did you exercise any discretion at all or just take them on in 
obedience to the order # 

A. I considered that I was not allowed any discretion in the matter, but simply 
to take the men and operate them to the best advantage for the interests of the 
Government. 

On the same point Commodore Fairfax, whose testimony will be 
found on page 96, gave the following testimony speaking of the 
abuses at the yard: 

uestion. What are those abuses ! 
nswer. The unnecessary number of men employed prior to elections. 

Q. Is that a matter within your own personal observation ? 

A. Yes, sir; at the Kittery navy-yard. I was there two years, and have wit 
nessed the constant interference on the part of Mr. Hanscom in discharging and 
employing men. He often took on worthless men instead of good men. I have 
an impression that Mr. Robeson, ange eee indolent man and not attending to his 
duties, has allowed abuses through these Bureaus. There are good, honest men 
in the navy-yards that cannot give information in consequence of their not being 
acquain with the books; instances of material having been received when it 
ought to have been rejected. 


To show the extent to which this abuse was carried and that the pub- 
lic money was used for political purposes, I will cite the letter of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Construction, addressed to Commodore Nichols, 
United States Navy, commandant at the Boston navy-yard. The 
election was coming off, and the election of the republican candi- 
dates for Congress was desired by the Administration, and Hanscom 
wrote as follows: 

Private.) BosTON, MASSACHUSETTS., October 23, 1874. 

My Dear Commopore: I wish you would approve requisitions for men to be 
employed as og may be made until the Istof November. 

Some fifty additional men has allowed from the Chelsea district, and I suppose 
some more will be required from Gooch's district. 


The administration desire the success of Gooch and Frost. 
Yours respectfully, 


Commodore E. T. Nicnois, U. 8. N., 
Oommandant. 


It seems Constructor Hanscom had nothing to do but demand that 
men should be taken on just prior to an election, paid for a month or 
two, usually for the months of October and November, and discharged 
about the Ist of December; and it is shown by the tables that one 
thousand and fifty-nine men at the Boston navy-yard alone, just be- 
fore the election, were employed in the navy-yard in order that their 
votes might be controlled. 

The committee of the House of Representatives comes to the con- 
clusion that in this item alone, the employment of unnecessary labor 
for political purposes, a million dollars has been annually spent for 
several years past. That is what has become of your money. Cer- 
tainly there has been no proper application of the $180,000,000 or 


I. HANSCOM. 
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$200,000,000 that has been appropriated during the present Adminise- 
tration to sustain the Navy; but it has been Sosdel in fat jobs and 
contracts and in expenditures for political purposes. When the peo- 
ple of the country are paying taxes to carry on the Government, have 
they no right to complain of such diversion of the public money im- 
properly used for the purpose of perpetuating the republican party 
in power? That a portion of the money which they have paid in 
should be used for such purposes isa just matter of complaint on the 
part of men of all political parties. 

I have not time to go through with this entire report, or I could 
show that there have been not only repeated violations of law, aris- 
ing more perhaps from negligence than from design, but that there 
has been a careless administration of the Department, which has 
resulted in immense loss to the Government. 

The Senator from Minnesota says that there has been a diligent 
search for corruption and extravagance and that none have been 
found. I have pointed him to these instances, and if he would search 
these reports carefully and impartially he would find in every report 
upon affairs in the Department submitted to the House of Repre- 
sentatives that a careless administration of the Departments, an 
unnecessary expenditure of money of the Government, of which the 
people justly have a right to complain, has been revealed. 

I do not like to speak of corruption. The Senator says there has 
been none found. Sir, have we not had a case pending here for 
months in this Senate? Do not the records of this body show the 
evidence that a high public officer, controlling immense patronage, 
ee one of the highest positions in the American Government, 
has been brought to your bar and been put upon trial upon charges 
of that character? I would not pursue a falling man, and I only 
refer to this in reply to the declaration of the Senator from Minne- 
sota that there has been no corruption. I will not say that the Pres- 
ident of the United States has been compelled to dismiss a Private 
Secretary because of charges of this kind; I will not say that there 
has been to a certain extent a re-organization of the clerical force of 
the White House because of charges of this nature; but I will say 
that there have been prosecutions of public offenders who have de- 
frauded the revenues of the country; that a large number of men 
have been convicted for frauds on the public Treasury, and that much 
of the revenue of the country has by reason of frauds and corruption 
been diverted from the vaults of the Treasury. If you go to Milwau- 
kee, if you go to Indianapolis, if you go to Saint Louis, you will find 
that there has been the greatest possible fraud practiced upon the 
revenue of the country, and that for a long time there was not the 
vigilance in guarding the revenues which proper administration ought 
to have insured. 

Then, Mr. President, it is a very significant fact that when a pros- 
ecution was commenced against these men some of the very men 
most efficient in ferreting out these frands upon the revenue and 
ne to condign punishment the men who had practiced the 
frauds have been dismissed from the public service; I will not say 
because of their vigilance in these matters. The public will make 
up their own opinions in reference to that. 

Mr. President, as I have no set speech I shall not be particular in 
reference to the topics which I introduce consecutively in my remarks ; 
and I shall at this point now call attention to a statement made by 
the Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. SHERMAN, } not now in his seat, in regard 
to the figures submitted by Mr. Tilden in his letter of acceptance. I 
do it for the purpose of correcting an ercor made by the Senator from 
Ohio. While he was criticising and analyzing as best he could the 
inimitable letter of the democratic candidate for President, he took 
occasion to represent that Governor Tilden had fallen into a gross 
error in reference to the amount of Federal taxes paid by the people 
in the last eleven years. The Senator stated that Governor Tilden 
had made a mistake of nearly $500,000,000, and he went into calcula- 
tions and submitted tables to establish that fact. If such a statement 
had been made by any ordinary Senator perhaps it might be unneces- 
sary to give it notice, but the statement was made by the chairman 
of the Finance Committee, occupying himself a high positionin relation 
to the question of the financesofthecountry. Therefore any error which 
he may impute to Governor Tilden unless contradicted may carry with it 
weight to the country. It is only because of that fact that I now 
deem it necessary to notice the remarks of the Senator from Ohio. My 
friend, the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Eaton,] the other day 
submitted estimates and statements to show that there was no error 
on the part of Governor Tilden, and proved very conclusively from the 
expenditures of the General Government that the conclusions of Gov- 
ernor Tilden were right, and that the conclusions of the Senator from 
Ohio were erroneous. I shall take it upon another basis. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio said : 

In another clause, which I will not trouble you to read in full, Governor Tilden 
says that— 


ume taxes of the last eleven years reach the gigantic sum of $4,500,- 


I showed ag last night, in reply to another statement, that that was totally 


erroneous. He has fallen down $100,000,000 or $200,600,000 below the democratic 
platform; but the whole amount, as I showed you, that was collected from all 
sources, was $4,192,633,000, and one hundred and sixty-odd millions of this was for 
the premium on gold sold, which was a source of revenue used to pay off the pre- 
mium on bonds purchased. Deducting one sum from the other leaves about 
$4,000,000,000 ; and now Governor Tilden, on a simple fact that might be solved by 
reference to a public document, states the amount that was raised at $4,500,000,000, 
or &@ mistake of $500,000,000. 








That is the statement of the Senator from Ohio. He ought to have 
been, in my judgment, a little more careful in his declaration that 
there was an error in thé statement of Governor Tilden, because he 
has himself fallen into a very egregious blunder in representing that 
there was an error of $500,000,000 on the part of Governor Tilden. 
He admits that there was collected from all sources $4,192,633,000, 
and that one hundred and sixty-odd millions of this was for the 
premium on gold sold and $4,000,000,000 from taxes; and he supple- 
ments a table at the end of his speech showing the amount derived 
from customs, which are payable in gold, during the eleven years. 
He gives the total amount derived from customs at $1,973,589,621.26, 


| and he shows that there was $167,037,384.39 premium upon the gold 


sold. 

The statement of Governor Tilden was made upon a currency ba- 
sis, and when he stated that there had been $4,500,000,000 paid in 
taxes he meant of course in currency, and did not mean in gold. The 
Senator from Ohio, from the manner in which he placed his state- 
ment, evidently designed to keep out of view that this premium on 
gold sold was derived from taxation; that it was gold paid by tax- 
ation which was sold and realized the premium of $167,037,384.39. 
That is as much a part of the taxes as anything else, and when added 
to the $4,000,000,000, which the Senator admits, would make the sum 
$4,167,037,384.39. That was the premium on the gold actually sold, 
not upon the amount collected. You collected $1,973,589,621.26 in 
gold, and sold less, I suppose, than eight hundred millions of that 
amount and realized upon it over $167,000,000. If you calculate the 
premium on the residue of the gold that was paid for customs at the 
same rates annually that was paid for the gold sold, you will find 
that the premium which would have been realized, added to the 
$4,167,037,384.39 admitted to have been received from taxes, will 
reach the sum mentioned by Governor Tilden. So that the Senator 
from Ohio, himself occupying a very high position, rose in his place 
here and charged the democratic candidate for President with a gross 
error amounting to $500,000,000, and from the simplest calculation 
you find the mistake is attributed to himself and not to Governor Til- 
den. In 1866, one of the years which the Senator places in his state- 
ment, you only realized from customs $179,046,651.58, and yet the 
premium on the sales of gold that year were $38,083,055.68. + 

If the Senator from Ohio had gone into a careful calculation and 
ascertained the amount of taxes actually paid and added the pre- 
mium on gold received from customs, he would have found that 
there was no error in the statement of Governor Tilden, and would 
not have been at fault in his calculations. 

I deemed it proper to make this statement, because I knew the im- 
portance that would be attached to a statement made by the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee. Knowing that that statement was 
erroneous, not by design I admit, but because the Senator himself had 
not gone into a proper investigation of this subject, I felt that it was 
due to the democratic candidate for President that in this Senate 
Chamber, on the very theater where he had been charged with an 
error amounting to five hundred millions, the correction should be 
made. The statement of the Senator from Ohio has been corrected 
upon a different basis by the Senator from Connecticut in his speech 
the other day, but I have chosen to make the correction upon the 
basis which I have brought before the Senate in order to show that 
either by an examination of the expenditures or by an examination 
of the money actually paid into the Treasury from taxation there 
was no error in the statement of Governor Tilden, but that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio was himself mistaken. 

Mr.SARGENT. I ask the Senator from Delaware to yield to allow 
me to move that the Senate take a recess at five o’clock until half 
past seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Very well. 


RECESS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move that at five o’clock the Senate take a re- 
cess until half past seven this evening. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There ought to be an executive session some time 
this evening. I am afraid we shall not get a quorum here to-night. 

Mr. EATON. Wecan have an executive session at half past seven, 
when we first meet. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The difficulty is there will be nobody here. 

Mr. SARGENT. ‘Then there will not be anybody to prevent action. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall not interfere with the Senator who has 
charge of the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
that the Senate take a recess at five o’clock until half past seven 
o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House passed a concurent 
resolution for the printing of one thousand extra copies of the report 
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of (he Superintendent of Coast Survey for the year ending June 30, 
1874, and for the printing of the same number of copies of his report 
tor the year ending June 30, 1875, for distribution by the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me, as it 
is nearly five o'clock, to ask unanimous consent to present a report 
from a committee of conference? It will probably take but a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SARGENT. With the consent of the Senator from Delaware, 
I ask unanimous consent, without displacing the business before the 
Senate, to present a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1877, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 16, 51, 77, 82, 87, 91,94, 98, 
105, 107, and 108 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 2+, 29, 30, 
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 60, 
61, 62, 64, 65, 66, 67, 6x, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 78, 79, Bl, 83, #4, BS, BE, BB, 90, 92, 93, 95, 96, 
97, 100, 101, 103, 104, 111, 113, 115, 116, 117, 119, and 121. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 14, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amend. 
ment ‘“ Portugal, Switzerland, Greece, Denmark, Ecuador, Colombia, and Bolivia,” 
and strike out “one hundred” and insert “tiftw-two,” and strike out “five thou 
sand" and insert ‘five hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment nambered 18, and agree to the same, 
with an amendment as follows: 

Add as a new paragraph: 

“For salaries of chargés d'affaires to Denmark, Greece, Switzerland, Portugal, 
and Paraguay and Uruguay, at $5,000 each, $25,000." 

Aud the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 24 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “one hundred” 
and insert ‘seventy-five; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 41, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amend- 
ment “Swatow ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 58 and 59, and agree to 
the paragraph where the amendments occur, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of said paragraph insert the following 

Cork, Dublin, Prescott, Port Sarnia, St. John's, (Canada East,) Barbadoes, Fort 
Erie, Leeds, Dundee, Leith, Toronto, Hamilton, Halifax, St. John’s, (New Bruns- 
wick,) Kingston, (Jamaica,) Coaticook, Nassau, (New Providence,) Cardiff, Port 
Louis, (Mauritius,) Bermuda, Quebec.’ 

And the Ilouse agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 63, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ Viadivostock ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment numbered 74, 
andagree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out * Goderich, Wind. 
sor, (Canada,) Malta,” and restore ‘‘ Windsor,” (Nova Scotia;) and the Senate agree 
to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment numbered 75, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out ‘ Nantes and La 
Rochelle ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Hlouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 76, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “‘ Port Mahon, Valen- 
cla; and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the House secede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 80, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ Santa Cruz;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered #9, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ Maranham;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the Louse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 99, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment 

tifiy-one thousand” and insert “ forty-two thousand six hundred ; " and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Flat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 102, 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out “ six” and insert 
“tive; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Ihat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 106, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “and thirty-one 
thousand eight" and insert “and fifteen thousand,” and strike out “one hundred 
and fifty ;" and the Senate agree to tie same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 109, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “seven hun- 
dred "’ and insert ‘one thousand ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 110, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “nine” and in- 
sert “ two,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Ihat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 112, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “four” and in- 
sert “two,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 114, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ten” and in- 
sert “nine,” and in line 2, page 9, of the bill, strike out “thousand” and insert 

five hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 118, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out ‘two thousand 
six’ and insert ‘three thousand one ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 120, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont ‘‘ one hundred " 
and insert “ seventy ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 122, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Insert as a new paragraph : 


sated by salaries for whose salaries no appropriation is made by this act sach 
amount 2s shall be necessary to pay their salaries as fixed by law until they shall 


have notice to close their offices, which notice shall be at once sent to them by the ! 
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Secretary of State, and for the time allowed by law for transit from their respective 
posts to their places of residence, $25,000, or so much thereof as may be nece 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


essary.’ 
A. A. SARGENT, 
GEO. 8. BOUTWELL, 
T. M. NORWOOD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
0. R. SINGLETON, 
WM. S. HOLMAN, 
CHAS. FOSTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suggest to the Senator from California that he 

explain the report. 

r.SARGENT. The proposition was made to the Senate conferees 
by the House conferees to exactly divide the money difference be- 
tween the two Houses upon the diplomatic portion of the bill, and 
also upon the consular portion of the bill. The Senate conferees took 
some time to consult over that proposition and consider it, to asce: 
tain how the bill could be arranged, in order to see if it could be ar 
ranged without absolute injury to the public service. As a result of 
the conference, on getting the best light they could, they assented to 
the proposition, and that is the financial aspect of the bill. One-half 
the difference between the two Houses on the diplomatic portion of 
the bill was $82,750. Under the best advice we could get we have 
proportioned that reduction and provided for it by making no ap- 
propriation for the missions to Portugal, Switzerland, Bolivia, Eecna- 
dor, Colombia, Paruguay and Uruguay, which are one, Greece, and 
Denmark, and by cutting down the contingent expenses $25,000, and 
a certain item in the bill relating to chargés d’affaires $20,250. This 
makes a total reduction of $107,750; but we have added chargés d’af- 
faires in Portugal, Switzerland, Greece, Denmark, and Paraguay and 
Uruguay, being five of the most important missions which are not 
provided for, at an expensé of $25,000, which, deducted from $107,750, 
makes the exact one-half of the difference between the two Houses 
on that portion of the bill, $82,750. 

Op the consular part of the bill, one-half of the difference between 
the two Honses was $125,318. We have left unappropriated for by 
this bill the following consulates: Swatow, Southamptom, Viadi 
vostock, Malta, Oporto, Santa Cruz, Port Said, Nantes, La Rochelle, 
Port Mahon, Valencia, Stettin, Maranham, Cyprus, Bucharest, Venice, 
Milan, Galoon, Turk’s Island, Hakodadi, Goderich and Windsor, Can- 
ada West. This makes twenty-two consulates which are unprovided 
for and left out of the bill, no appropriation being made for them 
whatever. The House made a reduction of between thirty and forty. 
We have taken eighteen of those that they left out, and instead of 
the others we have taken four which we considered could be bette: 
dispensed with or turned into feed consulates than the ones they de 
signated. In addition to this, we cut down for consular clerks, 
$3,000 ; for interpreters, $1,500; for loss by exchange, $38,000; con- 
tingent expenses, $16,850; two items relating to the Spanish com- 
mission, in the aggregate, $1,000; rents of prisons, $2,000; for keep- 
ers of prisons, $500; and for the relief of American seamen, $25,000, 
leaving that item in the bill $75,000. The expenses for this purpose 
this year were $63,000, and three years ago $131,000. The average is 
about $100,000 a year. During this fiscal year, if there is no storm or 
disaster of a far-reaching character, as there was three years ago, the 
Department may get through with $75,000, and perhaps a little less. 
We added, under the necessity of the bill, about $300 for minor items, 
which I will not explain ; and this makes the amount a little more 
than one-half the difference between the two Houses. 

By this arrangement we have conceded no principle insisted upon 
by the Senate. The offices retained are retained at the salaries here- 
tofore allowed by law. Where there is no consolidation of offices we 
have not legislated in any degree in this bill. We have simply left 
certain parts of the service unprovided for which we thought could 
be so left with the least injury to the service. 

If any Senator has any question to ask with reference to the report 
I shall be happy to give information, but I do not wish to take up 
further time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. May I ask the Senator what was done with the 
mission to Sweden and Denmark ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Denmark has a chargé affaires. Sweden and 
Norway remain as they were. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has any change been made in the mission at San- 
tiago de Chili, South America ? 

Mr. SARGENT. No; Chili and Peru remain as they were. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do the salaries remain unchanged ? 

Mr. SARGENT. They are just the same. I ask forthe vote on the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from California a ques- 
tion. I should like to know how much is the amount of saving by 
abolishing the services of ministers to Colombia, Ecuador, Paraguay, 
and Uruguay, and substituting chargés. 

Mr. SARGENT. At Paraguay and Uruguay there is a saving of 
$10,000, and the salaries at the other three countries mentioned by 
the Senator are $7,500 each. That in the aggregate is $32,500. For 
Paraguay and Uruguay there is a chargé d'affaires, $5,000 ; and I be- 


| lieve that is the only one which the Senator mentions where there is 
| a chargé d’affaires. 


‘For compensation of such diplomatic and consular officers heretofore compen- | 


Mr. MORRILL. Is there any sum appropriated for the return of 
these ministers ? 
Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. MORRILL. How much? 

Mr. SARGENT. I should have mentioned that. There is $25,000 
appropriated for that purpose, an addition which the House con- 
cedes. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then in footing it up howis it? Have we a loss 
or profit in the transaction ? 

Mr.SARGENT. You mean is there a saving? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. ° 

Mr.SARGENT. We have a saving, if that can be called a saving 
which omits to appropriate for a service established by law. We 
have a saving in that there is not so much money taken out of the 
Treasury. If you ask me whether I think it is judicious, I say no. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If you do not eat your breakfast you save it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Exactly; as the Senator suggests, if you do not 
eat your breakfast you save it. 

Mr. MORRILL. When you deduct the cost of chargés d’affaires 
for these places and the amount of $25,000 appropriated to get the 
ministers home from what would have been their salaries, 1 do not 
understand that there is any saving at all. 

Mr. HOWE. Is the consular force increased in those countries 
from which the ministers are withdrawn? 

Mr. SARGENT. A chargé d’affaires is put in each of the five fol- 
lowing places: Portugal, Switzerland, Greece, Denmark, and Para- 

) guay and Uruguay, they being one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those are $5,000. 

Mr. WEST. What are the other missions abolished for which there 
are no chargés d’affaires ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Bolivia, Ecuador, and Colombia. I think it must 
be admitted that the Senate conferees have done pretty well under 
very hard circumstances. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask the Senator from California if any estimate 
has been made of the loss which our revenue will suffer by the dis- 
continuance of these consulates ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I see the force of the question, but necessarily the 
amount is onlyspeculative. It isa consideration which I have urged 
on the floor, and for weeks I have urged it before the committee of 
conference. 

7 Mr. ANTHONY. I venture the prediction, and I do not think my 
friend from California will differ with me, that for every dollar that 
we have saved in abolishing the consulates at commercial ports the 
revenue will suffer $10 every year. 

Mr. SARGENT. I quite agree with the Senator. I should like 
: this thing, however, to be understood, and it is probably understood 
f by the Senate, that with reference to quite a number of consulates 

which are abolished the result will be to take more money out of the 
Treasury than the amount of salary saved, because there is power to 
put a feed consul in every one of those places. If the fees be $1,700 
and the consul receives a salary of $1,500, under the new arrange- 
ment he would get the $1,700 fees. That was the uniform policy fora 
number of years, but it was changed to asalaryin most cases. Instead 
of allowing the consuls to have the fees as before that time, they were 
paid a salary. It was said that years ago the consul at Liverpool 
got $50,000 a year in fees. He was cut down to a salary of $6,000, 
and the rest went into the Treasury. TJhe result is that there has 
been a good deal of income from‘these sources. That amount of 
revenue will be decreased necessarily, because I think the average 
fees of the consulates abolished will be more than the salaries which 
they have received. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then the probability is, if the protection of the 
revenue necessitates the appointment ef consuls at those places, 
whom the President has a right to appoint with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate without any action on the part of the House, and 
they should be appointed under the general law to be paid by fees, 
those fees will be more than the salaries they receive now. 

Mr. SARGENT. In many of the cases that is likely to be so. Of 
course the current of trade shifts. One year a consulate may be im- 
portant and the consul may take a great many fees, and another year 
tLore may be some shifting. I should like to say that great discrimi- 
nation was used in omitting consulates. I have had the advice of the 
Department; of course they are not satisfied with the bill and I do 
not wish to misrepresent them as saying that they are satisfied with 
it.. I am not satisfied with it; but under that good advice those 
which could be best spared have been dropped. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator in respect of the 
consulates for the salaries of which appropriations are omitted, is 
there any provision in the bill which authorizes consuls at those 
places upon fees? 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; they rely upon the general law for that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a general law? 

Mr. SARGENT. So I understood. I am so informed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or does it stand on the Constitution ? 

Mr. SARGENT. The Constitution relates to the diplomatic serv- 
ice. There is no doubt of the power, however, to appoint consuls to 
receive fees under the general law. That question I asked and it 
was answered to me in the affirmative by high authority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like tosee the general law to which my 
friend refers. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have not looked it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can look it up while this report is being 
printed. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. TI should like to ask the honorable Senator 


whether this bill, being simply a failure to provide the amount of 
salary, the consuls at the consulates for which appropriations are not 
made may not hereafter have a claim, assuming that they remain 
there and perform their duties as consuls, to the amount of their sal- 
aries as now fixed by law. 


Mr. SARGENT. No; because we have provided in the bill that 


notice shall at once be given and they shall receive pay for a certain 
length of time and their transit home. That we have guarded. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think as this matter involves a great deal to 


the public service of the country we ought to take time enough to 
consider it. There is evidently no hurry. The two Houses do not 
want togo home. We have staid so long that it is better to stay and 
do the business understandingly; and to understand the exact bear- 
ing of this question which bas been so well explained by my frieud, 
I think the report had better be printed. 


Mr. ALLISON. It can be printed by nine o’clock this evening. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. We ought not to be ina hurry. We 


are paid by the year and we are here protecting the interests of the 
people. 


Mr. SARGENT. I should like tomake asuggestion. I understand 


it is very difficult to keep a quorum in the Honse. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But we ought to have that respect for the Honse 


to suppose that it is full all the time. I want to see what the state 
of the law is, and for the time being I object to the consideration of 
the report. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to the present consideration of the report. 


THE RECESS. 


Mr. WEST. As this subject is now laid ever, I beg to make a sug- 
gestion. I understood a short time ago that a motion was made and 
carried that the Senate take a recess until half past seven o'clock. I 
beg to say that that perhaps is ill-advised. There is very little pros- 
pect of getting a quorum here to-night for any action, and we shall 
not make any progress. The Senate is at the end of a long and la- 
borious week, and to press anything to-night will be impracticable. 
I suggest that the motion had better be reconsidered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that the motion to reconsider will not 
prevail. It seems to me we have got far along with the business, 
and I understand if we apply ourselves diligently we may adjourn 
this Congress on Monday or Tuesday; and we onght to do so if we 
can. 

Mr. WEST. Very likely we may. I make the motion, however. 
I find I am supported by my friend from New Jersey (Mr. Fre.ina- 
HUYSEN] and others. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
recess was ordered. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the motion will not be reconsidered; and 
if the Senator will allow me, I will give my reason very briefly. The 
Tlouse is now acting on the conference report on the legislative bill. 
The bill will require a great deal of time to enroll; and unless we 
act upon it to-night it will delay us one or two days next week. If 


| we do not take a recess I think it means at least one or two days 


longer next week. If we act on the legislative bill to-night it may 
possibly be ready for signature on Monday. 

Mr. WEST. I have elicited enough expression of opinion to satisfy 
me that probably it is not well to press the motion. 

Mr. MORRILL. Withdraw it. 

Mr. WINDOM. We may be able to pass the legislative bill to-night. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. You cannot pass any appropriations here to-night. 

Mr. WEST. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is 
in favor of a session this evening, and therefore 1 withdraw the 
proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware [ Mr, 
SaULsSBURY J has the floor, and may continue his remarks. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suggest that it be considered five o’clock. 

Mr. WEST. “ Make it so,” as the sailors say. 

Mr. SARGENT. We will “make it so.” 

Mr. GORDON. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the state of the matter? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proposed that the Senate take 
its recess at this time, it being within a few minutes of five o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not five o’clook yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware has the 
floor and will proceed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAms, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 24) providing for the postponement of the publication of 
the Army Regulations. 

The message also announced that the Mouse insisted on its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. No. 842) authorizing the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to remove the jail on Judiciary Square to grounds 
near to the Washington Asylum for the use of the District, disagrecd 
to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Honses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. W. 8. Ho_man of Indiana, Mr. Cassy YounG of Tennessee, 

| aod Mr. KimBaty. of Wisconsin managers at the conferetics on its 
part. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of trade-mark goods 
and the sale or dealing in counterfeit trade-mark goods; 

A bill (S. No. 852) for the relief of Elisha E. Rice; 

A bill (S. No, 944) for the relief of Gilderoy M. Hardy ; 

A bill (8S. No. 990) to remove the political disabilities of Reuben 
Davis, of Mississippi ; 

A bill (8S. No, 1021) allowing the Pacitie Mail Steamship Company 
to carry the mails in their new iron steamships ; 

A bill (S. No, 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution of 
the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1574 and 
1875; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1089) granting a pension to Thomas I. Fox, late 
a private of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers 5 

A bill (H. 8. No. 1713) for the relief of Berthold Loewenthal, of 
Chicago, Llinois; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 2271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Hannah W. 
Sumner, widow of Major-General Edwin V. Sumner. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3209) to authorize the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to receive lands in payment of judgments to eastern band of 
Cherokee Indiaus ; 

A bill (1. R. No. 3359) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims under the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1571, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3374) for the relief of Harry E, Eastman, late 
lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3349) for the relief of James W. Harvey and James 
Livesey, of the firm of Harvey & Livesey, of Wisconsin ; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 3678) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Lydia to that of Sylph; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 3022) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on riv- 
ers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

PRINTING OF IMPEACHMENT REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Perhaps the Senator from Delaware will give way 
to allow me to call up the bill which I called up this morning, but it 
was not then printed. The bill came from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will do that, if it will not interfere with my 
proceeding with my remarks this evening. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The bill was taken up this morning, but it was 
not in print. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask my friend 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope my friend will not interrupt, because I 
have only two minutes. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of 
the report of the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the report of the impeachment trial of William W. 
Belknap be printed, of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 350 
copies for the use of the managers, and 200 copies for the use of the 
respondent’s counsel; and appropriates the sum of $5,030, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, for the execution of the work. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move to take up the other bill in regard to 
printing, which also had to go over for the same reason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (8. No. 1041) to provide for printing 
the report of the engineers an the reclamation of the alluvial basin of 
the ee River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LI object. It is a perfectly useless appropriation 
of money, as the other was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
move to proceed to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I asked to take up both bills, and I thought there 
was no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is five o’clock, I think. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This bill is very necessary. We cannot do the 
printing without the appropriation. I move to take up the bill. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 13; 
no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of five o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate takes a recess until half past seven o'clock. 








EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate re-agsembled at half past seyen o’clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY ] is entitled to the floor on the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry 
into effect a convention between the United States of America and 
Ilis Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands. ' 
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ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. LOGAN. 1 dislike to disturb the Senator, but I desire to make 
a conference report. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I yield toa conference report. 

Mr. SARGENT. With the anderstanding that it is by common con- 
sent and not to disturb the pending business, I shall make no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course, I do not desire to disturb the pending 
business ; but this matter will take but a moment. . 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (IH. R. No, 1516) to regulate the issue of arti 
ficial limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others, having met, after a full and 


free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the House concur in the first and second amendments of the Senate, as fol. 
lows: 
In line 1 strike out “ persons ” and insert “ officer, soldier, seaman, and marine.” 


In line 5, after “ application,’ insert ‘or commutation therefor as provided and 
limited by existing laws.” 

The House concurs alsoin the proviso added to the end of the bill with an amend 
ment of the word “ not" inserted between the words * shall" and “be” in the first 
line; so that it will read; “That this act shall not be subject to the proviso of an 
act entitled ‘ An act to increase pensions,’ approved June 1s, 1874." 


JOUN A. LOGAN, 

J.B. GORDON, 

NEWTON BOOTH 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. M. RUSK, 

A. V. RICE, 

JOUN C. BAGBY, 


Managers on the part of tae House. 
Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas objects 
to the present consideration of the report. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Abas, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 


THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, there are some other matters to 
which I wish to refer before I close my remarks. ‘The Seuator from 
Minnesota this morning complained and predicted that the economy 
exhibited on the part of the House of Representatives and the dew- 
ocratic party in cutting down the expenses of the Government and 
in the curtailment of the appropriations made for the next fiscal year 
would greatly embarrass the Government. He predicted that all the 
Departments would be embarrassed by reason of the economy which 
had been exhibited by thé House of Representatives. Now, sir, I 
predict exactly the contrary. It is not surprising that the Senator 
and his party who during the last ten or fifteen years have rioted in 
extravagance and have created offices and made places not necessary 
for the public service in order that their friends might have employ- 
ment and be paid out of the public Treasury; it is no wonder that 
the Senator and his party, accustomed to this extravagance, may fail 
to see how the Departments can get along with a curtailment of the 
expenditures. They may apprehend that a small reduction of the 
clerical force in the Departments will cause embarrassment; but any 
one who has had occasion to go through all the Departments of the 
Government cannot have failed to notice that in every Department 
there seems to be a great excess in the number of the employés about 
the Departments. You can scarcely pass through one of them but 
your eye will fall upon a number of idle men, paid at Government 
expense, walking leisurely through the Department apparently hav- 
ing nothing todo. When I have gone through these Departments, 
through the Treasury building, through the Patent Office, through 
the Post-Office, and through all the Departments, I have noticed very 
frequently a large number of such persons that were the employés 
of the Government. It may occasion the employés retained a liitle 
more labor, but none of them will be so taxed by the duties of the 
positions which they hold as to find them burdensome and none so 
taxed, I venture the prediction, that they will be ready to give them 
up on account of the labor imposed upon them. 

I am sorry that any man who has empioyment has to give it up; I 
like to see every person making an honest living for himself; but if 
there are employés in the service of the Government whose services are 
not necessary to the public, they ought to be dismissed; and I appre- 
hend that, in the honest judgment of such employés, while they may 
reluctantly have to part with their places, they cannot say that in- 
justice has been done them. The Government will get along, all the 

partments will get along with the appropriations that are made 
this year. I know it has been customary to have a large number of 
employés and clerks, and at one time some of them not only drew 
the regular pay allotted to them, but additional pay besides. Only a 
few years ago, under the administration in the Treasury Department 
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of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. BoUTWELL, ] asum 
ainounting to $22,000 annually over and above the regular pay of the 
clerks was placed at the disposal of the honorable Senator, whom I 
see in his seat, and he distributed that in excess of the regular pay to 
a few of the clerks in his Department. That has been cut off. At- 
tention was called to it. I myself introduced a resolution calling on the 
Secretary of the Treasury for a statement of the amounts which had 
been paid in excess of the regular salaries, and I had the return here 
at the very last or preceding session of Congress. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. To what does the Senator from Delaware refer? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I refer to a sum of $22,000 that was distribu- 
ted to clerks in the Treasury Department during the honorable Sen- 
ator’s administration. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Twenty-two thousand five hundred dollars? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not know about the $500. I know it was 
$22,000 at least. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Does not the honorable Senator know that it 
was by a specific appropriation made by Congress for the specific 
purpose ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not dispute that. I was not charging 
that the Secretary of the Treasury unlawfully or without authority 
of law made any such distribution. I was only complaining that, in 
excess of the regular salaries of clerks, at one time such had become 
the extravagance under republican rule that under the administra- 
tion of the honorable Senator of the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Will the Senator 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Not just now. I will make my statement and 
then I will hear any explanation the Senator has to make. I was not 
complaining that the then honorable Secretary of the Treasury, the 
now honorable Senator from Massachusetts, had unlawfully paid to 
any clerk in his Department anything without the authority of law; 
but I was stating as an instance of republican extravagance that the 
clerks in the Treasury Department, or at least a select few who were 
getting good salaries, none of them perhaps under $1,800, some of 
them as high as $2,500, if my recollection serves me, were paid in ad- 
dition to their regular salaries by an appropriation placed at the dis- 
posal and distributed by the Secretary of the Treasury. I was com- 
plaining of the extravagance of the republican party, not complaining 
that the honorable Senator while Secretary of the Treasury had ap- 
propriated money without warrant of law. 

After an indulgence in such extravagance, after every Department 
had been filled to overflowing with clerks and employés, after they 
had beeu paid most liberal salaries and then in addition to that a 
bonus, sometimes as high as a thousand dollars, it is no wonder that 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota and his political associates on 
the other side of this Chamber, should now apprehend that the cur- 
tailment of a few hundred clerks in the Departments of the Govern- 
ment and a curtailment of the expenditures of these Departments 
will cause some embarrassment. ut, sir, you will find no embar- 
rassment. The Government will go on and the Departments will 
still be run at much less expense and, I predict, fully as efficiently as 
they have been run heretofore. 

The honorable Senator from Minnesota this morning proclaimed 
that the investigations which have been going on will not work in- 
jury or damage to his party. lt may be that the American people 
have become so accustomed to wrong, so accustomed to fraud, so ac- 
customed to extravagance, so accustomed to waste under the adminis- 
tration of the republican party that they may fail to be aroused by 
those investigations; but I apprehend the Senator will be disap- 
pointed in his expectation and desire. When the people of this broad 
land find revealed by the investigations of a democratic House of 
Representatives the frauds that have been practiced, the loose ad- 
ministration of the Departments that has been practiced, the ex- 
travagance and waste that have been practiced by the republican 
party, I shall be very much surprised if they do not express at the 
polls condemnation of all such practices. 

We have told them in the past that such was the condition of af- 
fairs, but we had no mode of proving it to their satisfaction. We 
were not in power in the House of Representatives or in the Sen- 
ate. We could institute no investigations, and when investigations 
were demanded and awarded, those investigations failed to reach 
down to the bottom facts and to expose in their full deformity the 
wrongs that were being perpetrated upon the people of the country. 
But now, when a democratic House has thoroughly investigated these 
matters and exposed them to view, I greatly misapprehend the peo- 
ple of this country if they do not put the seal of their condemnation 
upon the party that has tolerated and covered up such wrongs. 

The honorable Senator has forgotten the investigation into the 
Freedman’s Bank located right in view of the presidential mansion, 
an institution that was got up by republicans, the especial friends of 
the wards of the nation, and which has resulted in a loss to the poor 
unfortunate blacks who trusted their friends to an amount of more 
than $1,000,000 saved out of their scanty earnings. I beg leave to 
read from the report of the investigating committee what I consider 
about the best description of the manner in which these poor negroes 
have been treated by their professed friends. I find the committee's 
condemnation stated in such forcible language that I shall take oc- 
casion to read it. After giving the history of the institution, the 
manner in which it was got up and in which it was managed and the 
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losses which the poor colored people had sustained, the report goes 
on to say: 

And now taking a retrospective glance over the events of the last ten years, in 
which this Freedman's Bank looms up conspicuously, we are led to believe that 
no race or kindred among all the generations of men have so thoroughly sounded 
the depths of the philosophy expressed in the prayer, save me from my friends, as 
those “ persons lately held in slavery " at the South, a people over whom more croc- 
odile tears have been shed, on whom more imposition practiced, and for whom less 
real sympathy felt by their professed friends, than any other known to history—a 
people almost literally stabbed under the fifth rib with a hug and the salutation, 
“ How is it with thee to-day, my brother!” In regard to this bank, the grossest 
deception was practiced upon them. They were told it was a Government institu 
tion, and its solvency and safety guaranteed by the United States. Missionaries, 
of whom the chief was Alvord, perambulated the South, mixing religion, polities, 
education, and teaching the blacks how “ to toil and to save,” and then trust their 
hard-carned savings to Alvord and his associates to invest for them, not until, how 
ever, they had levied toll for their services in bestowing such inestimable benelits, 
and for their disinterested labors and sacrifices. 

This Mr. Alvord was the president of the institution, one of the 
political friends of the Senator from Minnesota. ‘These poor colored 
people were deceived in reference to the character of the institution, 
and their scanty earnings were gathered up and placed in the bank 
under his disposal. Some seventy thousand of the depositors in that 
bank have been cheated out of more than a million of dollars. Our 
republican friends were in power; they ought to have investigated and 
known what was going on in that institution. They had chartered 
the bank, it was run by their friends, and they ought to have inves- 
tigated it and exposed and stopped the wrongs perpetrated on the 
colored people ; but where has been the investigation into its affairs 
thoroughly disclosing the whole character of that institution until 
a democratic House of Representatives brought it to light? True it 
was known that the institution Rad failed; true it was known that 
the money of the colored people in that institution had been lost; but 
the true facts of the case were never revealed until they were ex- 
posed by the democratic House of Representatives. 

I have said before and I say now that in my honest judgment the 
democracy are the true friends of the colored people, and [I do not say 
it because I want them to vote the democratic ticket. Let them vote 
as they please, but the democrats of the country have always treated 
them properly and are ready to defend them against the impositions 
and wrongs that are practiced upon them by their republican friends, 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to call attention to another subject. I 
want to know of my republican friends if the revelations made in the 
investigation of our foreign affairs has not shown that some of your 
representatives abroad have not been wanting in that elevated char- 
acter which has heretofore distinguished our diplomatic and consular 
service. Take your late minister to England. How did lie conduct 
himself as the representative of this great country ? 

We know something of his history before he went to England. He 
had some military reputation, not very enviable, it is true. He had 
also some legislative reputation. It has been said, whether true or 
not I do not know, that he made a very considerable amount of money 
when he was a member of the other House of Congress by specu- 
lation in the article of whisky upon which he was legislating. I do 
not know whether that is true or not. But I do know something of 
his public history as an embassador from this country to the court 
of St. James. The report which I hold in my hand shows that he 
becaane connected with, if not a speculator in, stocks which were 
placed upon the foreign market and enhanced in marketable value 
because of his connection with them, and that the people of the coun- 
try to which he was accredited were cheated out of millious paid for 
such stocks. Every American must feel humiliated when he remem- 
bers that a foreign minister representing the great American people 
at one of the first courts in the world so far forgot the dignity of his 
country, so far forgot the duty which he owed to the people he repre- 
sented abroad as to become connected with speculative schemes 
which resulted in the robbery of millions from the people of Great 
Britain. Why was he not recalled? Iask why was not that man 
brought home? Why was the honor of this country permitted to 
suffer and our fair reputation to be tarnished by the conduct of our 
minister at one of the first courts of the world? He was by this in- 
vestigation dragged from his position and compelled to return and 
auswer imputations against his conduct. By the investigation of the 
democratic party the turpitude of his action was revealed, and it was 
only then that he was dismissed. In other instances the character of 
some of our foreign representatives has been far below the trne stand- 
ard. They will readily suggest themselves, and need not now be cited. 
Ido not mean to say that we have not had some honorable ministers 
abroad; I do not mean to say that there have not been and are not 
now in the Cabinet of the United States men of high tone, men of 
elevated character. : 

But what I desire to say is this, that at times during the existence 
of the present Administration there have been men surrounding the 
President, men in official position, even in Cabinet positions, who 
have not possessed that elevated tone of character which men in 
those positions ought to have. The same is true of some of the minis- 
ters and other agents that have represented our country in foreign 
lands. 

If the character of the American people were judged by some of 
our high officials, I fear we should command but little respect at home 
or abroad. Happily those high in official life and station are not al- 
ways the exponents of public or private morality. We are not tobe 
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judged by the men whom fortuitous circumstances for a time have 
placed in power and by whose action we have been too often humil- 
iated if not disgraced. The average American sentiment is of a 
higher tone than that exhibited by many of our public men, espe- 
cially many of those who owe their prominence and official positions 
to the present Administration, which in appointments to place has been 
governed more by a desire to promote the wishes of party or pa 
friends than to secure the services of efficient, faithful, and honest 
officials. 

For years there have been complaints of our whole civil service. 
Incompetent and dishonest men have found their way to place and 
too often been retained long after their corruptions and inefficiency 
were more than suspected by a discriminating public. - Private friend- 
ships and party attachments have been more potential with the Ad- 
winistration than the public good, and fewer men have been dismissed 
for infidelity to trust than supposed intidelity to their chief and the 
republican party. That stern integrity and unswerving fidelity in 
the performance of duty formerly exacted of subordinates and offi- 
cials by all administrations have not been demanded by President 
Grant and the men who have shaped and controlled his Administra- 
tion. The consequence has been loose administration of govern- 
ment, wasteful expenditure of the public money, frauds upon the 
revenue, and a general disregard of the public interest, necessitating 
the continuance of oppressive taxation upon the people. 

The necessity for reform has been seen and admitted by many good 
men in the republican party, but they have been unable to secure it. 
The temerity of those who have attempted to bring it about has been 
ss by Executive displeasure and the disapproval of the party. 

8 not thissof ‘Trumbull and Scliurz and Fenton in this Chamber 
raised their voices in opposition to corruption and dishonesty in 
oilicials, and they fell into disfavor. Bristow sought to protect the 
revenue and punish the frauds committed upon the Treasary, but 
Bristow and the men who aided him in the effort have retired to the 
shade, 

Keform in the party has been promised just before every election, 
but reform has not come. The thieves are stronger than the honest 
mon, and silence and submission have become a necessity to republi- 
cans who are unwilling to fall into disfavor in the party. The fact 
is the party is unable to reform itself, and if reform and improve- 
ment in the management of public affairs shall ever take place it 
must be bronght about by the democratic party. There must be a 
change in the administrators of Government before any decided or 
healthy improvement can be secured. A continuance of the republi- 
can party in power would postpone indefinitely purity in the admin- 
istration of Government. A mere change of republican rulers would 
accomplish but littl. Mr. Hayes, if elected, would inherit all the 
vices of the present administration ; and, however honest his purpose, 


“however strong his desire to effectuate reform, he would be unable 


to secure it. The ship of state needs not only a new helmsman but 
a& new crew. She must be cleansed, remanned, and put upon a new 
tact. The haven of prosperity will never be reached in any other 
way. 

Every interest of the country demands a change of administration, 
a thorough, a radical change. ‘The party in power has lived for itself. 
It has sought to continue its own existence and disregarded alike the 
wisbes and interests of the country. The consequence has been re- 
trogression in material wealth and prosperity, depression in business, 
failure in enterprise, loss of capital, less demand for labor, reduction 
of wages, dismissal of workingmen from employment, and waut and 
starvation in many families. A change in the management of public 
affairs or still greater distress and ruin must come. The alternative 
is presented to the American people of a change of administration 
that will secure honest government and economy in the expenditures 
of public money, insuring reduction in taxation and prosperity in 
business, or of acontinuation of that policy and practice which have 
brought distress upon the country and the wolf to our doors. 

In the nominee of the democratic party—a practical reformer, whose 
life accords with his profession—in his letter of acceptance and the 
platform upon which he stands we offer to the country an assurance 
of an honest purpose to reform the administration of Government and 
restore prosperity to the country. His election would at once inspire 
confidence and hope, revive industry in every branch of business, and 
bring gladness and joy to every portion of our common country. 

Mr. WEST and Mr. NORWOOD rose. 

Mr. WEST. As I do not care to occupy the attention of the Sen- 
ate, I will give way to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I do not care to occupy the attention of the Sen- 
ate upon this bill. If any members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions desire to make their conference reports, I will yield. 1 under- 
stand that the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. WinDoM ] desires to make 
a conference report on the legislative bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. | insist upon the regular order. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California in- 
sists on the regular order, which is the Hawaiian bill. ~ 

Mr. NORWOOD. I suppose I may yield the floor to the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to present the report of the committee of 
conference on the ers &c., appropriation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. ill this displace the regular order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not unless by unanimons consent. 
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Mr. SARGENT. I am willing that the report shall be made hy 
unanimous Consent, with the understanding that it does not displace 
the business before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the report 
being made upon those conditions ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Subject to call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to call? The Chair hears 
no objection. 

LEGISLATIVE, EPC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WINDOM. I present the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report> will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, and was interrupted 


by 

Mr. McDONALD. I suggest that the snbstance of this report be 
stated by the chairman, rather than that we shall have the entire re- 
port read. It will not be very intelligible to most Senators after it 
is read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had better have a little time to look it over first, 

Mr. MCDONALD. We might almost as well have the multiplica- 
tion table before us as have this statement read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The printed report is on our table, and by taking 
a little time every Senator can understand it, except the mere minu- 
tim, which the Senator from Minnesota can explain when it comes up 
for action. I do not propose to have it acted upon at this moment 
until | understand it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator from Vermont prefer to have it 
laid over? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to its being read. I have 
nothing to say to that. 

Mr. WINDOM. Unuless the reading can be waived altogether, it 
had better proceed. If there be no objection, perhaps the reading of 
it can be dispensed with and the report be taken up fifteen or twenty 
minutes heuce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be read some time. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then it had better be read now. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the report, but was inter- 
rupted by 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it an essential parliamentary requirement that 
this report shall be read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont has in- 
sisted on it. That point has been raised before. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (to Mr. EpMuNbDs.) Do you insist on the reading 
of the report ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. I will never consent to vote on a confer- 
ence report that has not been read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Here is a bill that has been passed to and fro 
between these two Houses for two months and been before twenty or 
twenty-five conference committees, and it seems to me it ought to be 
understood by this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is so wuch the more reason for standing by 
the rules and knowing what sort of prodact has been produced by 
this kind of labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The mere conference committecs, then the more 
necessity for reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Shecidedly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a new rule, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded with the reading of the report, but was 
interrupted b . ; 

Mr. EATON. Is it in order to move to dispense with the furthor 
reading ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion has been made and 
several Senators objected to it. Some of the Senators who objected 
are out. ; 

Mr. EATON. Is the motion in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. EATON. I make the motion, 

Mr. ALLISON. Half an hour will complete the reading. 

Mr. EATON. My motion is in order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It will have to be read at some time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I thiuk we shall save time by going on with the 


reading. 
Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
moves that the farther reading be dispensed with. 
Mr. WINDOM. Lam satisfied there will be timo saved by going on. 
Several SeNaTORS. “Go on.” 
Mr. KERNAN. Those who requiro the reading ought to stay and 


listen. 


Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire to have it read myself. 

Mr. EATON. Very well; let the reading go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho reading will go on. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concladed the reading of the report, 
which is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to tho bill (d. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive. and judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending Jane 30, 1877, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
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ference have agreed to recommend ,and do recommend, to their respective Houses 
follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 70, 72. 73, 76, 175, 177, 178, 

121, 182, 205, 215, 419, 443, 444, 445, 446, 460, 519, 545, 553, 554,550, 577,581, 590, 591, 592, 

OX. 614, G17, 620, 623, 625, 632, 643, 708, 709, 710, 721, Tz, 163, 764, 766, 776, 810, 812, 

O12, OLS, 921, 922 and 944. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 2, 3, 

4, 5, 6, 7, & 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 2A, 29, 3D, 31, 32, 
$3. 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 
GI. 62, 62, 64, 65. 63, 69, 71, Te, 79, 80, 133, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143. 157, 159, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 165, 166, 167, 169, 170, 171, 172, 179, 180, 213, 214, 418, 442, 424, 425, 428, 427, 
422, 430, 450, 457, 458, 461, 468, 471, 472, 473, 474, 475, 476, , 478, 479, 480, 482, 483, 
484, 485, 486, 487, 488, 4289, 490, 491, 492, 493, 494, 465, 496, 497, 498, 499, 500, 501, 503, 
505, 506, 507, 508, 509, 510, 511, 512, 513, 514, 515, 516, 518, 521, 582, 523, 524, 525, 52K, 
527, 528, 520, 530, 531, 532, 533, 994, 535, 536, 537, 598, 539, 540, 541, 542, 543, S44, 550, 
552, 555, $56, 558, 500, 561, 571, 573, 574, 575, 576, 589, 594, 609, 610, 616, 619, G31, 644, 
652, 654, 655, 697, Ge, 699, 760, 701, 702, 703, 704, 706, 707, 711, 713, 714, 715, 716, 717, 
718. 719, 720, 724, 725, 726, 727, 728, 729, 730, 731, 759, 761, 762, 765, 767, 768, 769, 770, 
TTL. 772, 773, 807, 809, 811, B42, 913, G14, 917, 918, 919, 920, 936, 937, 938, 940, 941, and 
O42. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, and 
agree to the same, wilh an amendment as follows: After the word “ appropriated,” 
where it oceurs the second time in the enacting clause of the bill, insert “in full 
compensation ;" and the Senate agice to tho same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out, in line 10, page 
2 of the bill, the words *‘ two hundred and twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof “ five 
bundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from ita disagroement to the amendment numbered 51, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: After the word “ session,” in 
line 6, page 3 of the bill, insert (“ which words ‘during the session’ aa used in this 
act shall be held to mean four months ;"’) and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 52, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strikoout “ four thousand” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ two thousand eight hundred ;" and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 53, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Striko out “ sixty-six thou- 
sand nine hundred and twenty-two” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ sev- 
enty thousand cight hundred and two;” and the Senate agreo to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 66, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont “ thirteen,” and 
insert in lieu thereof “ thirty-seven ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 67, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ twenty-cight”’ 
and insert “ fifty-two; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 74, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out therefrom the 
word * four” and insert “ one ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 75, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “eight” and in- 
sert “six; and the Senate agree to tho same, 

That the House recege from its disagreement to the amendment nombered 77, 
and agree to the same, with anamendment as follows: Strike out the words * forty- 
eight thousand and four” and insert in lieu thereof “thirty-three thousand and 
seven ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 81 to 
136, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others recciving an 
annual salary in the service of the House of Representatives, namely: Clork of the 
House of tery including compensation as disbursing officer ef the con- 
tingent fund, $4,500, and for hire of horses and wagons for the use of the Clerk's 
oflice, $600; and the Clerk of the House of Representatives is authorized and di- 
rected to sign, during the recess of Congress after the first session and until the 
first day of the second session, the certificates for the monthly compensation of 
Members and Delegates in Congress, which certificates shall be in the form now 
in use, and shall have the like force and effect as is given to the certificate of the 
Speaker; Chief Clerk and journal clerk, two reading clerks, tally clerk, five in all, 
at $2,500 each; disbursing clerk, file clerk, printing and bill clerk, and enrolling 
clerk, four in ali, at $2,250 each; for assistant to Chief Clerk, assistant to enrolling 
clerk, resolution and petition clerk, newspaper clerk, superintendent of document- 
room, index clerk, and librarian, seven in all, at $2,000 cach; distributing clerk, 
$1,800; forstationery clerk, $1,500; one document clerk and one upholsterer and lock- 
smith, $1,440 each; one chief messenger in the office of the Clerk of the Honse and 
one messenger assisting librarian, at $1,449 each; book-keeper and four clerks, at 
$1,600 each; one engineer, $1,440; and two assistant engineers, at $1.200 each; and 
all engineers and others who are engaged in heating and ventilating the House shall 
be subject to the orders of and in all respects under the direction of the Door- 
keeper; for five firemen, at $900 each; ono laborer, at $820; and four laborers, at 
$720 cach; one page, at $2.50 per day during thé session; and one telegraph-oper- 
ator, $400; for clerk to the Committee of Ways and Means, $2,500; messenger to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, $1,200; clerk to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, $2,500; messenger to the Committee on Appropriations, $1,200; clerk to the 

Committee of Claims, $2,000; clerk to the Committee on Public Lands, $2,000; clerk 
to the Committee on War Claims, $2,000 ; clerk to Speaker's table, $1,800; private 
secretary tothe Speaker, $1,800; Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Represcnta- 
tives, $4,000; for one horse and wagon for his use, $500; clerk to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, $2,100; paying teller for tho Sergeant-at-Armas, $2.000 ; messenger to the Scr- 
eant-at-Arma, $1,200 ; Doorkeeper, 82.500 ; assistant doorkeeper, 82,000; clerk for 

a $1,200; janitor, $1.200; Postmaster, $2,500; first assistant postmaster, 
$2 000; four messengers, at $1,000 cach; eight during the session, at $600 each ; 
Chaplain of the House, $900; five official reporters of the proceedings and debates 
of the House, at $5,000 each; two stenographers for committees, $5,000 each, and 

this shall be in lieu of all other compensation for such services in reporting and 
transcribing the proceedings of each and ail of said committees ; superintendent of 
the folding-room, $2,000; three clerks in the folding-room, one at $1,800, and two at 
$1.200; one folder in the sealing-room, $1,200; superintendent and chief assistant 
in the document-room, at $1,800 each ; document file clerk, $1,400 ; eight messengers, 
at $1,200; ten messengers, at $1,000; four laborers under the superintendent of the 
folding-room to handle books, at $720 per annum each ; seven laborers, at $720 each ; 
ten rers, during the session, at the rate of $720 each per annum, $2,400; one la- 
borer. at $600; one laborer. (Henry Douglas.) at $840 ; and for one female attendant 
in ladies’ retiring-room, $600; making, in all, the sum of $196,420.” 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 137, and agree to the text 
roposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Insert after the word 
year,” in line 6, page8 of the bill, the following : “ at a compensation not exceeding 

$1,200 cach.” 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 144, 
am agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

Add at the end of the paragraph the following : 

“To pay outstanding indebtedness incurred by the committees of the House prior 
to June 30, 1876, $3,000, to be disbursed by the Clerk of the House.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 145, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : ‘a 

In lieu of the first paragraph of said amendment insert the following: 

“For compensation of the Public Printer, at the rate of $3,600 per annum, and of 
the clerks and employés in his office, 12900: Provided, That the term * Public 
Printer’ as empleyed in that part of the act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the current fiscal year which repeals all laws pro- 
viding for the election or appointment of Public Printer shall be construed as em- 
bracing that ofticer whether known as Congressional Printer or Public Printer.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 146 
to 155, beth inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

* For compensation of the librarian $4 000; and for fifteen assistant librarians, 
two at $2.2 each, one at $2,000, four at $1,600 each, two at $1,440 each, two at3l.20 
each, two at. $1,200 cach, one at $1,000, and one at $900 per annum ; in all, $26,640." 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 156 
and 158, and agreo to the same, with amendments as follow: In lieu of “ nine" and 
“fourteett” insert respectively “seven” and “ twelve;" and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

‘hat. the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 160, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Add at the end of the 
paragraph the following: “Provided, That not exceeding $600 of the foregoing ap- 
propriation may be applied in payment for fuel used during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1876;"" and tho House agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 168, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out ‘ twenty-one” 
and insert “ fifteen ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recedo from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 173, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ three hundred 
and twenty’ and insert in lieu thereof “two hundred; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 174, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ eight thousand 
and four” and insert in lieu thereof “seven thousand seven hundred and sixty 
four; and tho Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 176, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “four” and in 
sert “two,” and strike out “twenty-cight hundred and cighty"’ and insert “ four- 
teen hundred and forty ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 183, 
and agree to the same, with au amendment as follows: Strike out “two thousand ” 
and insert “eighteen hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 184, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “thirteen” and 
insert “twelve,” and strike out “eight” and insert “seven,” and after the word 
“hundred” insert * fifty; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 185, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “four” insert 
“three;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 186 
to 202, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the two paragraphs amended substitute the following: 

“For compensation of the Secretary of State. $8,000; three Assistant Secretaries 
of State, at $3,500 each; for chief clerk, $2,500; twelve clerks of class four; five 
clerks of class three; ten clerks of class one; and thirteen clerks at $900 each ; one 
messenger ; one assistant messenger; one superintendent of the watch, at $1,000 ; 
six watchmen; twelve laborers; chief engineer, who shall be a machinist, $1,200; 
or assistant engineer, $1,000; four firemen, at $720 each; twenty char-women, at 
$180 each; and a condnetor for the elevator, at $720; in all $99,220. 

“For tive chiefs of Bureaus and one translator, at $2,100 each, $12,600.” 

And the Senate agree to tho same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 203 
to 207, both inclusive. and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Substitute in lieu of the amended paragraph the fellowing : 

‘For proof-reading and packing the laws and documents for the various legations 
and consulates, including bexes and transportation of the same, $2,500; for station- 
ery, furniture, fixtures, and repairs, $4,000; for books and maps, $2,000; for extra 
clerk hire and copying, $2,500; °.1 all $11,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments nam bered 208 
to 212, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with on amendment as follows: 

Substituto for the amended paragraph the following: 

“For contingent expenses, namely: For fuel, $10,000; for lights, $3,000; for re- 

irs, $2,000; for care and subsistenceof horses and repairs of wagons and harness, 

1.500; and for miscellaneous items, not included in the foregoing, $3,125; in all 
$19,625." 

And the Senate acree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 
216, with an amendment striking ont the following on line », page 14, of the bill: 
“For purchase of oficial postage-stamps, $20,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 217 
to 241, both inclusive, with an amendment as follows: 

Substitute for the amended par agraph the following: 

“Secretary's Office —For compensation of the Secretary of the Treasury, $8,000; 
two Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; chief clerk and ez oficio 
superintendent of the Treasury building, $2,700; one chief of division of warrants, 
estimates, and appropriations, $2,750; one assistant chief of division of warrants, 
estimates, and appropriations, $2,400; six chiefs of division, at $2,500 each ; six as- 
sistant chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; twenty-three clerks of class four; two 
disbursing cler&s, at $2,500 each; stenographer to the Secretary, $2,000; nineteen 
clerks of class three; eighteen clerks of class two; eleven clerks of class one; 
twenty female clerks, at $900 each; eight messengers, and twenty-eight laborers ; 
one captain of the watch, $1,200; one engineer, $1,400; one assistant engineer, 
$1,000 ; one machinist and gas-titter, $1,200; one store-keepor, $1,200; sixty watch- 
men, at $720 each, and, additional to twoof said watchmen, acting as lieutenants of 
watchmen, $180 each; six firemen, at $720 each; seventy-five char-women, at $180 
each ; in all, $281,310.” 

nd the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 242 
to 251, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment 4s follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph insert tho following : 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to consolidate the division 
of loans and the division of currency into one division; and all work now done in 
either division shall be done in the consolidated division, with the following em 

yloyés, namely: One chief of division, at $2,500; two assistant chiefs of division, at 

he 100 cach ; ten clerks of class four, and additional pay to three fourth-class clerks, 
namely, receiving clerks of bonds and two book-keepers, $100 each: six clerks of 
class three ; three clerks of class two; four clerks of class one; thirty-five clerks, 
at, $200 each + six messengers af $840 each; six laborers, at $720 each ; and six la- 
borers, at $2.25 per day each; in all, $88,685.50."" 

Ani the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 252 
to~230, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following : 

“Supervising Architect.—In the construction branch of the Treasury: For Super- 
vising Architect, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,250; photographer, $2,250; one principal 


clerk 21 $2,000; one clerk of class four; two clerks of class three; two clerks of | 


class one; one clerk, at $900; and one messenger ; in all, $20,140."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 260 
to 265, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

‘First Oomptroller of the Treasury.—¥Yor tirst Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,000 ; 
deputy comptroller, 32,700; four chiefs of division, at 22,100 each; four clerks of 
class four ; ten clerks of class three ; eight clerks of class two; four clerks of class 
one; six clerks, at 8900 each; one messenger ; and three laborers ; in all, $63,700." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 269 
to 27x, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

** Second Comptroller of the Treasury.—¥For Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
$5,000 ; deputy comptroller, $2,700 ; five chiefs of division, at #2,100 each ; five clerks 
of class four ; twelve clerks of class three ; thirteen clerks of class two ; cight clerks 
of class one; nine clerks, at $900 each ; one messenger; and three laborers; in all, 
$25,300." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendments nambered 279 
to 246, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

** Commissioner of Oustoms.—For Commissioner of Customs, $4.000 ; deputy com- 
missione”, $2,250; two chiefs of division, at $2,100 each ; two clerks of class four ; 
five clerks of class three; ten clerks of class two; nine clerks of class one; one 
messenger; and one laborer; in all, $48,410." 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 287 
to 20x, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the ainended paragraph substitute the following : 

“First Auditor.—For the First Auditor of the Treasury, $3,600; deputy auditor, 
22.250; four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; two clerks of class four; six clerks 
of class three; seven clerks of class two; eleven clerks of class one; one messen- 
ger; and two laborers; in all, 852,330; and for the division of loans, namely: Three 
clerks of class four; three clerks of class three; two clerks of class two; and two 
clerks of class one; in all, 815,400," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 299 
to 308, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Second Aud. tor.—For Second Auditor, $3,000; deputy auditor, $2,250; five chiefs 
of division, at $2,000 each; six clerks of class four; twenty-eight clerks of class 
three; sixty clerks of class two; thirty-tive clerks of class one; one messenger ; 
and eight laborers; in all, $204,050.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 309 
to 317, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Third Auditer.—For Third Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; five chiefs 
of division, at 32.000 each; six clerks of class four; fifteen clerks of class three; 
sixty clerks of class two; thirty-five clerks of class one ; tive clerks, at 8900 each ; 
one messenger; four laborers; and one char-woman, at $480; in all, $185,350.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 318 
to 325, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Fourth Auditor. —For the Fourth Auditor, $3,600 ; deputy auditor, $2,250; three 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; two clerks of class four; sixteen clerks of class 
three; nine clerks of class two; nine clerks of class one; five clerks, at $900 each ; 
one messenger; and two laborers; in all, $71,230." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 326 
to 333, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Fifth Auditor.—For the Fifth Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; two 
chiefs of division, at 82,000 each ; two clerks of class four ; six clerks of class three ; 
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five clerks of class two; six clerks of class one; three clerks, at §900 each; one 
messenger; and one laborer ; in all, $41,510.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 334 
to 444, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitate the following: 

“Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Ofice Department.—¥or compensation of the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Oilice Department, $3,600 ; deputy auditor, 
&),250; eight chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; seven clerks of class four, and, ad- 
ditional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, $200 ; fifty twoclerks of class three ; sixty- 
tive clerks of class two; thirty-six clerks of class one; one messenger; and nine- 
teen laborers; eighteen assorters of money-orders, $14,000; also fifteen female as- 
sorters of money-orders, at $900 each ; in all, $293,070.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 345 
to 375, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

‘ Treasurer.—For compensation of the Treasurer of the United States, 86,000; as- 
sistant treasurer, $3,600; cashier, $3,600; assistant cashier, $3,200; chief clerk, 
$2,500 ; five chiefs of division, at $2,500 each ; one principal book-keeper, at $2,500 ; 
one assistant book-keeper, at $2,400; two tellers, at $2,500 each; two assistant tell- 
ers, at 82,50) each ; twelve clerks of class four; twelve clerks of class three; eight 
clerks of class two; six clerks of class one; forty clerks, at $900 each ; five messen- 
gers; five laborers, at $720 each; and seven laborers, at $240 each ; in all, $157,930; 
and for the division of loans, namely, fifteen clerks of class four; five clerks of 
class three ; five clerks of class two; eight clerks of class one; one hundred and 
eighteen counters and copyists, at $900 each; seven messengers; and twenty-six 
laborers ; in all, $182,400; and for the force employed in redeeming the national 
currency, Damely, for superintendent, $3,500 ; two principal tellers and one princi- 
pal book-keeper, at $2,500 each; one assistant book-keeper, $2,400; and two assist- 
ant tellers, at 82,000 each; two clerks of class four; two clerks of class three; four 
clerks of class two; thirty-five clerks of class one; twelve clerks, at $1,090 each ; 
twenty-six clerks, at $900 cach; two messengers; threeassistant messengers; three | 
employés, at $432 each ; in all, $112,336." 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 376 
to 39, both inclusive, avd agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

Register of the Treasury.—For compensation of the Register of the Treasury, 
64,100; assistant register, 82.250; six clerks of class four; seven clerks of class 
taree; ten clerks of class two; eight clerks of class one; six copyists, at $500 | 
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each; one messenger and three laborers; in all, $60,250; and for the division of 


| loans, namely, five chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; ning clerks of class four 


eight clerks of class three; three clerks of class two; four clerks of class one - 
sixty-seven copyists and counters, at $900 each; four messengers and four labor 
ers; in all, $114,540. And the office of deputy register of the Treasury is hereby 
abolished.” . 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement te the amendments numbered 3)1 
to 406, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“Comptroller of the Ourrency.—For Comptroller of the Currency, $5,000; deputy 
comptroller, $2,400; four chiefs of division, at $2,200 each; one stenographer, at 
$1,800; eight clerks of class four; twelve clerks of class three ; nine clerks of class 
two; eight clerks of class one; twenty-five clerks, at $900 each: three me-sengers, 
three laborers, and two night-watchmen, at $720 each; in all, $102,220; and for 
expenses of the national currency, namely, one superintendent, at $2,00); one teller 
and one book-keeper, at $2,000 each; and one assistant book-keeper, at $2,000; 
tifteen clerks, at $900 each ; and one messenger ; in all, $22,340." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 407 
and agree to the same, with an amendment striking out the words “ five hundred ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 408 
to 417. both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows; 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

*Oommissioner of Internal Revenue.—For Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
$6,000 ; one deputy commissioner, $3,200 ; two heads of division, at $2,500 each ; five 
heads of division, at $2,250 each; one stenographer, $1,200 ; twenty-five clerks of 
class four ; thirty clerks of class three; forty clerks of class two; eighteen clerks 
of class one ; fifty clerks, at $900 each ; four messengers ; and ten laborers ; in all, 
$253,410.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 420, 
and agree tothe same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the 
word “ packages " in line 25, page 21 of the bill, to the close of the paragraph ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 421 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out “nine hundred 
and twenty " and insert *‘ eight hundred ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 423, 
and agyee to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “eight hun- 
dred” and insert “ four hundred and seventy-five ; "’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 429, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ July” and in- 
sert ‘ September ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 431 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “thirty” and 
insert “twenty; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 432, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, amended as follows: After the word “of,” in said text, 
insert “not exceeding,” and after the word “day,” the last word in said text, add 


| “in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury,” and in dines 12 and 13, page 23 


of the bill, strike out “the 30th day of June next” and insert “ten days from the 
passage of this act;" and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 433 
and 434, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“ Light-House Board.—For chief clerk of the Light-House Board, $2,400; two 
clerks of class four; two clerks of class three; one clerk of class two; one clerk 
of class one ; one clerk, at $900; one messenger; and one laborer; in all, $14,260." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 435 
to 442, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“Bureau of Statistics—For the officer in charge of the Bureau of Statistics, 
$2,400; chief clerk, $2,000; 4ive clerks of class four; six clerks of class three; six 
clerks of class two; four clerks of class one ; five copyists, at $900 each ; one mes- 
senger; one laborer; and one char-woman, at $480; in all, $42,740. And for the ad- 
ditional duties imposed upon the Bureau of Statistics by the legislation of the sec 
ond session of the Forty-third Congress, the sum of $12,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be expended, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in payment of the services of experts, and for other 
necessary expenditures connected with the collection of facts relative to the inter- 
nal and foreign commerce of the United States.” = - 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 447, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the amended text and the sum proposed to be inserted and insert as a 
separate section at the end of the bill the following : 

“Seo. —. That the Secretaries respectively of the Departments of State, Treas 
ury, War, Navy, and Interior and the Attorney-General are authorized to m#ke 
requisitions upon the Postmaster-General for the necessary amount of postage 
stamps for the use of their Departments not exceeding the amount stated in the 
estimates submitted to Congress ; and wpon presentation of proper vouchers there- 
for at the Treasury, the amount thereof shall be credited to the appropriation for 
the service of the Post-Oftice Department for the same fiscal year.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 448, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of * three thousand 
insert “ two thousand five hundred ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its di sement to the amendment numbered 449, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “six” insert 
“five;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 451, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “ 4,000” insert 
“3,400; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 452, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In licu of “six” insert 
“five;” and the Sevate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 453, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “ten” insert 
“nine ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 454, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows; In lieu of “15,000” insert 
“12,500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 455, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of * 15,000” insert 
“ 12.500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 456, 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: In lienof 20” insert “ 15;” 
an: the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 45), 
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and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amend- 
ment the words “two hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 462 
and 463, and agree to the same, with an amendment substituting in each case for 
the amount proposed “ two thousand cight hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the 

ame. . 
= That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 464, 
and agree to the same, with an amen (ment as follows: Strike out “eight” and in- 
sert “ six; and the Senate agree tu the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 465 
and 466, and agree to the same, with an amendment substituting in each case for 
the amount proposed “two thousand four hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the 

ame. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 467 
and 469, and agree to the same, with an amendment substituting in each case for 
the amount propored “ two hundred and fifty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 470, 
and agree to the same, with an amendin ent as follows: Strike out “two” where 
it occurs the second time and insert in lieu thereof “ one ;” and the Senate agree to 

he same. 
, That the House recede from its disag reement to the amendment numbered 481, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: ‘ Strike out “ fifty thousand 
nine hundred and eighty” and insert “forty-eight thousand five hundred and 
thirty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 502, 
and agree to the same, with anamendment as follows: Strike out “ five” and insert 
in lieu thereof “two ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 504, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ five thousand 
one " and insert “ four thousand two;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 517, 
with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words proposed, and strike out, in 
lines 10 and 11, page 29 of the bill, the following words: “ assistant fractional-cur- 
rency clerk” and “ dollars ;” and the Senate agree to the eame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 520, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ forty thousand 
and twenty” and insert “ thirty-nine thonsand five hundred and fifty; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 546, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifteen” and 
insert * fourteen ;” 
the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 547, and agrew to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, amended as follows: In lieu of “June” insert ‘ Sep- 
tember ;” after the word “ discontinue ” insert “from said date,” and strike out 
“Tucson, Arizona,” and insert “ Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania;" and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 548, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word 
“Treasurer,” where it occurs the second time, to the close of the paragraph, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ $1,000; one clerk, $450; one clerk, $100; one 
assistant messenger, $180; and two watchmen, at $180 each ; in all, $2,390;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 549, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word 
“cashier” to the end of the paragraph and insert the following: ‘$450; book- 
keeper, $350; one watchman, $180; in all, $940 ;* and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 551, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out in line 19 of said 
amendment the following: “ sufficient to make ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 557, 
and agree te the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ sev- 
enteen thousand three” and insert in lieu thereof “ sixteen thousand nine ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 562 
to 570, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

** Mint at Philadelphia.—For salaries of the superintendent, $4,500; for the as- 
sayer, melter and refiner, coiner, and engraver, four in all, at $3,000 each; the as- 
sistant assayer, assistant coiner, and assistant melter and refiner, at $2,000 each ; 
cashier, $2,500; chief clerk, $2,250; book-keeper and deposit clerk, at $1,800 each ; 
weigh clerk, $2,000; and two clerks, at $1,600 each ; in all, 836,050.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 571, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifty” and in- 
sert “twenty ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 578, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ twenty-five 
thousand seven " and insert in lieu thereof “ twenty-four thousand nine ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 579, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “three hundred " 
and insert in lieu thereof “ two hundred and seventy-five ;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 580, and agree to strike 
out all after the word * dollars,” in line 26, page 32 of the bill, down to the close of 
the para »h; and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 582 
to 587, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

Iu lieu of the amended paragrapp substitute the following : 

“ Mint at Carson, Nevada.—Fof salary of superintendent, $3,000; for assayer, 
melter and refiner, and coiner, at $2,500 each ; chief clerk, at $2,250; cashier and 
book-keeper, at $2,000 each; weigh clerk, $2.00; voucher clerk and computing 
clerk, at $1 600 cach; assayer's clerk, at $1,200; in all, $23,550." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 588, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out therefrom the 
words “one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof “ eighty ;’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 595 
to 608, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Assay ofice at New York.—¥or salary of superintendent, $4,250; for assayer, 
$3,000; for melter and refiner, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,500; weighing clerk, $2,500; 
paying clerk, $2,000; bar clerk, $1,800; warrant clerk, $2.50; two calculating 
clerks, at $1,800 each; assistant weigh clerk, $1,600; for assayer’s first assistant, 
$2,250; for assayer's second assistant, $2,150; for assayer’s third assistant, $2,000 ; 
in all, $32,900. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 61! 
an« 612, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “six” 
and insert “four,” and strike out “four” and insert “ three; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 


strike out “seven” and insert “ two;” and the Senate agree to 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 613, 
and agree to the same by substituting for the amount proposed “$2,000 ;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 615, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“Assay office at Charlotte, ! wth Carolina.—For salary of assayer and melter, 
€1,500; for labor and other expenses, $500; in all, $2,000." : 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 613, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words pro 
ae to bo inserted insert “ 14,500," and add at the end of the paragraph the fol 
owing: “ Provided, That so much of the amount of $25,600 aonmecined by act of 
June 2, 1874, for per diem of members of council and house of representatives, 
and other officers and clerks and employés of the Legislative Assembly, as is not 
needed for the payment of per diem, shall be applicable to the payment of m Leage 
of members of the Legislature, and for printing, stationery, and other incidental 
expenses of the Legislature and the secretary's oflice of the Territory for the fiscal 
year 1875; aud the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 621, 
and acree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

* Territory of Colorado.—¥or salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
jadges, at $3,000 cach, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000: Provided, That said officers 
shall only rece:ve their compensation on the basis of the salary aforesaid up to the 
time of the admission of the said Territory as a State into the Union.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House reeede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 622, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitate the following : 

* Territory of Dakota.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at $3,000 cach, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 624, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

* Territory of Idaho.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at $5,000 each, and secretary, at 32,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the louse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 626, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “fifteen” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘*fourteen,” and add at the end of the paragraph the following 
as a new paragraph: 

“ For legislative expenses, namely: For oepeneation and mileageof members of 
the Legislative Assembly, the officers and clerks, and the contingent expenses 
thereof, $20,000: Provided, That the next Legislative Assembly shall convene at 
the seat of government of the Territory on the second Monday of January, 1877, 
and biennially thereafter. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 627, 
aml agree to the same, with in amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

* Territory of New Mexico.—Yor salaries of governor, chief justice, and two asso- 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each, secretary at $2,000, and interpreter and translator in 
the executive office, at $500, $14,500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 628, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“ Territory of Utah —For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at $3,000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 629, 
an agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“ Territory of Washington.—For salaries of governor, chicf justice, and two as- 
sociate judges, at $3,000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 630, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

* Terrvory of Wyoming.—For salaries of governor, chicf justice, and two asso- 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 633 
to 642, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

= For compensation of the Secretary of War, $8,000; one chief clerk, at $2,500; 
one disbursing clerk, at $2,000; two chief clerks of division, at $1,860 cach 
clerks of class four; four clerks of class three; four clerks of class two; twelve 
clerks of clasa one; eight messengers; seven laborers; six watchmen for the 
Northwest Executive building ; in all, $69,380.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Ilouse recede from its disagreement to the amendmenta numbered 645 
to 650, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Adjutant-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; eleven clerks 
of class four; seventeen clerks of class three; forty-one clerks of class two; one 
hundred and fifty-one clerks of class one; eight messengers, at $240 each ; in all, 
$294,320." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 651, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows; Strike out “ twelve,” and 
insert “ten ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 652, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of said amend- 
ment after the words ‘chief clerk" and insert in lieu thereof the following: “At 
$1,+00; one clerk of class three; two clerks of class one; one messenger ; in all, 
$6,640; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 656 
to 661, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Quartermastar-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; seven clerks 
of class four; nine clerks of class three ; twenty-four clerks of class two; forty 
eight clerks of class one ; twenty copyists, at $900 each ; one female messenger, at 
$30 per month; one messenger at $40; two assistant messengers; six laborers ; 

| one engineer, at $1,200; one fireman; five watchmen; and one draughtsman, at 
| And in vl, $152,420.” 


; ax 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 662 
to 667, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment aa follows ; 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitate the following 

“In the Office of the Commissary-General—One chief clerk, at $2,000; ove clerk 
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of class four: three clerks of class three; four clerks of class two; ten clerks of 
class one; one messenger, at 8840; two laborers; two watchmen ; in all, 29,920.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 668 
to 676, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In licn of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“In the Office of the Surgeon-General.—One chicf clerk, at $2,000; seven clerks of 
class four; five clerks of class three; seven clerks of class two; ninety-two clerks 
of class one; one anatomist at the Army Medical Museum, at $1,600; one engineer 
in division of records and museum, at $1,400; one messenger, at $840; twenty 
watchmen and laborers ; in all, $161,040: Provided, That the Surgeon-ti cneral of the 
Army is hereby authorized to detail, for temporary duty in his Office, in complet- 
ing the catalogue of the library, one acting assistant surgeon from those now under 
coutract, and no additional contract shall on this account be made.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 677 
to 681, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Chief of Ordnance.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; two clerks of 
class four; two clerks of class three ; two clerks of class two; six clerks of class 
one; one messenger; one laborer; in all, $20,360: Provided, That the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized to employ in this Bureau not exceeding cight enlisted 
men.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 682 
to 690, both inclusive, and agree to the samo, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“In the Office of the Paymaster-Gencral.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; six clerks of 
class four; seven clerks of class three; fourteen clerks of class two; nine clerks 
of class one; one messenger; two watchmen; three laborers; in all, $538,840." 

And the Sendte agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 691 
to 696, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Chief of Engineers.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; four clerks 
of class four; three clerks of class three; three clerks of class two; three clerks 
of class one; one messenger; two laborers ; in all, $24,030." 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 705, 
and agree to the same, with the following amendment: Strike out in lines 26 and 27, 
mage 41 of the bill, the following: “ For postage on official mail matter for the War 

Jepartment and its bureaus, $70,000," and insert the following: “ For compensa- 
tion of superintendents of the six buildings occupied by the War Department, at 
$250 each, 31,500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment nambered 712, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ thirty- 


five thousand six” and insert in licu thereof “ thirty-one thousand four;” and the 
Senate agree to the same 


Phat the House recede from its disa 

















greement to the amendment numbered 723, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “twelve” 
an‘ insert in lien thereof “nine ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 732, 
733, and 734, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of said 
amended paragraph substitute the following: “For one superintendent of the 
building occupied by the Navy Department, and for five watchmen and two labor- 
ers; in all, 85,290," and strike out Lines 7 and &, page 46 of the bill; and the Senate 
agree to the same 

That the House recede from the disagreement to the amendments numbered 735 
to 741. both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended px raph substitute the following 

“For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, 3¢,000; Assistant Secretary, 
$3,500; chief clerk, $2,500; eight clerks of class four, who may be pai 100 addi- 
tional if the Secretary of the Interior deem it necessary and proper ; five clerks of 
class three ; five clerks of class two; five clerks of class one, one of whom shall be 
the telegraph operator of the Department; three copyists ; two messengers; two 
assistant messengers ; and four laborers ; in all, $59,700." 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 742, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out in line 21, page 
46 of the bill, the word “eighteen” and insert “ twenty-eight,” and strike out in 
line 23, page 46 of the bill, the words “thirteen thousand nine” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘ twenty thousand one ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Ffouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 743, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
“seven thousand five hundred” and insert “six thousand two hundred and 
fifty ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 744, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 

In lieu of the words proposed by said amendment substitute the following : 

“For rent of buildings er use of the Pension Office and for the Bureau of Edu- 
cation, 814,000; Provided, That it the Secretary of the Interior can procure a fire- 
pect building of suitable accommodations, for a rent not eabentinen the sum 
vereby appropriated, he shall rent the same, to take effect so soon as the present 
letting cay be legally terminated: And provided, That the lease of the present 
buildings shall be continued if the said buildings shall be made fire-proof by the 
owners thereof to the satisfaction of the said Sec: etary within six months from the 
passage of this act, without disturbing the use of the said buildings; and that any 
ease mado for said building shall expire on nine months’ notice from the Secretary 
of the Interior; and in case of removal the sum of $2 000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is appropriated for the cost of fitting up and removal to said fire- 
proof building.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 745 
to 75°, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

General Land Office For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, $4,000; 
chicf clerk, $2,000; recorder, $2,000; law clerk, $2,000; three principal clerks, at 
#1,800 each; five clerks of class four; twenty-two clerks of class three ; forty clerks 
of class two; seventy clerks of class one; one dratghtsman, $1,600; one assistant 
draughtsman, $1,400; two messengers ; three assistant messengers ; eight laborers ; 
and two packers ; in all, $213,640: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior, 
in his diseretion, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to use any portion of said ap- 
pret riation for pieco-work, or by the day, month, or year, at a rate or rates as 

leem just and fair, not exceeding a salary of §900 per annum.” 


















wo may & 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 760, 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed 


to be inserted insert “ twenty-seven thousand five hundred; and the Senate agree 
to the same 





That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 774, 


an agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “four” and in- 
sort ‘two; and the Senate agree to the same. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 12, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 775. 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “seven” and in. 
sert ‘six; and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 777, 
783, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

‘ For contingent expenses of the office, famely: For actual expenses of clerks 
detailed to investigate suspected frauds and attempts at fraud, as provided by law, 
$50,000; for stationery, $6,000 ; for carpets, mats, furniture, awnings, and repairs 
of the same, $2.000; for fuel, gas, engraving and retouching plates; for bounty 
land warrants, printing and binding the same, engraving and printing pension cer 
titicates ; for repairs of building, and for other necessary expenses of the office, in. 
cluding two daily newspapers, $4,500; in all $62,500.” 

Anil the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 7:84 
to 804, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“ United States Patent Ofice.—For compensation of the Commissioner of the Pat- 
ent Office, $4,500; for assistant commissioner, $3,000; for chief clerk, $2,250; three 
examiners-in-chief, at $3,000 each; examiner in charge of interferences, $2,500; 
trade-mark examiner,$2,250 ; twenty-two principal examiners, at $2,500 each ; twenty- 
two first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each; twenty-two second assistant examin- 
ers at $1,600 each ; twenty-two third assistant cxaminers, at $1,400 each ; one libra 
rian, $1,200; one machinist, $1,600; five clerks of class four, (one of whom shall 
receive $200 additional for services as financial clerk, and shall give bond in such 
amount as the Secretaryof the Interior may determine ;) five clerks of class three ; 
twenty-one clerks of class two; and thirty-five clerks of class one; also for twenty- 
five permanent clerks, at $1,000 each ; for forty copyist clerks, at $000 each; for 
three skilled draughtsmen, at $1,200 each ; for one messenger and purchasing clerk, 
$1,000; for one skilled laborer, $1,200; for six attendants in model-room, at $1,000 
each; for four attendants in model-room, at $900 each; for forty laborers, at $720 
each ; for six laborers, at $600 each ; in all, $384,900.” 

And the Senate agreo to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 205, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “eighty” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ seventy ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 806, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
“in the city of Washington” and insert ‘‘who shall receive competitive bids there 
for ;" and the House agree to the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 20s, 
and agree to thesame, with anamendmentas follows: Strike out “ thirty-tive 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ thirty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 815, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ three" and in 
sert in lieu thereof “ one; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 814 
to 825, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitate the following : 

“ For contingent expenses, namely: Stationery, $1,500; cases for library, 
library, $1,000; current educational periodicals, 3250; other current public , 

225 ; completing valuable sets of periodicals and publications in the library, $200 ; 
telegraphing and expressage, $200 ; collecting statistics, and writing and compiling 
matter for annual and special reports, and editing and publishing circulars of in 
formation, $8,000; fuel and lights, $275 ; office-furniture, $250 ; contingencies, $500 ; 
in all, $12,900." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered #26 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : Strikeout “ five ’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof “ three ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 827 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ five 
hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 22, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ eight 
thousand four” and insert in lieu thereof ‘five thousand five; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 829 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ six thousand ” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ four theusand ;” and the Se: ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered *39, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ six 
thousand three,” and insert in liea thereof “three thousand six;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered *3), 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words © six 
thousand three,”’ and insert in lieu thereof * four thousand five; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 832 
and agree to the same, withan amendment as fellows: Strike out the word “twenty” 
an< insert in lieu thereof “twelve ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered #33 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ four” 
and insert in lieu thereof “three ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 834, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “five 
thousand” and insert in lieu thereof “three thousand five hundred ;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from ite disagreement to the amendment numbered &35, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “tive 
thousand” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thous@nd five hundred ;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 836, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “five 
thousand ” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand five hundred; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 837 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “six 
thousand three " and insert in lieu thereof *‘ three thousand six ;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 838 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out the word “tive” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ three ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 839 
and agree to the same, withan amendment as follows : Strike out the words “ four 
thousand seven" and insert in lieu thereof “ three thousand six ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmont numbered 840, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words * six 
thousand seven hundred” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand ;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 841, 
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and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “four 
thousand ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘three thousand two hundred ;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 843 to 
872, both inclasive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended panera substitute the following: 

“or compensation of the Postmaster-General, 88,000; three Assistant Postmas- 
ters-General, at $3,500 each ; superintendent of money-order system, $3,000 ; super- 
intendent of foreign mails, $3,000; topographer, $2,500; chief of division of mail 
depredations, $2,000; chief of division of dead letters, $2,500; chief of division of } 
postal stamps, $2,250 ; superintendent of Post-Oftice building and disbursing officer, 
8 ',100; chief clerk to the Postmaster-General, $2,200; three chief clerks to the As- 
sistant Postmasters-General, at $2,000 cach; chief clerk to the superintendent of 
mopney-order system, $2,000; chief clerk to the superintendent of foreign mails, 
$1.00; chief of division of free delivery, $2,100; superintendent of biank agency, 
$1,800; assistant superintendent of blank agency, $1,600; four assistants of blank 
agency, $1,200 each; two assistants of blank agency, $900 each; stenographer, 
$1,200; seventeen clerks of class four; sixty-three clerks of class three ; forty-eight 
clerks of class two; sixty-five clerks of class one; forty-seven female clerks, at #900 
eoch; one messenger to Postmaster-General, $900; three messengers to Assistant 
Postmasters-Genoral. $840 cach ; seven assistant messengers, $720 cach ; captain of 
the wateh, $1,000; nine watchmen, at $720 each ; twenty-seven laborers, 8720 each ; 
one engineer, $1,400; one assistant engineer, $1,000; one carpenter, $1,200; one as- 
sistant carpenter, $1,000; one fireman, who shall be a blacksmith, $900; one fire- 
man, who shall be a steam-fitter, $900; one fireman, $720; three female laborers, 
#120 each; and for temporary clerks, $10,000; making, in all, $134,340." 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 873 
to 8&5, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended text substitute the followinz: 

“ For contingent expenses of the Post-Oflice Department: For stationery, $9,000; 
fucl for the General Post-Office building, including the Anditor’s Office, $7,400; 
for gas, $5,000; plumbing and gas-fixtures, $3,000; telegraphing, 83,000; painting, 
£2,000; carpets, $3,000; furniture, 35.000; keeping of horses and repair of wagons 
and harness, $1,200; hardware, $1,200; and for rentof house numbered 915 E street 
northwest, $1,800; and for miscellaneous items, $8,000 ; in all, $49,600.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 886 
to 910, both inclusive and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“ For compensation of the Commissioner of Ag: iculture, $3,000 ; chief clerk, $1,800; 
entomologist, $2,000; chemist, $2,000; assistant chemist, $1,400; superintendent of 
experimental gardens and grounds, $1,°00; statistician, #1.800 ; disbursing clerk, 
$1,600; superintendent of seed-room, $1.600; librarian, $1,400 ; botanist, $1,800; mi- 
croscopist, $1,200; three clerks of class four; four clerks of class three; five clerks 
of class two; six clerks of class onc; enginecr, $1,200; superintendent of folding 
room, $1,200; two copyists, at $900 each; two attendants in the museum, $1,000 
each ; one messenger, at 8840; two assistant messengers, at $720 each ; one carpen- 
ter, at $960; two watchmen; and eight laborers ; making, in all, $64,700.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the louse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 911, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out therefrom the 
word “ fifteen " and insert in lien theroof “ten ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered (16, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the paragraph substitate tho following: 

“ For the paunebaen by the Librarian of Congress, of new books of reference for 
the Supreme Court, to be a part of the Library of Congress, to be purchased under 
the direetion of the Chief Justice, $2,000; and the unexpended balance of $1,000, 
appropriated by the act for sundry civil expenses for the fiseal year 1875, to enable 
the Joint Committee on the Library of Congress to procure plans for the accommo- 
dation of the Library, is hereby re-appropriated and made available for said pur- 
yOSe. 

: That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 923 
to 935, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Office of the Attorney-General.—For compensation of tho Attorney-General, 
$3.00 ; Solicitor-General, $7,000; three Assistant Attorneys-General, at $5,000 cach ; 
one Assistant Attorney-General of the Post-Oflice Departinent, 24,000 ; Solicitor of 
luternal Revenue, $4,500; examiner of claims, 83.500; law-clerk and examiner of 
titles, $2,700; chief clerk, $2,200; stenowraphic clerk. $1,800 ; one law-clerk, $2,000 ; 
tive clerks of class four; additional for disbursing clerk, $200; one clerk of class 
two; one clerk of class one; five copyists; one telegraph-operator, at $1,000; one 
messenger; one assistant messenger; two laborers; and two watchmen; in all, 
$72,440." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House reevde from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 939, 
and agree to the samo, with an amendment striking out the paragraph and insert- 
ing the following: ‘‘ For rent of the four floors of the building occupied by the De- 
partment of Justice. $14,000;" and the Senate agree to tho same. 

That the Louse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 943, 
aud agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ four” and in- 
sert “three; and the Senate agree to the samo. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 945, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out therefrom “ twen- 
ty-cight thousand” apd insert in lien thereof ‘‘twenty-four thousand eight han- 
dred ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 946, 
and agree to substitute for the same the following: 

“Sec. 2. That the reduction in the numerical force of the officers, clerks, and em 
ployés in the several Executive Departments made necessary by tho provisions of 
this act shall be carried into effect as follows: The number so reduced shall be 


























































































their compensation to the said date is hereby appropriated. And the amounts of 
money necessary to carry out the provisions of this act for which no specific ap- 
propriations are made are hereby appropriated ; and the amounts heretofore appro- 
priated for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses for this fiscal year, so far 








continued, or to excess of compensation which by this act is reduced, shall not be 
deducted from the aggregate appropriations herein made for like purposes ; and 
the sum of $60,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
for temporary clerical service in the several Execuiive Departments, accerding to 
the exigencies of the public service, to be apportioned by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. And the President is authorized, during the present fiscal year. when- 
ever the interests of the public service shall require it, to transfer any clerk or 
employé from one Department to service in another Department.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 947, 
948, 949, 950, and 951, and agree to the following substitute for the section: 

“Sec. 3. That whevever, in the judgment of the head of any Department, the du- 













class, or by a female clerk, it shall be lawfal for him to diminish the number of 
clerks of the higher grade and increase the number of the clerks of the lower grade 
Within the limit of the total app opriation for such clerical service: P’rorided, That 
in making any reduction of force in any of the Executive Departwents the head 









discharged on the 10th day of October next. and the sum of money necessary for | 


as the same were applicable to service which by the provisions of this act is dis- | 


ties assigned to a clerk of one class can be as well performed by a clerk of a lower | 
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of such Department shall retain those persons who may be equally qualified who 
have been honorably discharged from the military or naval service of the United 
States, and the widows and orphans of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

“ Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to institute a care- 
ful scrutiny of the present condition and competence of the foree employed in the 
collection of revenue from customs, with a view of reducing the namber of the 
same 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 952, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, amended as follows: Strike out therefrom the follow ing 
words: “except those for whom specific appropriations are made" and insert the 
following: “‘ beyond provision wane by law.” 

“Sec. —. That all executive officers or employés of the United States not ap 
ies by the President. with the advice and consent of the Senate, are prohibited 

rom requesting, giving to, or receiving from any other officer or employé of the 
Government any money or property or other thing of value for political parposes ; 
and any such officer or employé who shall offend against the provisions of this see 
tion shall be at once discharged from the service of the United States; and ho shall 
also be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined 
in a sum not exceeding 8500. 

“Sec. —. To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry into effect the act of 
March 3, 1875, to provide for the sale of the buildings and grounds known as the 
Detroit arsenal, at Dearbornville, in the State of Michigan, by appraising aud sur 
veying the property and advertising its sale, $1,000: Provided, That the Seceretary 
of the Intenor may, in his discretion, postpone the time of sale to the txne most 
advantageous to the United States 

ee . —. For the purpose of defraying the expenses of a survey of the Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific Railways between Council Bluffs, lowa, and Sacra 
mento, California, to be made in pursuance of the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives passed the 12th day of July, 1876, $10,000." 

Ani the House agree to the same. 





WM. WINDOM, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

T. F. BAYARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 

W. R. MORRISON, 

JOHN A. KASSON, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. RDMUNDS. ask the Clerk to read commencing at section 
blank on page 65. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec.—. That all executive officers or employés of the United States not appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Sevate, are prohibited trom 


requesting, giving to, or receiving from any other officer or employé of the Gey 

ernment any money or property or other thing of value for political purposes; and 
any such oflicer or employé who shall offend against the provisions of this section 
shall be at once discharged from the service of the United States; and he shall also 


bedeemed guilty of amisdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in a sum 
not exceeding 8500. 

Sec. —. To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry into effect the act of 
March 3, 1875, to provide for tho sale of the buildings and grounds known as the 
Detroit Arsenal, at Dearbornville, in the State of Michigav, by appraising and sur 
veying the property and advertising its sale, $1,000: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Interior may, in his discretion, postpone the time of sale to the time most 
advantageous to the United States. 

Sec. —. For the purpose of defraying the expenses of a survey of the Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific Railways between Council Bluffs, lowa, and Sacra 
mento, California, to be made in pursuance of the resolution of the House of Rep 
resentatives passed the 12th day of July, 1876, $10,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order as to these last see- 
tions that they were never in the House bill, or anything on the sub- 
ject, or in any of the Senate amendments; and that contrary to the 
rules of parliamentary propriety the conferees have gone entirely 
outside of their jurisdiction and imported these provisions entirely 
fresh into the bill. Therefore 1 object to the report being received. 

Mr. WINDOM. i do not wish to say anything on the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been settled too often. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to appeal to the Senator from Vermont to 
take into consideration the circumstances of this bill and former 
practices and content himself with giving notice for the future. If 
he chooses to read a lecture on obedience to the rules, it will be re- 
ceived very kindly, and it will be very substantially followed here- 
after, so far as any influence I may have is concerned, but I appeal to 
| him to withdraw the point of order. The fact is that this bill has 
passed through unusual tribulations. For thirty-three or thirty-four 
days and nights it has been on our hands, I think there is less of 
that objectionable legislation in it than has usnally been in bills of 
this character, although that is no excuse for this. I agree with the 
Senator from Vermont that it onght not to be done, and I think it is 
an evil that will be remedied hereafter without the necessity for post- 
poning this bill upon the point of order. There is, certainly, no very 
serious objection in themselves to the amendment. With the per- 
mission of the Senator I will state—I know this is not upon the point 
of order, but it is only in sustaining my appeal to the Senator from 
Vermont—that under the first of these sections committing to the 
| Secretary of the Interior, as we have done, discretion as to the time 
of sale, there can be no great damage. Under the last clause to which 
the point of order is raised, 1 think a good deal of good will be ac- 
complished, although perhaps that is not a reason why it should be 
| included in the bill as against the rule. The committee were in- 
formed and believed the fact to be true that it has recently been as- 
certained that there are some fifty miles more of the Union Pavitic 
| Railroad paid for than really exist, and it was thought desirable to 
| have the measure inserted, as probably from half a million to two 
million dollars will be saved by it. 

I have nothing to say on the point of order. I understand the 
point of order better than I did in the conference committee; but I 
appeal to the Senator to let the bill go through. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course the Senate is perfectly aware that the 


point is well taken, and a point of order that ought to be taken on 
every occasion of this character, as it generally is. I, of course, do 
not intend, after 1 get the ruling of the Chair, to insist upon it, be- 
cause these particular provisions are not obnoxious, so far as | know; 
but I make it in order that it shall not grow up to be the practice 
of this body to tolerate this violation of the rules of propriety and 
procedure, and by and by, as instances make order, as the phrase is, 
we shall find that it is in order for the conferees to put in whatever 
they like that the two Houses never heard of, and force us to take it 
at the end of the session, as in this case, because they put it in rather 
than to lose the bill. Therefore, in order to prevent the establish- 
ment of a bad precedent, I will make the point of order, and if, of 


course, a8 I have no doubt, the Chair shall sustain it, I shall at once | 


withdraw it, with unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont makes 


the point of order that new matter has been introduced which was | 


not submitted to the conferees. The Chair will sustain the point of 


order, at the same time saying, as it is a matter of grave importance, | 
that if the Senator insists upon it, the Chair will refer it to the Sen- | 


ate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish the Chair to state what the rule is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tire Chair sustains the point of 
order, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my 
point of order and let the objection be waived. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the point of order is withdrawn, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to give notice that I shall never withdraw 
it again, except—no, I will not make any exception. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 move that the Senate concur in the report of the 
counnittee of conference, and I think that the best explanation I can 
make of these nine hundred and odd amendments will be to submit 
the printed report and await any question that may be put to me. It 
is utterly impossible, as we have passed the bill, to make a full expla- 
nation. It has already been somewhat fully explained, and unless it 
be desired by Senators I will not take the time to make an explana- 
Lion. 

The report was agreed to, 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is now before the 
Senate, being the bill in relation to the Hawaiian treaty. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to appeal to the Senator from California 
{Mr. SARGENT] to permit the farther consideration of the report 


resented | s consular ; atic bill. ink we | : a 
presented by him apon the consular and diplomatic bill. L think we | take effect from the passage of the act, and no provision at all made 


| for these people who have been kept on beggarly salaries before to 
| get home. That would have been ernel; but what I do say is that 

| taking the language of the act as it stands it amounts so far as I can 
| understand, and my friend seems to agree to that, to be assuming a 


ought to finish that before we adjourn to-night, and I think ho will 
consent to lay aside the regular order for that purpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. LI will do so, laying aside the regular order infor- 
mally to come up again at the conelusion of the report. I ask that 
the question be taken upon the report. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the conference report upon the consular aud diplomatic bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. Has it been read? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Lt was read before the recess. 


Mr. EDMUNDs. Ido not ask for it, except that I should like to | 


have the last clause read. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation of such diplomatic and consular officers heretofore compen- 
sated by salaries for whose salaries no appropriation is made by this act such 
amount as shall be necessary to pay their salaries as fixed by law until they shall 
have netice to close their oflices, which notcce shall be at once sent to them by the 
Seeretary of State, and for the time allowed by law for transit from their respect- 
ive posts to their places of residence, $25,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have my friend from California 
state what are these offices that the Secretary of State is ordered to 
cause to be closed, 

Mr. SARGENT. The offices for which no provision is made in the 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The offices which this clause says the Secretary 
of State shall notify at once to be closed ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. For instance, he will send word to the 
ministers at Portugal, Switzerland, Bolivia, Ecuador, and also to the 
consuls at Swatow, Southampton, Oporto, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say that if there is any execu- 
tive branch of the Government left under this reform Congress, I 


supposed that under the Constitution it did not belong to Congress | 
to determine when a particular officer should be turned out and or- | 
dered home. I did not suppose it was competent for Congress to | 


declare that some minister at some foreign court or some consul should 
be directed by the Secretary of State to close up his office and either 
come home or go elsewhere as he liked, to stop his office and turn 
him out. I supposed the law was perfectly plain that that sort of 
thing belonged to an independent and separate department of the 
Government ; and while of course I have no expectation of prevent- 
ing the acceptance of this report, and as a practical fact | have no 
disposition that I know of—we must get out some way—I want, as I 
did on the other occasion about the matter of order and parliamentary 
propriety, to put in for one a caveat that 1 do not agree to any such 


RECORD—SEN ATE. Avuaust 12 


“9 


law as that. Even if Congress has the power to abolish the office of 
a consul, so that no such oflice exists, it is quite a different thing from 
undertaking to exercise the power of directing that a particular 
oflicer or a particular number of officers, named as they are by refer- 
ence, shall close up their offices and clear out. It is as plain a viola- 
tion of the independent rights of a co-ordinate henadh to the Goy- 
ernment, to my mind, as could possibly be stated. I may be wronz : 
but that is my opinion, and I take this opportunity to express it so 
that nebody hereafter will say to me that I have assented to legisl:- 
tion of that character. 

Mr. SARGENT. The conferees on the part of the Senate were 
confronted with this difficulty: We made no appropriation for evr- 
tain offices, contrary to our opinion of what ought to be done, know- 
ing thereby that, pro tanto, the service was injured and crippled; 
but it would take some months to get word to ministers and consuls 
in various parts of the earth that there was no aalary provided for 
them, and hence there was a necessity for them to return home. 
Unless provision was made for their payment for that interval, and 
also that which the law provides for their transit home, they might 
be left in a very embarrassing situation. Their salaries at best, many 
of them, are small. They might not have the means to get howe ; 
and from being representatives of America abroad, keeping up to 
some extent the dignity of their positions they might be turned to 
beggars and compelled to borrow inoney or to beg it in order to vot 
home. It was necessary to provide a fund to get them home. If a 
fund was provided, it was necessary to place some limitation upon the 
expense which would be incurred. It would be a charge upon that 
fund, and I do not know of any apter words that I could use to ex- 
press it than to say that notice should be sent to them at once ; 
that on their receiving it they should come home; and that they 
should be paid for the time which elapsed to get it and for the: 
transit home. That was the difficulty which we encountered. | 


| wulmit the criticism of the Senator. It was a very diflicult problem 


to deal with, and I thought it was the best we could do under the 
circumstances. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my honorable friend from California wil! 
not suppose that I am making a criticism upon the object he had in 
view. Iwas only saying that in my humble opinion this particular 
clause, to which I have referred, commanding the closing of certain 
offices named by reference, was a palpable violation, under the Con- 
stitution, of the rights of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment; that is all. The motive that he has stated was a very good, 





and a proper, and a very necessary one, if I can use that as applic 


| to motive. That I entirely agree to. I should have been very sorry 


to have had the Senate assent to these salaries being abolished, to 


power in Congress to declare that any public minister or oflicer at 
any place, because Congress seems to be dissatisfied with him or his 
service or for any reason, shall cease his functions and retire, not 
abolishing the oifice, which may be another thing, but abolishing 
him, which, so far as I have understood the Constitution, is a power 
that does not belong to Congress. 

Mr. HOWE. lam not going to criticise the action of those Sena- 
tors who have represented this body in these prolonged conferences 


| on the consular and diplomatie bill. I partly know something of the 


strain to which they have been subjecved, the difficulties that they 
have had to encounter, and the extreme lavor which has been imposed 


| upon them. [am bound to assume and really believe that they have 
| not only done the best of which they were capable, but I have every 


reason to believe that they have done as well as could be done under 
the circumstances which confronted them. But I cannot see the 
Senate acquiesce in the result to which they have been forced with- 
ont expressing my extreme regret and mortification—I will use that 
expression—that they should have been driven to a result which I 
think so unbecoming and so humiliating to the Republic. 

Mr. President, if we had been driven by stress of circumstances or 
stress of politics to reduce the clerical force in your Departments 
one-fourth or one-half, we could have submitted to that without any 
dishonor in the eyes of the world. All you could say of that is that 
your work would not be done. You could have consolidated all the 
Auditors in the Treasury Department into one and the worst that 
could have happened would be that your accounts would not have 
been adjusted, your obligations would not have been met. You 
could have reduced the salariesof the headsof your Cabinet one-half or 
three-fourths, and the worst that would happen from that would be 
that such members of the Cabinet as were able to support themselves, 


| which they now do in a great measure, would have only had to draw 


afew more thousands out of their own pockets, and as to such of those 
ministers as are dependent upon their salaries for support, we could 
have taken up contributions for them in the churches, or given them 
now and then a donation party, and so eked out their support. But 
this mania for a reduction in your expenses has not fallen so heavily 
| upon the domestic service. It has struck hard the foreign service 
and just at that branch of service which I think should not have becn 

| struck at all. 
lor the first time in the history of the Republic we can say that 

































since the close of the late war the Government of the United States 
has exerted something like its due weight and influence in the coun- 
cils of nations. Iam gratified, not to say proud, to believe that in 
the rank of nations the United States stands at the front. Our 
councils are sought for, are listened to, are respected. 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EATON. Has not the United States occupied for the last 
thirty years a front rank among the nations of the earth? 

Mr. HOWE. No, sir. 

Mr. EATON. Not under the administration of Jackson? 

Mr. HOWE. No, sir. I may have misunderstood what was the 
front rank of nations thirty years ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He means the skirmish line. 

Mr. HOWE. She was not on the skirmish line by a long shot. I 
was even less acquainted with her diplomacy then than I am now. 
I am sorry to make the confession, but my judgment is that the 
United States has been lifted within the last ten years 50 per cent. 
in the seale of influence and of weight. 

Now, sir, you cannot carry contributions to your consuls or to your 
winisters abroad ; and after all our gasconade about republican sim- 
plicity, itdoes not pay well at the court of London or Parisor the court 
of any other first-class foreign power. It is not a good market for it. 
To have there the influence which belongs to this country, you must 
maintain ministers not only of intellectual force and power, but you 
must maintain them somewhat in the guise, if not in the character, 
of gentlemen. They cannot borrow clothes to attend an evening 
party. They cannot exert the power we expect of them in the arena 
of politics without maintaining something of asocial position. They 
cannot do that for nothing. They cannot do that without an ade- 
quate compensation. I am glad to learn that some ministers have 
escaped being scaled down. I am sorry to learn that other ministers 
have been not exactly cashiered bunt have been supplanted. 

Mr. SARGENT. Do L understand my friend? There have been no 
ministers whatever scaled down. We have not changed a salary. 

Mr. HOWE. Lam speaking of your law. Iam speaking of your 
appropriation. 4 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam speaking of the appropriation bill myself. 
We have not reduced the salary of any minister whatever or any con- 
sul. 

Mr. HOWE. But you have not appropriated for them. 

Mr. SARGENT. There are twenty-two consulates not appropriated 
for. 

Mr. HOWE. And some ministers. 

Mr. SARGENT. Seven or eight. 

Mr. HOWE. That is what I am speaking of. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator spoke of their being scaled down. I 
thought that referred to salaries. 

Mr. HOWE. I was not speaking of a change of the law. 

Mr. SARGENT. We resisted the reduction of salaries becanse we 
believed the amount allowed by law was not more than sufficient to 
maintain them half respectably abroad. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator understands, as I explained at the out- 
set, that it was not the purpose of any remark I had to make to crit- 
icise the action of the conferees on the part of the Senate. I am 
speaking of the result. 

E Mr. SARGENT. I was only anxious my friend should understand 
the case, and I see that he does. I misapprehended him. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam speaking of the unfortunate result. I think it 
is to be regretted that at this time we should actually advertise to 
the world that we cannot afford to maintain even third-class minis- 
ters at several very important European courts, and at several other 
South American governments. Perhaps there is more political signi- 
ficance in keeping up, maintaining the position we have already 
assumed here on this continent than there is abroad ; but I think the 
importance of both thesé positions towers in comparison with the 
importance of the sum of money which it costs the people of the 
United States to maintain them. 

Mr. President, I do not mean to detain the Senate ; I feel this mat- 
ter rather more acutely than I care to give expression to. I could 
have borne meager appropriations in various directions with more 
equanimity than I regard them in this particular one, but it is a 
question which concerns not me, but the American people. They 
will consider it, and will pass judgment for or against it. I aweit 
their judgment. If they disapprove of this, it can be corrected here- 
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diplomatic relations, we are disgraced before the world. If we say 


that we cannot keep up our clerical force, our Government suffers. 
If we say we cannot pay officials properly, we must take those of a 
lower grade. Ina word, if we run this nation on the basis of poverty, 
we damage it. : 


But, Mr. President, this nation is not poor. In 1860 we had a debt, 


I believe, of $90,000,000, which had accumulated intime of peace, and 
when we undertook to borrow we paid 12 per cent. interest. Now a 
large part of our entire debt is funded at 5 per cent., none of it is 
over 6 per cent., and we can fund it at 4} probably. That does not 
look like poverty. We have reduced our interest account since 1857 


from $143,000,000 to $103,000,000 a year. We pay $30,000,000 of our 


debt every year. The balance of trade last year in our fovor was 
$120,000,000, which is just so much money paid into our Treasury. 
That does not look like poverty. 


Mr. President, is it not true that we as a nation, whatever may be 
the condition of the people—and this question does not affect the peo- 
ple, for there has been no lowering of taxation—are affecting poverty 
in order that we may display to the public pretended virtues of ex- 
traordinary economy and frugality? I believe that to be the case. 

Mr. FERRY, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) Mr. President, I also sym- 
pathize with the conferees, mach more than I do with the policy of their 
report. The chairman of the conference committee has stated that 
twenty-two consulates have virtually been abandoned because the 
bill fails to make appropriations for the consuls. I suppose one case 
would be a type for all, and as we are generally better informed of 
those that are nearer home, I desire to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from California and also of the Senate to the case of the consul 
at Windsor, opposite to the city of Detroit. There is the western ter- 
minus of the Great Western Railway opposite a city of a hundred 
thousand population, a port of entry. The goods imported at the port 
of Detroit are scattered from that port throughout the whole West ; 
goods for Cincinnati, Saint Louis, Chicago, Milwankee, and all the 
western cities are entered there, and yet the consulate at Winsor, re- 
ceiving the petty salary of $1,500 in gold, whose fees more than pay 
his salary and that of all the consular agents connected with that 
consulate, is stricken out. Now, what is the consequence ? Not a cer- 
tificate can be issued, because there is no consul there, and parties own- 
owning the goods that are exported from there to the United States 
must go to Sarnia, a distance of seventy miles, I think. Not only is 
that so as to goods coming that way, but it is true as to goods coming 
on the southern railway at Trenton. Thus you have the business of 
two great thoroughfares to be provided for; and yet with a simple 
salary of $1,500 you have been driven to withhold the appropriation 
in order that you may enconomize on that scale. I desire the Seuator 
to give a little explanation. 

Mr. SARGENT. I can explain it inseveral ways. It may be proper 
for me to say that Windsor, Canada, was struck out originally in 
the House bill. It was one of the forty consulates left out. In study- 
ing this bill I went very carefully through the details and examined 
the debate in the House on the various items. I found quite a num- 
ber of consulates which were proposed to be struck out and which 
were finally struck out and which in the House elicited a great deal 
of debate and a very instructive debate, but I found no reference at 
all to Windsor, Canada, as being of any consequence, Of course I 
knew its location and that it probably was as important as many 
others; bnt there was certainly nothing in the House debates to call 
my attention to it. 

Furthermore, in making up this report after the proposition was 
submitted to the Senate conferees, we took the best advice we could 
from the Department as to where reduction would do the least harm 
to the service. It is unquestionable, in the opinion of the Depart- 
ment, and in my opinion, that we have done some harm to the serv- 
ice; still harm had to be done, and it seemed that Windsor could go 
out as well as La Rochelle could go out, or Swatow could go out, or 
Southampton and others I have mentioned, and perhaps better than 
some other consulates. In some cases people have to go more than 
seventy miles. In some cases the inconvenience would be very much 
greater. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I inquire of the Senator from California if 
this is not one of the consulates provided for that might allow of the 
appointment of a consul for the fees? 

Mr.SARGENT. Aconsular agent unquestionably can be appointed 
to be paid out of the fees. A consul cannot be appointed to be paid 
out of the fees, because the law says, which is not repealed ander the 





after. I shall expect at no very distant day to see the Government 
of the United States return and re-occupy the position which to some 
extent 1 think it abandons at this time by the acceptance of this 
report. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I can sympathize with the 
conferees in this matter, for I have been on a committee of conference 
upon this bill. I am very sorry that the nation is brought to this 
strait. The destruction of the poor is their poverty. Ifa planter 
has a fine plantation and cannot stock it, if a merchant has a good 
stock of goods and cannot employ clerical force, if a professional man 
has a good education and cannot get a library, his poverty is his 
destruction. It is equally true that affectation of poverty by the 
rich is the destruction of the rich. The result is the same if the 
policy is the same, whether the poverty be affected or actual. If we 
say to the world that we are so poor that we cannot keep up our 




















sentiment of the Senate, that consuls at certain places named in 
schedules B and C shall be paid a certain salary, and if the Depart- 
ment were to appoint consuls to places named in schedules B and C 
they would be put back on a salary necessarily by law, and that 
would be contradictory of the action of Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then it will probably result in a consular agent 
being appointed and receiving fees for certificates to the amount of 
two or three times the consular salary. 

Mr. SARGENT. That would be pretty nearly so. In cases of fifteen 
hundred-dollar salaries there would be no saving. There would bea 
loss on all consulates where the amount was a thousand dollars, pro- 

| vided fees to the extent of a thousand dollars or over were collected, 
because the consular agent is entitled to a thousand dollars out of the 
| fees, and then the consul to whom he is assigned or in whose district 
he is in also receives a certain proportion of the fees if the fees are 
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collected. Probably for a fifteen-hundred-dollar consulate it would 
be about even. ‘here is one consulate here of $3,500. 

Mr. FERRY. I stated that the fees of this consulate were larger 
than the salary of the consul and larger than the salary of the con- 
sular agents. I understand that under the fee system the salary 
would be about $2,000, and the consul is paid to-day $1,500. That is 
astrange policy, and 1 want to call the atiention of the Senator 
from California to the fact that his general knowledge must have 





made him familiar with the fact that the Michigan Central road | 


passes all its traffic through Windsor. He is not unaware of that fact. 

Mr. SARGENT. No; I have often traveled over it. 

Mr. FERRY. Certainly the attention of the conference committee 
must have been directed to the great importance of that consulate in 
counection with the traffic of that road. 

Mr. SARGENT. Where you have a service which is complete in 
every part, which was organized upon the very best principles that 
could be suggested to Congress ale two years ago, when unimpor- 
tant consulates were dropped or made fee consulates, and when those 
that were important were retained and made salaried, how are you 
going to touch the service without doing some harm? The Senator 
can show me that in this particular instance barm was done. So can 
Senators in other cases. Ldonot deny it. Ido not deny that in every 
case where a consul has been dropped here some harm may have been 
done. In many of the cases undoubtedly it has been done; but will 
you tell me how, where a system has been so recently revised accord- 
ing to the best knowledge and according to existing trade, it can be 
cut down without doing harm? If it can be deve I should like to 
know it. 

Mr. FERRY. I understood the objection was not so much to the 
character of the service as to the expenditure of the service. As I 
understood, the object of the conference committee was to reduce 
expenditure. I stated a fact in connection with this consulate show- 
ing that this measure does not reduce the expenditure; and if this 
be a type of the rest of the twenty-two, how is it that you have not 
reduced expenditure in-eflectuating the policy you have sought? 

Mr. SARGENT, I have not said that the object of the Senate con- 


ferees in dealing with this service which was so recently re-organized | 


by Congress was to reduce expenses. I stated that the best the 
House would offer us was one-half the difference between the two 
Houses, saying to us, “Put the money where you think it will do the 
mast good.” 

Mr. PERRY. Or the most hurt. 

Mr. SARGENT. The most good according to our discretion. They 
gave us the discretion which enabled us to prevent the repealing of 
law. ‘They only would give us a certain amount of mouey, and they 
say, “ Youdistribute it.” That is the best perhaps we could get from 
them, and we did distribute it the way we thought would do the least 
harm. 

Mr. FERRY. Then in the judgment of the Senator it would do 
the least harm to abolish such consulates as that to which I have 
called attention. 

Mr. SARGENT. I say the consulates were abolished the abolition 
of which did the least harm in our best judgment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish toe suggest to the Senator from Michigan 
before he sits down that he will perceive by the state of the law 
which was passed in 1868 aud is now in the Revised Statutes, to be 
su.e passed under a republican administration and which therefore 
must be bad, but otherwise well enough, that it provides: 

All moneys received for fees at any vice-consalates or consular agencies of the 
United States, beyoud the sum of $1,000 in any ono year, and all moneys received 
by any consult or consul general from consular agoncies or vice-consulates in excess 
of 81,090 jo the ageregate from all such agencies or vice-consulates, shall be ac- 


counted for to the Secretary of the Treasury and held subject to his draft or other 
directions 


So that if it is lawfal to appoint a vice-consul or consular agent at 


a place where the consnl is by this mandate of Congress dismissed | 


from office—assuming that to be lawfal, upon which I express no 
opinion—if you can have any officer at all he must be a vice-consul 
or a consular agent, and his compensation is limited by law to tho 
sium of $1,000, and he is obliged by law to collect just the same fees 
that he did before, but he must tarn them over. 

Mr. FERRY. I understood the Senator from California to state— 
I have not given especial attention to it myself—that in addition to 
the salary of a thousand dollars he shared with the consulate to which 
ho was attached in the fees. In that event the salary in the case to 
which T allude would be about $2,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, I think not. Ido not think so large a pro- 
portion ix allowed to the consul to whom the agent is attached or 
whose officer he is. The exact proportion I cannot state. A consul 
may have three or four consular agents under him and he supervises 
their acconnts and directs them. Each of them, if the fees are large. 
receives $1,000, and then for the money passing through his hands 
and his general direction he receives a certain percentage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He receives $1,000 himself for all bis agencies. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is what he receives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If he has twenty agencies he only gets a thou- 
sand dollars ont of all. 

Mr. SARGENT. Excuse me. The agent receives $1,000 and the 
consul to whom he is accredited receives in addition, if the fees allow, 
a percentage. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. This is what tho 
act says: 
| All moneys received for fees at any vice-consulates or consular agencies of the 
United States, beyond the sum of $1,000 in any one year, and all moneys received 
by any consul or consul-general from consularagencies or vice-consulates in excess 
of $1,000 in the aggregate from all such agencies or vice-consulates, shall be ax 
counted for to the Secretary of the Treasury, and held subject to his draft or other 
directions. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that perfectly, and it is entirely con 
| sistent with what Isay. They are accounted to the Treasury, but 

the Senator will observe that no consul except a salaried consul las 
|} a consular agent. He receives hissalary in the amount we appropri 
| ate in the bill, and an addition is allowed, by a separate section which 
the Senator will find in the statutes, a certain proportion of the fees 
collected by his agents. These are paid to him out of the Treasury 
| on draft. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You are now speaking of a consul who is appoint- 
ed not in any of the schedules, but dependent upon fees. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; Lam speakivg of a consular agent who 
depends on fees and I am speaking of the consul to whom he is ac- 
| credited who is in schedule B or C. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I submit to my honorable friend that that 
| class of consulsin schedules Band C, like those who are now recalled, 
| have their salaries fixed by law, and in respect to what they are to 
get at the places where they are not themselves and have consular 
agents or vice-Consuls, the law expressly says that, if they have more 
or less, a thousand dollars in the aggregate shall be the maximum 
that they get ont of that business. 

Mr. SARGENT. Either I do not understand the Senator or he does 
not uuderstaud me ; bat I am positive this is the law, that in addition 
to the $1,500 or $2,000 which may be fixed as the salary of a consul 
who has a consular agent, he is entitled to certain fees collected by 
the consular agent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He is entitled to a thousand dollars out of those 
fees, as this statute says, and no more, 

Mr. SARGENT. The consular agent or vice-consul. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bat it says the principal consul or consul-general 
out of all moneys received by his vice-consuls or consular agents shall 
| be entitled to a thousand dollars in the aggregate from all such agen- 

cies or vice-consulates, and all in excess of that shall be accounted for 
and paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. SARGENT. Exactly. That is so. If he has one agent who 
collects a thousand dollars out of his own fees, which pays him, and 
another thousand dollars, that thousand dollars will go to the consul 
or consul-general; but if he has five agents under him, he cannot get 
more than a thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

Mr. SARGENT. And it would be added to his salary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that on the whole all that a consul or consul- 
general can get out of vice-consulates and consular agents in any case 
is a thousand dollars. 

Mr. SARGENT. Exactly; whether he has one or five. Take the 
case of Windsor. Suppose there is a consular agent there and he col- 
lects $3,000. He is assigned tothe consul at Sarnia. The Sarnia con- 
sul may have a salary of $3,000. The consular agent gets his thou- 
sand dollars and the consul at Sarnia gets his salary fixed by law and 
a thousand dollars besides. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is correct. 

Mr. FERRY. Then itis narrowed down to this: Instead of having 
a consul at Windsor at $1,500 you have a consular agent ; you degrade 
the rank, and instead of saving money the Government actually loses 

| $1,000 at the Sarnia consulate, and, deducting the saving here, there 
is a net loss to the Government of $500 instead of a saving under this 
econumical policy. 

I did not rise because I thought it would avail anything, for this 
report will be adopted; but I wanted to call the attention of the Sen- 
| ate to this illustration and to enter in this manner my protest against 

such a policy. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I merely rise to state my reasons for being com- 
pelled to vote against the adoption of this report. It seems to me 
the objection urged by the Senator from Vermont is of so serious a 
character that it cannot be disregarded by the Senate. These offices 
are established by laws passed by Congress and approved by the Ex- 
ecutive. In this bill there is no attempt by legislation to change the 
law establishing these offices or either of them. The report purports 
ouly to refase appropriations under existing laws, and in the clause 
referred to directs that in cases where no appropriation is given by 
the act the offices shall be closed and the Secretary of State is di- 
rected to give the notice to the occupant; and it allows a certain 
awount for the time allowed by law for transit from their respective 
posts to their places of residence, and makes an appropriation of 
$25,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
By the Constitution the power of nomina‘ing and, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, appointing these officers is conferred upon the 
President. The Constitution has taken great care to define exactly 
| the powers of the different branches of the Government, and I re- 
| gard as a most serious danger any attempt on the part of one of the 

branches of this Government to interfere withthe prerogatives of the 
tother. Leertainly would object to any infringement upon the rights 
lof the legislative branch of the Government by the Executive as | 
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would by the legislative upon any other branch of the Government. 
This attempt then is in this report, if it shall be adopted, to control 
the action of the Executive in a point where the power is conferred 
upon him by the Constitution. It is therefore certainly unconstitu- 
tional, and the re ae of $25,000 made in pursuance of such 
a provision would be a nullity, and to draw such sum or any portion 
of itfrom the Treasury by the Executive would be without anthority 
of law. The whole provision it seems to me is such a serious in- 
fringement upon the power of the Executive and such an unauthor- 
ized exercise of power by the legislative branch of the Government 
that I cannot in my place give any countenance to it. _ I shall there- 
fore vote against this report. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, no other Senator on this side having 
spoken, I rise to mo a word with regard to this report. 

We have been told by the distinguished Senator from New Jersey, 
if I correctly understand him, that we are disgraced abroad because 
we change the class of our diplomatic agents. Sir, it has been the 
habit of Great Britain for two hundred years _ and again and 
again to change the class of her diplomatists without taking into con- 
sideration what the opinion of other nations of the earth may be. 
Sir, that is the duty of the United States. I am not now talking 
about the propriety or legality of it. That is another matter. I am 
now talking with regard to the position that the United States will 
occupy in the community of nations, when she proposes either to 
change the class of a mission or to dismiss a mission entirely. If this 
country is to be disgraced at all in this matter, it is f be disgraced 
here by language of this character, and not by our pursuing a course 
that we believe to be entirely proper either.upon legal or economical 
or any other rules. 

Sir, there is another thing with regard to the diplomacy of the coun- 
try that I desire to speak of for one moment. I have not the time to 
go into the history of this matter and go back half a score of thou- 
sand years, five hundred, to show why ministers were accredited orig- 
inally in modern Europe from one state to another. Every Senator 
understands this matter thoroughly. There is no more necessity to- 
day for a minister at the court of Great Britain than there is at the 
court of Dahomey; not a particle. With the cable when you can get 
your information in three hours, there is absolutely no necessity for 
it; and there never will be a difficulty settled between this country 
and Great Britain or this country and France or this country and Ger- 
many at either of the capitals of the several countries. It will be done 
at Geneva; it will be done at Charleston ; it will be done at Boston ; 
it will be done at Washington; it will be done at Paris; and it will 
not be done by Edwards Pierrepont, or whatever his name may be; 
but it will be done by a commission appointed by the Government of 
the United States to attend to it. 


Sir, if we have got any dirty linen to wash, we had better wash it 


in the back rather than in the front yard. What, come in on the 
floor of the Senate of the United States and say that this country is 
disgraced because it does not want a minister in Switzerland! Am I 
mistaken? Iask my friend from California, have you provided for 
the pay of a minister at Switzerland? 

Mr. SARGENT. We have not. 

Mr. EATON. I am glad of it. There is no more necessity for a 
minister at Switzerland than there is at any other point that can pos- 
sibly be named where you do not want a consular agent. Switzer- 
land has no minister here. It does not want any here. There is no 
necessity for one here, nor is there any necessity in Switzerland for a 
minister from this country. There is a necessity for a commercial 
agent of the highest character, a consular agent of the highest char- 
acter, for there is a good deal of business between this country and 
that community, that republic in the heart of Europe. There is no 
earthly necessity for a diplomatic agent. Many of my friends over 
the way have traveled there. They know it. 1 know it, personally 
know it. There is no necessity for a minister at Switzerland. And 
now, Mr. President, when, if possible, we propose to reduce the ex- 
penditures of this Government, I trust in a proper manner, I trust in 
a legal manner, I trust in a way to bring as little injury to the serv- 
ice either at home or abroad as is possible, the idea that there is any 
disgrace to be attached to this Government of ours and this country 
of oursisa fallacy. Let us do what we believe to be right and proper, 
as Great Britain dees and has done over and over again, as I said be- 
fore, as France does and has done over and over and overagain. We 
do it because we choose to do it, because we believe it to be rightand 
just and proper, and we do not regard the opinion of any other people 
in such a matter. That is our business, and not the business of any 
other people. I shall livea great many years yet, I trust, and I never 
shall learn during all those years that a proper care for the expendi- 
tures of the Government either at home or abroad will disgrace this 
people in the eyes of any other people on the face of the earth. Lan- 
guage of that character, in my Jaa ent, belittles this Government, 
this people, this country. Let us do what we believe to be just and 
right and , and do not let us take into consideration what Mrs. 
Grundy will say in London or Mr. Grundy in Paris. Let us act for 
ourselves. 

One word now to my honorable friend from Wisconsin. We have 
suddenly, in his opinion, almost I should suppose miraculously within 
a short time leaped as it were into the front rank of the great nations 
of the earth. Sir, according to my reading of the history of the world 
the United States has oceupied that front rank among the nations of 
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the earth for a quarter of a century. I rejoice that I agree with my 
friend that we occupy that position to-day. I would that he could 
agree with me that we have occupied it for many years. If this coun- 
try ever stood higher in the opinion of the world than it did during 
the administration of Andrew Jackson, when was it? Why was it? 
Where was it? Sir, when that illustrions President of the United 
States determined that a certain matter should be settled, it was set- 
tled. It did not require a committee of conference to settle it either. 
It was settled because of the character of the Administration. Sir, 
this Government has never stood higher in the opinion of the world 
than it did during the administration of Andrew Jackson. I do not 
say it stood higher then than it does now. God forbid; I trust not. 
I have no desire to draw a parallel between the condition of my coun- 
try thirty years ago and to-day. I loved itthen. I love it now. I 
believed then that it stood foremost among the powers of the earth. 
I believe it does to-day. Sir, permit me to say, too, that I think it 
stands there to-day through the action of the Secretary of State more 
than through the action of any other of the Departments of this Gov- 
ernment. I pay honor where honor is due. But I cannot sit here 
silent in my seat and hear Senators say that the country is disgraced 
because it proposes to enter upon a system of proper expenditures. I 
cannot sit here quictly and hear Senators say that this country did 
not occupy a foremost position among the powers of the earth thirty 
years ago as well as to-day. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What I said, Mr. President, was this, 
which has called forth the criticism of the Senator from Connecticut: 
that we were engaged in an affectation of poverty, and that if, as we 
were doing, we withdrew our miuisters for the apparent reason that 
we were too poor to maintain them, it would disgrace us in the eyes 
of the nations.of the world. Wealth with individuals is of but little 
importance, but the character of a nation depends upon its wealth 
and its material ability. 

My friend from Connecticut said that we do not send these minis- 
ters there because we choose not to send them. There, I think, he 
is greatly mistaken. We choose to send them. The Senate, the Con- 
gress, the President have united in enacting laws that they should 
be sent. We do not send them because we cannot send them; be- 
cause the House of Representatives, that has a peculiar interest in 
the welfare of this nation, refuses to make the appropriations to exe- 
cute the laws. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope we shall have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
question is on agrecing to the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is House bill No. 
612, on which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Nokwoop] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me to re- 
port a bill from the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. NORWOOD. With pleasure. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not thiuk it will take any time. 

Mr. SARGENT. I consent only on condition that it does not set 
aside the regular order. If we have unanimous cousent for that, 
very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not displace the regular 
order, which is informally laid aside subject to call. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1044) making appropria- 
tions to pay judgments of the Court of Claims, to report it without 
amendment, and ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimons consent the bill was eonsidered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It appropriates $<00,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to pay judgments of the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third realiug, read the third time, and passed. 


THE HAWAUAN TREATY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia is enti- 
tled to the floor on the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into etlect a cen- 
vention between the United States of America and His Majesty tho 
King of the Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 
1875, which is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, it is now twenty minutes past 
ten o’clock, which is about my bed-time. A friend sugyests that I 
have just risen. I make an appeal to the Senator who has charge of 
this bill and ask him whether he will force me to go on at this hour 
of the night? e 

Mr. SARGENT. If there can be consent to have the final voto 
taken on the bill at any reasonable time on Monday, I will not insist 
on proceeding further to-night. Otherwise, I want to insist that we 
go on with the bill. If the Senate will allow a vote to be taken at 
one o’clock on Monday or two o’clock on Monday, I will consent to 
rield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that if you are going to adjourn 
now, I shall ask the Senate on Monday, pretty early in the worning, 
to take up on its passage the resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives proposing to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
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and shall ask everybody, of all parties and faiths, to take hold and 
pass it in a short time. 

Mr. SARGENT. I give notice that I shall insist on this business 
until it is finished; and I ask the friends of this legislation to stand 
by me in that course. I am not responsible for the course that has 
been taken in the Senate to-day. Some five hours were taken in 
political speeches instead of being devoted to this bill. I allowed of 
course the important conference reports to be acted on. That I 
thought was due to the business of the Senote; but otherwise I shall 
insist and ask the friends of this legislation to stand by me till the 
bill is passed or defeated. Iam willing to fix an hour on Monday 
when the final vote shall be taken on the bill, and I promise, so far 
as | am concerned, that in the intervening time I will not occupy ten 
minutes of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. Will my friend from Georgia yield to me a moment to 
make a motion—— 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will bear what the motion is. 

Mr. WEST. I sball merely preface my motion by a few remarks, 
and it wi!l be a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. Which will cut off any discussion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that motion will not prevail if it is made. 

Mr. WEST. I believe I am entitled to the floor. It is evident that 
if this thing is persisted in to-night we shall have to sit here and en- 
dure with as much patience as we can the further arguments on the 
questions which are to be made, as I understand by my friend from 
Vermont who sits on my right [Mr. MorriL_} and by several Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber, and undoubtedly we shall be 
occupied here until the small hours of the morning. If the Senate is 
prepared for that, well and good ; but in order to give it an opportu- 
nity to express its opinion, I move that the Senate dg now adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me one moment ? 

Mr. WEST. For what purpose ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to move that when the Senate ad- 
journs it be to meet on Monday at ten o’clock. 

Mr. WEST. I have no objection to that;-but I want to know 
whether, if I yield the floor for that purpose, I lose the tloor ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator would lose the floor. 
A Senator yielding the floor loses it absolutely by strict rule; but 
the contrary has been the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. Then I insist on my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is a large quorum of the Senate here, and I 
ask that we proceed with this business to-night. 

Mr. WEST. I insist on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAYTON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Merrimon.] I do not know 
whether he would vote to adjourn or not. I will vote if my vote is 
needed to make a quorum, and I understand it is. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 7, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Clayton, Cockrell, Davis, Gordon, Key, McCreery, and West—7. 

NA YS—Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Bogy, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christianey, Cooper, Cragin, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Har- 
vey, Ingalla, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, Maxey, 
Mitchell, Paddock, Sargent, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, Windom, and With- 
ers—W 

A BSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Boutwell, Brace, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Kelly, Merrimon, Morrill, 


Morton, Norwood, Oglesby, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and Wright—35. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SARGENT. I am willing to make an agreement that this vote 
shall be taken at any reasonable time on Monday and I think I can 
promise that the friends of the bill will not occupy time. Ican make 
a promise as far as I am concerned that I will not occupy over ten 
minutes. This is at the heel of the session. If Senators do not want 
to stay here to-night I de not want to compel them to remain ; but it 
seems to me reasonable after the time has been occupied to-day on 
other matters that the Senate should consent that this important 
measure should be disposed of and time given for this purpose. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the request of the Senator from Califor- 
nia is a very reasonable one, and one that ought to be acceded to. 
I think at this stage of the session weought not to tire each other out 
by useless controversy. s 

Mr. SARGENT. If we meet at ten on Monday I am perfectly will- 
ing to say the vote shall be taken at one o’clock or earlier. 

Mr. WEST. No agreement. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If everybody will agree but the Senator from 
Louisiana, we can still moke an arrangement. 

Mr. WEST. We will try that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let us try that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest that the vote be taken at two o’clock 
on Monday. 
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Mr. SARGENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana object to any 
arrangement ? ; 

Mr. WEST. I shall object unless you get the requisite number ac- 
co ding to the rules to make a special order. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not wish to make it a special order, because 
unfinished business is superior to a speciel order, and this will be 
left as unfinished business. 

Mr. WEST. The Senate can fix the time. I do not think the Sen- 
ator from California is to judge what the Senate considers important 
business. The Senate has been conducting its business to-day ac- 
cording to its own sense of propriety. Now his conjecture about its 
importance is proper to himself; there is no doubt about that: but 
the Senate must judge what isimportant toit. If the Senate chooses 
to fix the time at two o’clock on Monday, I have no objection in the 
world to let the Senate do it, but I shall not consent to it. I know 
that Senators want to be heard on this subject and heard at length. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not object to their being heard. The Senator 
himself has been heard at length, and I did not object. 

Mr. MORRILL, I would like to occupy twenty or thirty minutes, 
but I do not want to do it to-night. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senate is aware that there is an important 
matter before us in executive session, and I should like to have 4 
short executive session without displacing this bill, say for half an 
hour, in order to consider it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not want to prevent that, but I want this 
matter to go dh. 

Mr. ANTHONY. When the Senate comes out of executive session 
this bill will be before the Senate the same as now. I move, there- 
fore, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. SARGENT. I trust that will be defeated as the other mo‘:.n 
was. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it my duty to make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield the floor to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Georgia did yield the floor to 
me for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Georgia if he will yield 
to me for a moment ? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up the bill (8. No. 129) for the relief of the heirs of 
Asbury Dickins. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Calendar the bill which he has 
named. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I hope the Senator from California will permit 
this bill to come up now. It probably will not lead to any discus- 
sion. 

Mr. ALLISON and others, O, yes, it will. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it would be a very proper act to close 
the week with by passing the bill. There are two reports, and I 
think if the reports were read there would be no objection. I cer- 
tainly shall ask the Senate to take a vote without any discussion, if 
they are willing to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill cannot be passed this session unless it 
continues longer than Monday or Tuesday, because I have laws to 
read that will take that long. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Well, I move to take up the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think I have the floor. 
Georgia yielded to me. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Any Senator can call for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But Iam on the floor. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Asbury Dickins, postponing the present order for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California ob- 


jects. 
; Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senator from Minnesota makes a motion 
to xo me the present and all prior orders. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator moves to postpone the 
sone and all prior orders for the purpose of considering the bill 
named. 

Mr. INGALLS. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Georgia yielded the floor to 
me for the pu of making this motion, and I have now submitted 
the motion and ask a vote upon it. ; 

The PRESIDEET pro tempore. Does the Senator couple his motion 
to postpone with the taking up of a bill? If objection is made that 
is not in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask the Senator from Minnesota not to embar- 
rass the progress of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I do not desire to do so. ' 

Mr. SARGENT. I appeal to the Senator not to embarrass the bill 
that is under consideration. 


The question is on the motion of 


The Senator from 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I had no idea it would embarrass the bill. Gen- 
tlemen did not seem ready to proceed. 

Mr. McCREERY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have not yielded the floor yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Minnesota is on 

he floor. 
: Mr. McMILLAN. Is my motion in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to postpone and take up. The 
Senator can move to postpone. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Then I move to postpone. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to postpone the present bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 ask the friends of the bill under consideration 
to resist the attempt to lay it aside. I appeal to the considerations I 
have heretofore urged. I do not wish to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate uselessly, but I make the appeal to the friends of the bill to stand 
by me in the position which it seems to me this legislation holds and 
with some regard to the considerations I have heretofore urged. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from California yield to me a 
moment ? 

Mr. McMILLAN, If the Senator from California will consent that 
this bill be taken subject to the regular order. 

Mr. SARGENT. I cannot consent at all. Every possible means 
has been used to get me off the floor by moving the consideration of 
this biil, by motions to adjourn, by motions for an executive session, 
by taking up tbis and that bill. I see no way except to stand still 
objecting, and I do object and appeal to the friends of this legislation 
to stand by me in that course. 

Mr. McMIUI LAN. As the Senator desires to proceed with the regu- 
lar order, if 1t can be done, I shall withdraw the motion I made. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia has the 
floor. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Georgia yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. I desire to make a very small motion, Mr. President, 
that I trust will meet with the approbation of the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions. I desire to ask the Senate to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill for the relief of John Wood, of North Caro- 
lina, was indetinitely postponed so that it may be put upon the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can that be done pending the regular order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It cannot. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will ask to enter that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That cannot be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will ask unanimous consent to enter it, not to 
interrupt the regular order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and unanimous consent is given. 

Mr. MCCREERY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr.NQRWOOD. Mr. President, at twenty minutes past ten o’clock 
I announced that my hour for seeking repose in sleep had arrived. 
It isnow a quarter to eleven. I appeal to the Senator from California 
in charge of the bill to allow the Senate to adjourn. He knows that 
I have stuck to him closer than a brother during all the day, and I 
propose to stick to him to the last; but I advise him and the Senate 
that if they have eyes to close they can prepare to close them now. 
[Laughter.] There is but an hour and a quarter left before the Sab- 
bath. I shall certainly oceupy all of that time and much more; and 
when the Sabbath comes the remainder of my remarks 


Perhaps may turn out a sang, 
Perhaps turn out a sermon. 


We shall certainly be here until one or two or three o’clock, and I 
suggest to my friend from California that he had better prepare his 
Mi, 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] suggests that he would 
like me to get through with that part of my speech which relates to 
the adjournment. I say to him that I am speaking to the question of 
adjournment every moment. I desire an adjournment. I do not 
desire anything else but an adjournment, and I am ready now to yield 
the floor to any member of the Senate who desires to move to adjourn. 
Where is the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. McCreery?] (Laughter. } 
I will yield the floor for a motion to go into executive session. Where 
is the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY?] [Laughter.] Will 
the Senator move to go into executive session f 

Mr. ANTHONY. My motions have had so bad a fate lately that I 
think I shall hardly renew them. I should like very much to have 
an executive session. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Then, Mr. President,no one being ready to move 
to adjourn, I will proceed. 

Is there any bevefit that can accrue to this Government from the 
passage of this bill? The benefit can only be one of two kinds. It 
must be either in our foreign relations or it must be in our domestic 
economy. In one of these two ways we must be benefited, or the bill 
under considération should not be passed, 
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First, let us inquire whether we shall be benefited in our relations 
to other governments. 

It is sapposed by the Senator from California that the possession of 
these islands is necessary in order to protect this vast domain and to 
prevent the subjugation of forty-five million people by some foreign 
foe that may invade us at some unknown time when we may not be 
prepared for our own defense. Those islands lie west of California, 
half way to China. They are as far from California almost as Lon- 
don is from New York; and yet it is insisted by the Senator from 
California that those islands are necessary to the Government of the 
United States as a military outpost, as a place for naval armament, 
as a point dappui for the protection and the defense of the Government 
of the United States. 

This is the main consideration that is urged for the acquisition of 
those islands. 

The argument that the United States Government is dependent 
upon those islands for their defense is the strongest evidence of the 
weakness of the case, and it is evidence further that there is some- 
thing more in this bill than the general good of the people of the 
United States. Of that I shall have more to say hereafter. 

I say the suggestion that it is necessary to have those islands for 
our defense is hardly worthy of consideration; and but for the dis- 
tinguished Senator, who has urged it with so much earnestness, | 
should not refer to it at all. The idea that 45,000,000 people who are 
segregated and insulated upon a continent, with the territory that we 
possess, with the resources that are at our command, with a railroad 
from ocean to ocean which can be traversed within five days, not being 
capable of defending themselves or protecting themselves against 
any force that any power on the earth, or that all the powers of the 
earth might bring against us, is not to be entertained for a moment. 

Bat, again, it is said that we need those islands for our commercial 
interests. That is not true. We have a treaty existing with the 
King of the Hawaiian Islands, or the Sandwich Islands, by which we 
have a lodgment upon those shores that is suflicient for commerce so 
long as peace exists, and it is not necessary that this treaty shall go 
into effect in order that we may enjoy the advantages which are nec- 
essary in time of peace. In atime of war we do not need them for 
defense ; we can take care of ourselves. 

Mr. WEST. I ask the Senator from Georgia to yield to me. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WEST. I desire to say that in making the motion that I did 
some time ago to adjourn, I submitted it at a time when | thought it 
was reasonable for the Senate to cease its labors for the day. Find- 
ing, however, that that was not the disposition the proceedings have 
been continued. Now, I have to propose to the Senator who is so 
much interested in this bill, the Senator from California, that if 
the Senate adjourns at this time those who are opposed to the bill 
will resort to no parliamentary tacties or efforts to talk the bill out 
of time on Monday when it comes up in the regular order. 

Mr. SARGRNT. I certainly will aecept that. I think it is frank 
and fair. I am willing to accept it, and rely upon the seuse of good 
faith of Senators generally to carry it out as stated. I think that 
proposition will be acceptable. 

Mr. GORDON. I simply desire that this matter shall be thoroughly 
understood. Of course it is not understood by the Seuator from Cali- 
fornia, for we have had aconversation about it, nor must it be under- 
stood by the Senate, that there is any promise that no remarks will 
be made upon the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not at all. 

Mr. GORDON. I desire myself to be heard upon the question. 

Mr. SARGENT. Unquestionably ; 1 think that is the right of Sena- 
tors. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] is not present, who has charge of the constitutional amend- 
ment, which I know he intends to press. 

Mr. SARGENT. Nevertheless the Hawaiian bill is the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. WEST. There is no doubt but that there is a majority of the 
Senate in favor of this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. What bill? 

Mr. WEST. The Hawaiian treaty bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let us pass it now, then. 

Mr. WEST. You have no quorum to pass it, and you cannot keep 
us here till daylight to pass it. Therefore I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

r. LOGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at eleven o'clock and eleven min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 12, 1876. 
The House met at eleven o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I. L. ‘TOWNSEND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of their clerks 
informed the House that the Senate receded from their disagreement 
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to the amendments of the Honse to the bill (8. No. 846) to punish | 


the counterfeiting of trade-mark goods and the sale or dealing in of | t 


counterfeit trade-mark goods. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 3962) to 
provide means to defray the expenses of the District of Columbia 
until December 1, 1876, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagre eing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed as managers of the ecnference on the part of tho Senate Mr. 
Winpom, Mr. EpMUNDS, and Mr. KERNAN. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3473) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fufilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other 
purposes; and further insisted upon its amendments, and requested a 
further conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed as the managers of the conference on the 
part of the Senate Mr. WinpoMm, Mr. LoGan, and Mr. KERNAN. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3628) establishing post-roads. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendments, bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1089) granting a pension to Thomas I. Fox, late a 
private of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volan- 
teers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1713) for the relief of Berthold Loewenthal, of 
Chicago, Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Hannah W. 
Sumner, widow of Major-General Edwin V. Sumner; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3209) te anthorize the Commissioner of Indian 
Atfuirs to receive lands in payment of judgments to eastern band of 
Cherokee Indians; 

A bill (EL. R. No. 3374) for the relief of Harry E. Eastman, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Second Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3678) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Lydia to that of Sylph; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3849) for the relief of James W. Harvey and 
James Livesey, of the firm of Harvey & Livesey, of Wisconsin. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, and 
requested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following 
titles : 

A bill (S. No. 492) making an appropriation for the erection of a 
light-house and fog-bell on Whale Rock, at the entramce of Narra- 
ganset Bay ; 

A bill (8. No. 832) to increase the pension of Helen M. Stansbury; 
and 

A bill (S. No. 951) to remove the political disabilities of Stephen D. 
Lee, of the State of Mississippi, ond others. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In pursuance of the order of the Honse, 
made on yesterday, the Chair will appoint as additional members of 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills Mr. PorrLaeron of Ohie, and Mr. 
Baker of Indiana, . 

PUBLICATION OF COAST SURVEY REPORTS. 


Mr. SINGLETON. Lam instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back, with a-recommendation that the same be adopted, a 
concurrent resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the House of prapessatations, (the Senate coneurring,) That 
1,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for 
the year ending June 30, 1874, and the same number of copies of his report for the 
year ending June 30, 1875, be printed, to be distributed by the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That resolution was originally introduced by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. WARD,] a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of this House. It received the approval of that 
committee, who recommended its passage, and it was 1ferred to the 
Committee on Printing. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to ask that it now be acted upon by the House. 

The concurrent resolution was then agreed to. 

EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the House on yesterday asked a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2962) to provide 
means to defray the expenses of the District of Columbia until De- 
cember 1, 1876. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be en- 
tered upon the Journal. 


EXPENSES OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printin 
to ask unanimous consent to have taken from the Speaker's table om 
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referred to the Committee on Printing Senate bill No. 1035, to provide 


_ | for paying the expenses of the Joint Committee on Printing in malr- 


ing an inquiry in relation to the public printing. 

There was no objection ; and the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
able, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title, 
with amendments; in which the concurrence of the House was ro- 
quested : 


A bill (H. R. No. 934) to provide for the sale of certain lands in 
Kansas. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I submit the report which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on tho 
amendments of the Senate tothe bill (1H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic,service of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1877, and for other purposes, having met, after fall and free conference havo 
agreed to recommend, and do recowme md, to their re spoctive Houses as follows 

“That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 16, 51, 77, 82, 87, 91, 94, 98, 
105, 107, and 102. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, = 27, 28, 29, 
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, + 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 54, 55, 56, 
57, 60, 61, 62, 64, 65, 66, 67, G8, G9, 70, 71, 72, 73. Te, 79, 81, 83, 84, 85, 86, = 90, 92, 93, 
95, 96, 97, 100, 101, 103, 104, 111, 113. 415, 16, 117, 119, aud 121. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 14 and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment 

“Portugal, Switzerland, Greece, Denmark, Keuaslor, Colombia, and Bolivia,” and 
strike out “‘one hundred” and insert “ fifty-two,’ and strike out “ five thousand " 
and insert “five hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 13, and agree to the same, 
with an amendment as follows : 

Add as a new paragraph : 

* For salaries of chargés d'affaires to De nmark, , Greece, Switzerland, Portugal, and 
Paraguay and Uruguay. at $5,000 cach, $25,000.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment numbered 24, 
and agree to the same, w ith on amendment as follows: Strike out“ one hundred” 
ani insert “ seve nty-five ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 41, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amend 
ment “ Swatow ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 58 and 59, and agree to 
the paragraph where the amendments occur, with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of said paragraph insert the following : 

“Cork, Dublin, Prescott, Port Sarnia, St. Johns, (Canada East.) Barbadoes, Fort 
Erie, Leeds, Dundee, Leith, Toronto, Hamilton, Halifax, St. Johns, (New Bran: 
wick.) Kingston, (Jamaica.) Nassau, (New Providence,) Cardiff, Port Louis, (Man- 
ritius,) Bermuda, Quebec.” 

And tho House agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disa, ment to the denndahinhd nambe red 63, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ Viandivos- 
tock ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 74, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out ‘Goderich, 
Windsor, (Canada,) Malta,” and restore ‘“*‘ Windsor, (Nova Scotia);" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recedo from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 75, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “‘ Nantes and La 
Rochelle ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 76, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ Port Mahon 
and Valencia ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 80, 
and agree to the same with amendment as follows: Strike out “Santa Cruz ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 89, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “Maranham ;” and 
the Senate a; to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 99, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment 
51,000" and insert “42,600 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 102, 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out 6" and insert 5; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numlered 106, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “and thirty-one 
thousand and eight” and insert “fifteen thousand,” and strikeout “ hundred and 
fifty ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 109, 
and agree to the same, with ap amendment as follows: Strike out “700” and insert 

“1,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 110, 
and to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out ‘9 and insert **2;”" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 112, 
and agrec to the same, with an amendment as fellows: Strike out “4” and insert 
“Sa and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment numbered 114, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out “10” and insert 
“9;" and in line 2, page 9 of the bill, strike out “thousand ” and insert “five hun- 
dred ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment pumbered 114, 

agree to the same, with an amendment as follows; Strike out “ two thousand 
six” and insert “three thousand one ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 120, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “one hundred” 
and insert “seventy ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 125 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Insert as a new paragraph : 

* ae sation of such diplomatic and consular officers heretofore compensa- 
ted by sal selon Sepehoss salarics no appropriation is made by this act, such amount 
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as shall be necessary to pay their salaries as fixed by law until they shall have no- 
tice to close their otlices, which notice shall be at ounce sent to them by the Secre- 
tary of State, and for the time allowed by law for transit from their respective 
posts to their places of residence, $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
0. R. SINGLETON, 
W.S HOLMAN, 
CHARLES FOSTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
A. A. SARGENT, 
GEO. 8S. BOUTWELL, 
T. M. NORWOOD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that this | 
is the fourth committee of conference on this bill. We have hada 
great many difficulties to encounter in coming to a proper under- 
standing and agreement. The principle upon which we have settled 
this question is that we divide the money difference between the 
Senate and the House, giving to the Senate conferees, after consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of State, the privilege of continuing salaries 
as fixed by law, but withdrawing both from the diplomatic and con- 
sular service such ministers and such consuls as were deemed to be 
least important for our foreign relations. In carrying out that agree- 
ment upon the diplomatic part of the bill, Portugal, Switzerland, 
Bolivia, Ecuador, Colombia, Paraguay and Uruguay, Greece, and Den- 
mark have been left out from the list of ministers resident. They 
are to be withdrawn entirely; and I repeat again, that has been done, 
after consultation on the part of the Senate conferees with the Secre- | 
tary of State, as being the least likely to cripple our foreign service. | 

We have deducted from contingent expenses $25,000 and from 
chargés @’affaires $20,250. And then in place of ministers we havesent 
chargés to Portugal, Switzerland, Greece, Denmark, and Paraguay 
and Uruguay. This makes $82,750 saved upon the diplomatic part of 
the bill, being one-half of the difference between the two Houses. 

So far as the consular service is concerned we have left out consuls 
at certain ports, asfollows: Swatow, Southampton, Valdivostock, 
Malta, Oporto, Santa Cruz, Port Said, Nantes, La Rochelle, Port Ma- 
hon, Valencia, Stettin, Maranham, Cyprus, Bucharest, Venice, Milan, 
Gaboon, Turk’s Island, Hakodadi, Goderich and Windsor, (Canada,) 
making twenty-two. We have reduced the allowance to consular 
clerks $8,000 and to interpreters $1,500. We have taken from the 
amount appropriated for the difference in exchange bills drawn by 
our foreign ministers $38,000, from contingent expenses $16,850, from 
the Spanish claims commission $500, from counsel for commission $500, 
from rent of prisons $2,000, and from wages of keepers, &c., $500. 

We have deducted from the allowance for care of American seamen 
$25,000, leaving $75,000 still to be expended for that purpose, whereas 
last year it only cost sixty-three thousand some hundred dollars. The 
amount is deemed to be amply sufficient. 

In the consular service there has been saved to the country $125,318. 
The whole amount which has been saved on the appropriation of last 
year is $208,068. 

We have not obtained all that we should like to have done. We 
believed the reductions might have been carried further, but we have 
done the best we could under the circumstances, and we think it will 
be satisfactory to the country. If any gentleman desires to ask a 
question, I will yield him the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to ask the gentleman to inform me in 
regard to the status of the consulate at Windsor, Canada West, and 
also of the consulate at Sarnia. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Windsor has been stricken out. 

Mr. CQNGER. But what about Sarnia? 

Mr. SINGLETON. That has not been stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any provision made for a consulate at 
Windsor? 

Mr. SINGLETON. No, sir; none at all. 

Mr. CONGER. Windsor, Canada West, is one of the largest ports 
of entry on the lakes, Detroit being opposite to it. There is a large 
emigration going there which needs the services of a consul. It is 
more important, except Port Huron, than any other place on the lake. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will state to the gentleman that under our 
bill Windsor was not stricken out, but his friends and the Secretary 
of State have brought about this result, for which we are not at all 
responsible. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman says Secretary of State. I ask if 
the Secretary did not consent merely to state what particular places 
ought to be left out with the least damage to the service ? 

7 Mr. SINGLETON. That is exactly what I have stated to the 
ouse, 

Mr. CONGER. The Secretary of State, therefore, under that com- 
pulsion, has agreed to the omission of Windsor, Canada West ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is what I stated to the House, and I will 
repeat it, that by our bill Windsor was retained. This has been done 
in conference committee, under the advice of the Secretary of State, 
believing it would result in less damage to our service to remove the 
consul at Windsor, Canada West, than a consul at some other place 
which has been retained. 

Now one word in reference to the last clause of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to ask the gentleman whether he will 
give an opportunity for some remarks? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will certainly do so. We have provided in 
the last section of the bill for paying the salaries of those who are 
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abroad now and who are to be withdrawn up to the time when they 
shall receive the notice of their disvaarge. This is only right and 
proper. It will take on the average nearly a month to give them 
that notice, and therefore, they will be entitled to receive pay up to 
the time notice is given toshut up their offices. In addition, we 
propose to pay their expenses home as the law authorizes. For this 
purpose $25,000 is set apart, or so much as may be necessary. It was 
not deemed proper nor just to leave them in a foreign land dismissed 
from the service without any fault of their own, with perhaps not 
means sufficient to get home. 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Mississippi one 
question. Perhaps I should have been sufficiently informed upon the 
point if I had heard every word that he said. I wish to ask what 
change, if any, has been made in the salaries of consuls of the rank 
of consul of the consulate at Rio? 

Mr. SINGLETON. There has been no change made at all in tho 
salaries of consuls or of ministers. They are allowed to stand as 
they were before. The reduction has been in the contingent ex- 
penses and in withdrawing certain ministers and consuls. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield to me 
for a moment ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER. In agreeing to this conference report, Mr. Speaker, 
I have not found my judgment in accord with the report. I have 
agreed to it because we wanted to come to some agreement. No law 
has been repealed; no salary has been reduced. The reduction ac- 
complished has been by the withdrawal of service, by the withdrawal 
of diplomats in the diplomatic service, and by the withdrawal of con- 
suls in the consular service. This was done after a conference witk 
the Secretary of State and his assistants, they stating to us that the 
withdrawals they suggested were the ones that would do the least 
harm. They did not concede that these withdrawals could be made 
without doing some harm to the service. I have felt, Mr. Speaker, 
that it was our duty, if possible, to come toan agreement, and forthe 
purpose of coming to an agreement I have assented to this report, 
feeling it was the best we could obtain. I have not felt we have been 
doing right by the service, particularly so far as the consulates are 
concerned. I have always felt that the tax we impose upen the com- 
meree of the country should be paid back for the benefit of the com- 
merce we tax, and that when we use the money that we are paid 
from this tax for other purposes we violate a trust. 

Mr.RANDALL. These reductions, as 1 understand them, are rather 
against the occupant of the diplomatic consular places than the serv- 
ice itself. 

Mr.CONGER. Willthe gentleman from Mississippi yield tome? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. Having heard only the statement of the gentleman 
from Mississippi of the number of consuls and the places from which 
they are withdrawn, I cannot refer to the importance of several of 
them as I should like to do. I desire to say, however, that some of 
those which I heard mentioned are in remote parts of the world, 
where the consul, aside from any duties he may have in regard to the 
commerce and commercial interests of the United States, is the only 
representative of this Government to take charge of our sailors in 
large regions of the distant parts of the world. Now we tax the sail- 
ors of the United States enough, at the rate of forty cents a month, 
to furnish them with some officer into whatever part of the world 
they may go, to settle their differences and to provide for their re- 
turn home when they are shipwrecked, or when they are lost, or when 
they are left by chance behind their ships. 

In hearing the names of some of these consulates that are with- 
drawn I am free to say that there are among them places in distant 
parts of the world where our ships go, where a sailor cannot find 
within hundreds of miles any consul to afford him the remedies which 
the law requires. But I pass that by. I desire to refer, as an exam- 
ple of the manner in which these consulates have been discontinued, 
to the consulate at Windsor, opposite the city of Detroit, in my own 
State—a consulate the fees of which are more than double the salary 
of the officer, and have been so for years, which with the railroads 
coming from Canada, and through Canada from New York, from Butfalo, 
and the suspension bridge into the United States is absolutely neces- 
sary to the commercial business of Michigan, of Chicago, of Cinein- 
nati, and all those places that require a consular certificate to the eon- 
signments and invoices of goods. Here is a consulate at a salary of 
$1,500 removed from a point one of the most important on all the 
lake, and where the fees more than double, I think more than treble, 
every year the salary of the consul. 

What shall those men do? The law requires a certificate of every 
entry and every invoice. What shall the emigrants de coming from 
Canada, as they come to the number of five or six thousand a year to 
that point? Shall theysend to Niagara? Shall theysend to Toronto? 
For they must have consular certificates before they can bring their 
goods into the United States. What is the economy which shall 
destroy a consulate upon one of the great highways of emigration to 
this eountry? What kind of benefit is it to the Government of the 
United States to destroy a consulate which furnishes in fees, I will 
venture to say, more than treble the salary of the consul ? 

And if this be soin acase within my own knowledge, how may it be 
in othercases? And what can be the economy of discontinuing these 
consulates? We make large charges on emigrants and consignors of 
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goods for the certificate of the consul; and from Canada many of the| Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 


goods that come by the Saint Lawrence to Chicago, to Saint Louis, 
to Cincinnati, to Milwaukee, to Detroit, to almost all our western and | 
northwestern cities, come by way of Detroit and by way of Port 
liuron, entered under the consular certificate, and passed in bond in 
transportation to these cities, and the duties assessed and paid when 
they arrive at their destination. 

Now you have removed the only means by which these consular 
certificates which must be given at the last port of departure, which 
18 W indsor in this cose, You propose to legislate out of office the 
ouly oflicer who can give his certificate of at least one-half of the 
importations that come by the way of the Saint Lawrence to all of | 
the cities of the West and of the Northwest, and I here speak of this 
so that gentlemen may remember when they hear complaints from | 
merchants and emigrants, from the press and the people, they will | 
remember that I have protested and do protest against any reduction | 
of consulates that are so very necessary, and with this reduction, if 
there were no other objections to the bill as proposed to be enacted 
by the conference committee I should feel compelled from a sense of | 
duty to oppose the report of the committee, and to vote against it, and 
to prevent its passage as far as it may be in my power. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman must remember that the House 
struck out forty-one consulates, and that the report of the committee 
of conference only strikes out eighteen, it being a compromise report. 

Mr. BOAR. Did not the Secretary of State say that the omission 
of these consulates would be a great public calamity or would prove 
a source of public calamity? 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. HOAR. O, I think not. I think the gentleman said that it 
was at the instance of the Secretary of State that this consulate was 
omitted. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If there is a need for a consular agent there at 
present with fees, all the President has to do is to appoint him. 

Mr. CONGER. But a consular agent cannot give these certificates. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not see why he cannot, 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The law does not permit. 

Mr. SINGLETON. LI call for the previous question on the report of 
the committee of conference. 

rhe previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to call up the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which a conference was agreed to on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 3962) providing means to defray the expenses of the District of 
Columbia until December 1, 1376. I am compelled to do it now, be- 
cause I am apprised that the conference committee is in session. 

Mr. BANKS. The motion cannot be acted upon until the papers 
are in the possession of the House. ° 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to make a statement in reference to this 
matter. 

Mr. BANKS. I made the statement which I have made as a ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill was reported to the House from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and it authorized the com- 
missioners of this District to borrow in anticipation of the revenues 
derived from taxation $415,000. The Senate amended the bill and 
made if an actual appropriation of half a million dollars for this Dis- 
trict, changing the entire bill from what originally belonged to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia to an appropriation which 
belongs to the Committee on Appropriations. During my absence 
from the House the bill was taken up and the amendment of the Sen- 
ate was non-concurred in without explanation or discussion. I be- 
lieve a conference committee has been appointed, and I would not 
have known of it had not my attention been called to it by the vigi- 
lant gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Morrtson,] the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. What I want to get at is this, that 
the subject having been thoroughly considered during this session of 
Congress by the Committee on Appropriations in connection with the 
appropriations for the District of Columbia, that committee shall have 
charge of it and the right to consider the subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the papers 
are all in possession of the House at this time. 

Mr.RANDALL, Yes, the papers are in the possession of the House, 
and not in the committee of conference, strangely enough. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Clerk to read the amendments of the 
Senate. 


The Clerk read the amendments of the Senate, as follows: S 


That the sam of §500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid inte the treasury of 


the District of Columbia as the share of the United States toward the expenses of 
said District for the year beginnir uly 1, 1876. 


Amend the title so as to read: “An act making an appropriation to aid in defray- 
ing the expenses of the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. REAGAN. Is this a hill to pay the interest on the debt of the 
District of Columbia? 


The bill as sent over to the Senate 
which was reported by the District Committee of this House, anthor. 
ized the commissioners of the District of Columbia to anticipate by a 
temporary loan a little over $400,000 of the revenues to be deriv l 
from taxation, because Congress had failed to fix the rate of taxation 
in time, so that they might have money enough to run the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia between now and December next 
They had I believe $250,000 in the treasury, and this would give them 
$640,000. I may not be quite correct in my figures, but that is about 
the amount. That will cover the expenses of the District govern- 


|} ment between now and next December. 


Now, the amendment of the Senate to the bill is a clear, naked ap- 


| propriation out of the Treasury, which this House has refused to 


make, and which I do not think the House understood intelligibly at 
the time they non-concurred and appointed a committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. KASSON. Does the gentleman think it wise for us to increase 
the debt of the District of Columbia so long as we admit that there 
is some liability on the part of the United States to pay its share of 
the expenses of the District government ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe the District government can run for #ie 
sum provided for by the House bill; but in no event am I in favor of 
giving half a million dollars out of the Treasury of the Government 
for the benefit of this District. 

Mr. KASSON. I am not familiar with all the details, but I am 
familiar with the difference of principle between the two bills. ‘The 
one bill authorizes a loan, which must be paid by somebody. 

Mr. RANDALL. By the people of the District. 

Mr. KASSON. Subject, of course, to the appropriation which the 
Congress may make hereafter as its share of the expenses of the Dis- 
trict government. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at all. 

Mr. KASSON. Let me finish my sentence. The bill as it comes 
from the Senate substitutes two things : first, a direct appropriation in 
lieu of a loan, and second a declaration that that appropriation is 
the share of the United States in the expenses of the District. I 
believe that is all the difference between the two bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House bill authorized the commissioners of 


| the District to anticipate the revenues from taxation. The Senate bill 


gives them all those revenues, and appropriates a half a million more 
out of the public Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. KASSON. But I believe I am not mistaken when I say that 
it has never been claimed that the entire expenses of the govern- 
ment of this District shall be paid by taxes levied on the people of 
the District. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill—— 

Mr. KASSON. One moment. I hope the gentleman will not inter- 
rupt me till I have completed my statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam entitled to the floor, and you hold it from 
me. 
Mr. KASSON. Certainly, by your courtesy. We have always ad- 
mitted that the United States is liable to pay a proportion of the ex- 
penses of the District government. The gentleman himself has never 


| denied that. The only objection that can be taken to the bill as it 


comes from the Senate is that it now fixes that proportion at the sum 
appropriated. The bill as it went from the House left that propor- 
tion to be fixed hereafter, and requires the expenses of the District to 
be paid out of the taxes, which cannot now be realized, and author- 
izes the District commissioners to make a loan in anticipation. I do 
not ask the gentleman to do anything about this one way or the other, 
but only that the House shall understand what the bill is. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to state afact. There is no danger in 
the world that the District will not get money enough out of the 
Treasury. Year before last the appropriations for the District were 
nearly $3,000,000, and last year they were very large; I do not re- 
member the exact amount. 

Mr. FOSTER. They were a little over a million of dollars last 
year, I think. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is, we appropriated about $4,000,000 in two 
years. Now I say there is no danger but what the District will get 
its share out of the United States Treasury, its adequate and equita- 
ble share. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. So far as the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is concerned I do not propose to say a word. 
I understand that this bill as it comes from the Senate makes an ap- 
propriation of $500,000, while the bill of the House appropriated some- 
thing over $400,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. No; the bill as it comes from the Senate is a 
clean cut out of the Treasury of half a million of dollars, while the 
House bill merely authorized the District commissioners by a loan to 
anticipate the revenues from taxation by some $400,000. I now in- 
sist upon the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered, 
upon a division, ayes 113, noes not counted. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to reconsider the 
vote by which the House on yesterday disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. No. 3962) to provide 
means to detray the-expenses of the District of Columbia until De- 
cember 1, 1876, and asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 
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Mr. WILLARD. I have just come into the Honse and did not know 
that this subject was to be called up. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. WILLARD. 
the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late now for any further dis- 
cussion except by unanimous consent, the main question having been 
ordered. 

= WILLARD. 
dow 

Mr. "RANDALL. We will see whether it will be voted down or 
not. 

The question was taken on the motion to reconsider; and upon a 
division the re were—ayes 104, noes 24, 

Mr. PAGE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a further count demanded ? 

Mr. KASSON. I hope no further count will be demanded. 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw the point that no quorum voted. 

No further count being asked, the motion to reconsider was declared 
to be carried. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the bill, with the Senate amend- 
ments thereto, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask consent that the gentleman from Michigan, 
[ Mr. WILLARD, ] the chairman of the House committee of conference 
on this bill and a member of the Committee for the District of Co- 


I hope the motion to reconsider will be voted 


lumbia from which the bill was originally reported, be allowed to | 


make a statement before the vote is taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
previous question now operating. 
Mr. RANDALL. 1 have no objection. 
There being no objection, leave was accordingly granted. 
Mr. WILLARD. I desire simply to say, in the first place, that this 
bill was originally reported from the Committee for the District of 


Columbia, and provided that the commissioners of the District might | 


anticipate by a loan, to be paid out of the revenues to be derived by 
the taxes assessed under the tax bill passed by this Congress, the 
amount necessary to pay - expenses of the government of this Dis- 
trict until December 1, 187 

The bill having passed the Hlousé went to the Senate, and was sent 
back to us with a Senate amendment. Asa matter of course, I as well 
as the other members of the Committee forthe District of Columbia 
supposed that the bill properly belonged to our committee, and I 
therefore asked unanimous consent last evening to have the bill taken 


from the Speaker's table so that a conference might be had on the | 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses. The conference committee has 
been appointed on the part of the House and also on the part of the 
Senate, and just now, while this conference committee was in session, 
I learned that there was an effort made in the House to take the bill 


from that conference committee and refer it to the Committee on | 


Appropriations. 


Mr. RANDALL. I made that motion, and the gentleman knows | 


it. He went to the Clerk’s desk and found out the fact. 

Mr. WILLARD. I knew that the motion was entered, but I did 
not suppose that it was to be acted on. Furthermore, I wish to raise 
this point of order 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. WILLARD. 
erly in the possession of the Senate, not of the House, as the Senate 

was the body that agreed to the conference. The bill, as I supposed, 
belonged properly to the Senate; and I expected that it would be 
found there. When the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate sought to find the bill which he supposed was on 
the table of the President pro tempore, he found it had been sent over 
to this House improperly. 

Mr. RANDALL. It came over here properly ; and in the haste 

Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL]} to order. 

Mr. WILLARD. I hope that under these circumstances the House 
will not send this bill to the Committee on Appropriations, where it 
does not properly belong. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill originated, as the gentleman states, in 
the Committee for the District of Columbia; but he will remember 
distinctly that he was in conference with the Committee on Appro- 
priations as to the manner in which this allowance should be made 
to the District, and that the Committee on Appropriations only gave 
their assent to it in the form in which it was originally passed. He 
will further remember that yesterday afternoon, before he made his 
motion to take the bill from the Speaker’s table, he was in confer- 
ence with me,and that I did not assent to his proposition at all. 

Mr. WILLARD. I did not understand that the 


Too late. 


mittee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I told the gentleman in that conversation that we 
could not give any more money to the District ; did I not? 

Mr. WILLARD. I did not sup pose there was any objection to hav- 
ing the bill go to a conference committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. The whole character of the bill has been changed; 
it is now made an appropriation bill and embraces an eutire plan of 
appropriations for the District. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL to refer 


I did not know when it was called up yesterday. | 
This bill originaily came from the Committee for | 


That requires unanimous consent, the | 


I raise the point of order that the bill was prop- | 


gentleman dis- | 
sented from the proposition to have the bill go to a conference com- | 


| the bill to the Committee on Appropriations, there were— ~ayes 107, 
noes 45. 


Mr. WILLARD called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL 
| appointed. 
| The House divided; and the — rs - a —ayes 86, noes 45. 
So the motion of Mr. RANDALL was “ed to, 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider =. vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BALTIMORE 


and Mr. WILLARD were 


RE-IMBURSEMENT OF MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES, 


Mr. THOMAS. [ask unanimous consent - have taken from the 
| Private Calendar and passed the bill (H. R. No. 2690) to refund to 
the mayor and city council of Baltimore ce rtain moneys illegally as- 


sessed and collected for internal-revenue tax. 
Mr. CONGER. I object. 





JOHN J. ANDERSON. 

Mr. STONE. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Private Calendar for consideration now the bill (S. No. 628) for the 
| relief of John J. Anderson, surviving copartner of the firm of Ander- 
son & White. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. STONE. Lask the House to indulge me a moment while I 
make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

INVESTIGATION OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES, 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I ask unanimous consent to submit the fol- 
| lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That $2.500 may be drawn from the contingent fund of the House on 
the order of the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs to pay the neces 
sary expenses of the investigation of the volunteer soldiers’ homes ordered by the 
House. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution adopted by the House yesterday failed 
to include a provision for paying the expenses of this investigation. 

Mr. STONE. If this resolution requires unanimous consent 
ject. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. 
for unanimous consent. 


, Ll ob- 
I did not object to the gentleman’s request 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 
Mr. CATE. I ask unanimons consent to have taken up and put on 

its passage now a bill reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
| entitled “A bill (H. R. No. 4086) for the relief of the Stockbridge and 
| Munsee tribes of Indians in the State of Wisconsin.” 
Mr. STONE. I object. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the message from the Senate in regard 
| to the action of that body on the Indian appropriation bill be read. 
The Senate has non-concurred in the report of the conference commit- 
tee on that bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STaTes, 
Auguat 11, 1876. 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Hees s on the bill (H. R. No, 3478) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling g treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, and ask a further conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

Ordered, That Mr. Winvom, Mr. LoGaN, and Mr. KERNAN be the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to state that there is but a single diffi- 
culty about this bill, and that is not of much importance. If a new 
committee be appointed a conclusion will be reached almost imme- 
diately. I move that the Honse further insist on its disagreement to 
the amendments and agree to the further conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. Ran- 
DALL, Mr. SCALES, and Mr. HURLBUT as conferees on the part of the 
House. 





LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HEREFORD, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print 
in the RecorpD as part of the debates some remarks which he had 
prepared on the subject of the extravagance and corruption of the 
administration. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. SPENCER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print 
in the RecorD as part of the debates some remarks which he had 
prepared on the condition of the country. [See Appendix. } 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 
of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business has 

| been demanded, and the House now resumes the consideration of the 
motion made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] on Thursday 
last to reconsider the vote by which the message of the President of 
the United States accompanying the sundry civil appropriation bill 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 

| printed. The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Lyncu] is entitled 


I demand the regular order 
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to the floor for thirty minutes, the remaining portion of the hour of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. TOWNSEND. ] 

Mr. FORT. I rise to make a report from the Committee of Ac- 
counts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a motion to reconsider and is 
privileged, and a report from the Committee of Accounts is not of 
higher privilege so as to supersede it. 

Mr. LYNCH. On Saturday last I asked the House to allow me an 


CONGRESSIONAL 


extension of time beyond the thirty minutes so kindly yielded to me | 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but objection was made by 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLanp.] I understand that he 
does not now insist on his objection. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent of the House that my time shall be extended thirty minutes, so 
I may oecupy the floor for one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
time of the gentleman is extended for thirty minutes. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I am very grateful to the House for its 
courtesy in allowing me to occupy the floor for an hour. It is not 
my purpose to reply to the speech which was made by my colleague 
from the fifth district, [Mr. HooKER,] but to reply to some of the 
points which were so ably and so eloquently presented by my col- 
league from the first district, (Mr. LAMaR.] It is not my purpose, 
however, to refer to the first part of his speech, as I have no disposi- 
tion or inclination to discuss the theory of our Government, the con- 
stitutional limitations of power, the propriety or impropriety of Fed- 
eral interference in the domestic affairs of a State. I shall endeavor 
to contine myself to what I believe to be the living issues of to-day— 
those which are now agitating the public mind. 

Now, sir, the political status of the colored race of this country is 
in some respects an unfortunate one. In my humble judgment it is 
unfortunate that the status of that race is necessarily made the sub- 
ject of political discussion. I had hoped that after the last three 
amendments to the Constitution had been ratified, and the colored 
people invested with all of their rights, civil and political, so far as 
constitutional declarations and statutory enactments could fix them, 
that all political parties would acquiesce in these results to such an 
extent as to remove from the politics of the country this race ques- 
tion. I had hoped that the elevation, the advancement, and the pro- 
tection of this race would be the aim, the object, and the aspiration of 
all political parties. This race issue will not be removed from the 
politics of the country, in my judgment, until that is done, and that 
it should be done I believe every honest man must admit. 

Before proceeding to answer the points which were so forcibly 
made by my colleague from the first district, I hope I will be par- 
doned for digressing a little, for the purpose of explaining to the 
House and the country why it is that the colored people in the State 
of Mississippi are in favor of general amnesty. I have been desirous 
of making a remark or two on this point ever since the amnesty de- 
bates of last winter, but have not had an opportunity to do so. As 
this question has a direct bearing on the southern situation, I pre- 
sume it will not be inappropriate for me to do so now. 

After the passage of the reconstruction acts by Congress conferring 
upon the colored people the right to vote, we found ourselves in a 
very peculiar position. The voting population of the South was com- 
posed of three distinct elements: the ex-confederate soldiers and those 
who sympathized with them, the ex-Federal soldiers who had con- 
cluded to locate at the South, and the colored race. These elements 
have been, and were at that time, politically antagonistic to each 
other. The colored men could not be expected to identify themselves 
with any other than the republican party, and yet they could not fail 
to see and realize the fact that that party, to have a permanent ex- 


istence and a firm and solid foundation, must inelnde in its member- | 


ship a large percentage of the wealth and the intelligence of the State, | that the only effectual remedy is to remove the cause; that you can- 


some of those who fought on the side of the confederacy. 


How to bring eae party into existence in that State upon 
such a basis as woulc 


great republican party of the Union, was the task we had before us, 
To make this union possible, the colored men very generously and 
magnanimonsly, traits for which 1 presume all will admit they are 
particularly characterized, declared in language which could not be 
misunderstood that if those who had fought and upheld the “ lost 
cause” would renounce all allegiance to that cause, announce it as 
their determination to stand by and defend the Union, and concede 
to the colored men every right and privilege they claimed for them- 
selves—in other words, identify themselves with the great republican 
party—if they would do this, that they, the colored men, would sup- 
port them just as heartily, just as earnestly, and just as enthusias- 
tically as they would support those who fought for the cause of the 
Union; and to give emphasis to this declaration they were willing 
jo incorporate in the platform of the republican party of that State, 
gud did incorporate, a plank pledging the party to this doctrine of 
eqnal rights for every man oat amnesty for the late rebels. 

This was done. Upon this platform the republican party of Mis- 
sissippi was brought into existence; and I stand upon the fleor of the 
House of Representatives to-day for the purpose of declaring what 
I know to be true, that this party as thus organized, including in its 
membership as it does not less than njneteen-twentieths of the col- 
ored men of the South; including in its membership as it does not 
less than pineteen-twentieths of the ex+Federa} soldiers in the State ; 


render possible a harmonious anion of these | 
contlicting elements and at the same time be in harmony with the | 
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including in its membership as it does not less than one-fifth and pos- 
sibly more of the ex-confederate soldiers in the State ; this party as 
thus organized includes in its membership a-majority of not ‘less 
than thirty thousand of the qualified voters of that State. It was so 
strong, so powerful, so overwhelming in numbers that nothing short 
of organized terrorism and armed violence, such as was unfortunate], 
resorted to by the democratic party of that State last year, could 
crush it out of existence or defeat it at the polls. 

I may be pardoned, Mr. Speaker, for remarking here that the white 
men who are identified with the republican party of the State of 
Mississippi, not northern men merely but southern men, ex-confeder- 
ates, represent a large percentage of the wealth, the intelligence, and 
the moral worth of the white people of that State. They are asa 
class men who would be accepted in any community as high-toned, 
honest, honorable citizens es valuable members of society. They 
are as a class men whom the democracy in former days delighted to 
honor with the highest positions in the gift of the people of the 


| State. They are admitted to be men of character, men of ability, 


men of standing and of unquestionable reputation. None of my dem- 
ocratic colleagues, I venture to assert, will deny this; for they know 
it to be true. Consequently, Mr. Speaker, this is why we have placed 
ourselves upon this broad, liberal, and conservative platform in ad- 
dition to the fact that the colored people are particularly desirous of 
showing to their white brethren that they have no disposition to op- 
press them or deprive them of asingle right they claim for themselves, 

I will now refer to some of the points made by my honorable col- 
leagne. In giving his reasons for the present unfortunate condition 
of affairs at the South, there was one remark made by him that 
touched my sensitive feeling. And that was the comparison, appar- 
enly at least, of the colored people with the Mongolian race, that has 
been imported from China to America. It is certainly known by 
southern as well as northern men that the colored people of this 
country are thoroughly American; born and raised upon American 
soil and under the influence of American institutions; not American 
citizens by adoption, but by birth ; worshiping the same God that the 
white men worship ; identified with the same religious denominations 
that the white race is identified with; imbued with every sentiment 


tof love of country, devotion to the Constitution, and loyalty to the 


flag that the white race is imbued with; identified in every conceiva- 
ble particular with American institutions and with American liberty. 
For my honorable colleague, unwittingly as I believe, to compare 
this race with the untutored, the uncivilized, the unchristianized, and 
the un-Americanized Mongolian, that has been imported from Cliina 
to America, was unjust, ungenerons, and unfair. I do not wish to be 
understood as detracting any thing from that great and powerful 
race, but it is known that they are not American; and that cannot be 
said of the colored race, for they are. 
RECONSTRUCTION. 

Now, sir, let me say something with regard to the policy of recon- 
struction. It will be remembered by those who heard the speech of 
my colleague that he made the remark that the reconstruction policy 
of the Government was the foundation of all of the political evils at 
the South; that that was the foundation of the color-line in politics, 
because the reconstruction policy of the Government enfranchised 
the colored men and disfranchised the white men ; and that therefore 
there was a gulf between the two races, and that was the cause of 
the race struggles of the South and all the evils of which we com- 
plain. Before answering that argument let us see what are the log- 
ical deductions to be drawn from it. If it be true, as he asserted, 


| that the enfranchisement of the colored men at the South was the 


cause of all of our troubles there, it seems to me that we can draw no 
other deduction from that argument (if there is anything in it) than 


not remove it unless you disfranchise them and remand them back 
to their former condition. That seems to me to be the logical deduc- 
tion to be drawn from the argument, though he did not say so, and I 
do not wish to be understood as placing him in the attitude of advo- 
cating that proposition. Iam merely stating what seems to me the 
only conclusion to be arrived at asthe logical result of the argument. 

Let us inquire whether there is anything in that view of the case. 
I take issue with my honorable colleague in that respect, and will 
endeavor to show by referring to my own State that he is entirely 


| mistaken. Why, sir, my colleague seems to have forgotten that in 


the State of Mississippi we have never had any serious tronbles be- 
tween the two races since the re-admission of that State into the 
Union until the latter part of 1874 and during the campaign of 1875. 
Until then we never had any serious troubles whatever. The two 
races got along well together and never had any serious difficulty of 
any kind, the democratic party sometimes putting colored men on 
their own ticket. If, then, the enfranchisement of the colored men 
was the cause of all the troubles in the South, is it not remarkably 
strange that it took the democratic party from five to eight years to 
findit out? Is it not remarkably strange that we could get along so 
well together for five or eight years without finding out that the in- 


| corporation of the colored element into the body-politic was the cause 


of our difficulties? No, sir; I will tell you what was the cause. The 
democratic victories at the North in 1874 so encouraged and exas- 
perated the lawless and turbulent elements at the South as to give 
them the entire control of the party machinery in the democratic 
party. That was the cause of it. 

























Se oa ee 

































































1876. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. oo4 1 





The democratic victories at the North sostrengthened this element 
of lawlessness as to give them power to control the democratic organ- 
ization and to shape its policy; and therefore the color line was 
drawn in politics, not because the colored men first drew it, as is | 
sometimes charged, but because this element felt that they would be | 
sustained by the public sentiment of the country in resorting to violent 
measures for the purpose of accomplishing what they could not accow- | 
plish by peaceful means. The a of the colored element 
into the bedy-politic had nothing todo with it, because the two races 
had lived as peaceful, as quietly, as orderly together prior to that 
time as they possibly could have done. Every election held in Mis- 
sissippi since the re-admission of the State was peaceable, quiet, orderly 
and, except possibly in one or two localities which were not general in 
their character, fair. We never had occasion to call on the Federal 
Government for Federal interference; we never had an occasion to bring 
up charges for violence in any election held in the State until the 
general election last year and in a local election the fall previous. 

Is it not strange that the argument is now brought forward that 
what was done five or eight years ago was the foundation of the vio- 
lence of last year? Why, the argument is fallacious, it is unsound, 
it is unreasonable, and cannot be substantiated. 


DEMOCRATIC RULE IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Now, sir, let us see what has been done in the State of Mississippi 
under this policy that has been inaugurated. It will be remembered 
that my honorable colleague in his very eloquent speech referred to 
the State of Louisiana, and in so doing he held up republican rule in 
that State as typical of republican rule in the other Southern States. 
But he did not make any allusion to Mississippi especially. 

Now, then, when holding up republican rule in the State of Louisi- 
ana as typical of republican rule in other southern States, hecertainly 
must have known that republican rule in Louisiana, as understood 
and explained by himself, is not typical of republican rule in Missis- 
sippi. But I presume that none of our democratic friends will object to 
having democratic rule in the State of Mississippi under the new 
order of things hekl up as typical of democratic government in the 
other Southern States. 

Now let us see what it is. I cannot speak of all of it, for I have not 
the time to doso. As the result of the election in the State of Missis- 
sippi in November last we had a Legislature brought into existence 
which has characterized its proceedings by greater blunders than any 
that were ever complained of by any of its republican predecessors. 
This Legislature having been brought into existence through ques- 
tionable channels—that is a mild phrase, for I have too much respect 


} 
for the feelings of my colleagues to use harsh phrases in their pres- | 


ence—but that Legislature having been brought into existence through 
questionable channels, what did it do? 

Among the first of its proceedings was to revolutionize the entire 
State government, by taking forcibly the possession of the other two 





departments—the executive and judicial—by turning out of office 
every man who stood as a stumbling-block in the way of a complete 
democratic ascendency in the State. Well, they say they did it in a 
legal and constitutional way. Let ussee about that. To get control 
of the executive and judicial departments of the government, it was 
necessary for them to impeach and remove from oflice both the gov- 
ernor and lieutenant-governor, so that the democratic president of 
the senate could become the acting governor. The first thing then 
was to get rid of the lieutenant-governor. He was impeached and 
removed from office on a charge of bribery. He was charged with 
having been bribed by two eminent lawyers to pardon a convict out 
of the State penitentiary ; a very grave offense, for which he deserved 
impeachment, if true. Under the laws of Mississippi a man who pro- 
poses a bribe is just as guilty as the one who accepts it. 

Those two lawyers who were charged with having bribed the lieuten- 


charge was made several months before the election and several months 
before the assembling of the Legislature. During that time the grand 
jury of Lowndes County, the county in which all three of the parties 
resided, thoroughly we are told, investigated this matter. This grand 
jury, composed of a majority of democrats, made a report to the court 
that all the parties to the transaction were innocent. No evidence 
could be produced to establish the guilt of any of them. The Leg- 
islature had no jurisdiction over the two democratic lawyers, they 
being private citizens. But they did have jurisdiction over the lieu- 
tenant-governor, he being a civil officer of the State. They then pro- 
ceeded to investigate his conduct upon the charges upon which he 
had been acquitted by a democratic grand jury, no other charge 
being preferred against him, and pronounced him guilty, and he was 
accordingly impeached and removed. Now I do not say he was in- 
nosent, for I do not know; I did not investigate the matter, and I am 
not prepared to express an opinion upon that subject. Perhaps he 
was guilty; it is not necessary to answer my purpose to defend him. 
But the point I make is that either the democratic grand jury failed 
to discharge its duty for the purpose of shielding the two democratic 
lawyers from justice or else the Legislature was guilty of persecuting 


them, but I will give a skeleton of some of them. He was impeached 
in one article for failing to remove a man from office who in the 


judgment of the Legislature ought to have been removed. In an- 


other article he was impeached for failing to remove a man who in 
the judgment of the Legislature ought to have been removed. 

He was impeached in another article becanse he called on the 
President of the United States for troops to put down what he be- 
lieved to be domestic violence. He was impeached in another arti- 
cle because he leased out the penitentiary convicts to his partisan 
friends. The law expressly authorized him to lease them out; there 
was no crime at all in leasing them out; the offense was in leasing 
them out to his partisan friends. The inference of course is that if 
he had leased them out te his partisan enemies no offense would have 
been committed. 

These were the principal charges that were preferred against him. 
He was impeached on these articles and driven from his office for 
the sole purpose of getting a democrat in his place. After the arti- 
cles had been drawn up, some of the democratic members of the Leg- 
islature had some conscientious scruples on the subject. They did 
not desire to vote for these articles, and therefore a public pressure 
had to be brought to bear upon them for the purpose of whipping 
them into the traces. 

What was done now to accomplish that ? The leading democratic 
paper published at the capital of the State came out with flaming 
head-lines: “This man must be impeached and removed from office!” 
How? Upon the law and the evidence that may be presented? Not at 
all. Upon principles of equity and justice? By no means. Then 
how are you to get rid of him? He must be impeached and removed, 
said the democratic paper, “as a party measure.” I defy any of my 
colleagues to deny that. 

Mr. SINGLETON. What paper have yon got there? 

Mr. LYNCH. The Clarion, of Jackson, Mississippi. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Produce that paper and let me see it. 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly, I will take great pleasure in doing so. 


| This paper said that the governor must be impeached and removed 


from office as a party measure. No matter what the constitution 
may declare, no matter what the law may provide, no matter what 
the evidence may be, thepeople demand it at their hands, and they 
must obey the command of the people. I ask the Clerk to read what 
Ihave marked, and to be careful and emphasize the words I have 
underscored. (Laughter. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We cannot see that any lesson for our guidance in this matter of Governor Amea 
is to be drawn from the case of Andrew Johnson cited by The South. He was im 


pamee for upholding the Constitution and laws. If Ames is impeached it will 
6 for trampling them ander foot. Nor does it follow that proceedings against the 


| latter will tail because they failed in the case of the former. Johnson had justice 


on his side; Ames has not. Johnsen was a republican President on trial before a 
republican Senate. Ames isa radical governor, who will be on trial before a demo 
cratic senate; and therefore no apprehensions need be felt that partisan influences 
will shield him from the penalty "y his crimes. It is idle for the South to say that 
these proceedings “cannot be carried on as a party measure.” They cannot be car 
ried on inany other way. 

. * * * . . 


It is no time for sentimentalism ; practical work is needed. The democratic 
and other opposers of radical misrule “ carried " the election, and if the fall benetits 
of the victory are to be realized they will have to arraign Governor Ames and 
the other radical ottice-holders who have abused their trusts, and visit upon them 
the consequences of their crimes as “a party measure.” 

Mr. LYNCH. The South referred to in that article is a democratic 
paper that was opposed to impeaching the governor “as a party 
measure,” and this article was in reply to The South. 

Mr. FOSTER. And this Clarion is the official organ of the party ? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir; it is the official organ of the party, and its 
proprietors are the public printers of the State. I suppose my col- 
league [Mr. SINGLETON] has had some experience in the matter of 
public printing. Now, having demanded the impeachment of this 


put through the House, but one democrat, I believe, dissenting. 

After the impeachment articles had gone through the house, it 
was found out that there were some conscientious democrats in the 
senate who were not altogether prepared to vote for conviction. So 
the next thing was to prepare the senate for conviction. But the 
only way to do that was to turn out enough republicans and put in 
enough democrats to make conviction sure. 

They then proceeded to turn out republican senators, They turned 
out one man upon the ground that he was a foreigner, although he 
was ready to swear that he was born in New York. But it made no 
difference where he was born ; ademocratic vote was needed and they 
must have it. Therefore the republican was turned out and a demo- 
crat put in his place, who had not been elected even in the peculiar 
manner by which they carried the elections there last fall. He had 
not been elected, and had no right or title to the seat. Yet they 
turned out the republican and put in the democrat. 

After having prepared the senate for conviction we are told that a 
committee waited on the governor. And I suppose some such con- 
versation as this took place: ‘Governor, you have been impeached ; 
your conviction is but a question of time. If you will resign your 


an officer for political purposes; one of the two is true, and it is not | office, then you will save money to the State and some money to your- 


very favorable to the democratic party either way. 
Now, after havin got rid of the lieutenant-governor, the next thing 
was to get rid of the governor. Charges of impeachment were pre- 


ant-governor happened to be very eminent and able democrats. The 3 as a party measure, of course the articles of impeachment were 
| 
| 
| 


ferred against him. My time will not permit me to go over all of | will.” 


self.” To that I suppose the governor replied something like this 
“If I resign, will you withdraw your articles of impeachment ?” 
Judging from the result the reply to that was, “ Yes, certainly we 
And that was agreed upon 
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The committee went back, made their report, and the articles of im- 
peachment were immediately withdrawn, the resignation was sent 
in, and the proceedings thereupon came to an end. Now, in what at- 
titude does this place them? Iam not a lawyer, but it seems to me 
that the democratic party in that Legislature proved itself guilty of 
one or two things: they either acknowledged that the charges were 
groundless and false, without asbadow of foundation in fact, or else 
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| 


they were guilty of what the lawyers would call compounding a | 
felony. I would like any democrat to deny that. One of the two | 
must be true. Either that Legislature was guilty of compounding a | 


felony by allowing this man to escape as a consideration for his office, 
or else it was a confession on their part that he was innocent of the 
charges brought against him. They said: “All that we want is your 
office ; it is immaterial to us what you may have been guilty of; the 
sole objective point we have in view is to get a republican out and a 
democrat in.” 

Now, in a speech of my honorable colleague, [Mr. LAMarR,] which 


AUGUST 12, 


Did not the southern democrats say, “ We will stay in the Union if 
you let us control it; if you do not, we will not?” 

Why. sir, my colleague might just as well come before the Ameri- 
can people and contend that the election of Tilden and Hendricks js 
essential to the peace of the country; he might just as well say, 
“Elect Tilden and Hendricks and you will have peace; elect Hayes 
and Wheeler and you will have war.” If the argument is good as 
applicable to a single State, it must be equally good as applicable to 
the nation. 

If the country is ready to accept this condition of affairs, then it 
can do so, but it seems to me that it would be death and destruction 
to what are recognized as the results of the war. 


CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 
My colleague lays great stress upon civil-service reform in the 


| Government. That is the controlling idea, he says. Let me say to 
| the House and the country that civil-service reform does not occupy 


he delivered here when some proposition relative to the impeachment | 


of the late Secretary of War was before the House, he took the very 
strong ground that the object of impeachment is not merely to get rid 


of an objectionable officer, but to punish him besides. He did not | 
represent his Legislature in that sentiment, for they took the position | 


that the object of an impeachment with them is to get a republican 


out and a democrat in. I would like to know whether the democrats | 


on the other side of this House from the other Southern States are 
willing te have the Mississippi democracy held as typical of the de- 
mocracy in their States. I hope for their sakes that they are not. 
THE COLOR LINE--VIOLENCE. 
In referring to this question of the prevalence of violence and the 


drawing the color line in politics, 1 am willing for one to give my | the one great object of democratic success. They are willing to sub 
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colleague credit for everything that he says on that point. Iam 


willing to give him credit for sincerity in deprecating the drawing | 
of the color line and the inanguration of brute force and violence. | 


The only thing upon which I take issue with him in that respect is 
this: He believes, honestly, no doubt, that in giving utterance to con- 
servative sentiments here and elsewhere, in deprecating the drawing 
of the color line and the inauguration of violence, he represents the 
controlling element in the ranks of the democratic party in Missis- 
sippi. I believe (and I presume he will give me credit for honesty 
and sincerity in this opinion) that he does not. 

I am willing to admit, as I said upon a former occasion, that there 
are in the State of Mississippi numbers of white men who are not 
identitied with the republican party and whom I believe to be hon- 
estly opposed to these violent measures and to drawing the color line 


two of these gentlemen, because their names are somewhat national; 
they are known to thecountry. Iwill mention for instance the pres- 
ent speaker of the house of representatives of Mississippi, Hon. H. M. 
Street. I willalsomention Hon.J.W.C. Watson, of Marshall, the editor 
of the paper that opposed the impeachment of the governor upon party 
grounds; General A. M. West, of the same town; ex-Governor Charles 
Clarke, and ex-Governor and ex-United States Senator Albert G. 
Brown, of Hinds, These men, I believe, are honestly opposed to this 
policy of violence and the drawing of the line in politics. 1 have al- 
ways believed that my colleague [|Mr. LAMAR] was one of that num- 
ber; Iam willing to give him credit for it; but when he asserts that 
in his conservative utterances he reflects the sentiments of the con- 


trolling element of his party, I take issue with him. His position | 


cannot be substantiated, for it is not correct. 

It is sometimes said that these violent measures are sometimes 
necessary to get rid of bad government, heavy taxes, and dishonest 
officials. I have asserted on this floor more than once that this can- 
not be truthfully said of Mississippi. I did not make groundless as- 
sertions and empty declarations, but presented facts and figures to 
substantiate what I said. Not one of my democratic colleagues has 
denied or can deny my position on this question. In that State there 
was no occasion whatever for the inauguration of violent measures 
on the ground that bad, incompetent, or dishonest men had control of 
the government. 

INEFFICIENCY OF STATE GOVERNMENTS. 
One other point which has been made very forcibly is the inefliciency 


one-twentieth part of the consideration of the southern democrats. 
Civil-service reform does not enter into their composition. They 
have not got it to think about. The sole objective point with tiie 
democratic party of the South, and I presume at the North, is demo 
cratic success. It is immaterial to them what the attitude of their 
candidate may be on any of the public questions now before the peo 
ple. It is immaterial to them whether their candidate for the Presi- 
dency be in favor of contracting the currency or expanding it. It is 
immaterial to them whether he be in favor of free trade or protec- 
tion. Itis immaterial to them whether he be really in favor of ad- 
ministrative reform or whether he be, as their candidate for the 
Presidency is now believed to be, the earnest advocate of gigantic 
corporations. They are willing to subordinate all other questions to 


ordinate all other questions, without excepting the honor, the integ 
rity, and the plighted faith of the nation. They only ask, “Give us 
the democratic party; that is what we want. The sole objective point 
with us is to get the Government into our bands and let us get our 
fingers on the purse-strings of the Treasury.” 

They have not only drawn the color line in politics for the purpose 
of appealing to the passions and prejudices of race, but they have 
drawn the sectional line for the purpose of rolling up the southern vote 


| in behalf of the Saint Lonis nominees. Civil-service reform amounts 
| to nothing in the estimation of the democratic party south of Mason 
j} and Dixon’s line. I speak of them knowingly. It may be true of 


those north of it also; but I speak of those south, for I know whereof 


| Ispeak. The order has already gone forth from Tammapy Hall, as 





of republican State governments at the South. It is very often said | 


that we have violence only in the States under republican rule. 


Without admitting that there is any foundation for this statement, | 
(for it is not altogether true,) I say that admitting it for the sake of | 
argument, what does it prove? It proves that the democrats will | 


obey the laws only when made and enforced by men of their own 
choice, while republicans will obey the laws whether they are made 


and enforced by men of their own choice or by democrats. Let us | 


admit that violence exists only in republican localities; why is it so? 
Simply because democrats say, ‘‘ Let us have the government and we 
will obey the laws; if you do not, we will not.” That is precisely the 
argument upon which the rebellion was inaugurated. 

I presume no gentleman in this Hall who 1s familiar with the his- 


tory of our Government will deny for a moment that had Frémont | 


been elected President instead of Buchanan in 1856, the war would 
have been inaugurated four years sooner than it was. And I pre- 
sume no one familiar with our history will deny that had Breckin- 
ridge, or even Douglas, been elected in 1860 instead of Lincoln, the 
war would have been postponed at least four years later. 





in politics, I may be pardoned for mentioning the names of one or | represented by the chiefs of that organization, saying to the demo- 


cratic party of the South, “Put this party into power, elect the ticket 
nominated at Saint Louis, and all things else will be added unto you.” 

I tell you that it is the only issue in the South to-day. No other 
public question agitates the public mind there. You may be divided 
at the North on questions of currency or of administrative reform, 
but they do not enter into politics at the South, because the demo- 


| crats do not care anything about them. 


CONCLUSION, 

Now, sir, let me say that the South is proposed to be carried by the 
democratic party. Every Southern State they propose to carry as 
they carried Mississippi last year; a State with 30,000 republican 
majority reversed by giving 30,000 democratic majority nominally. 
They propose to carry all the others the same way, not by the power 
of the ballot, but by an organized system of terrorism and violence. 
That is the way they propose to do it. 

Now let me say, in conclusion, that I am satisfied, I am convinced, 
that the public sentiment of the people of this country is sufficiently 
aroused now to see the danger we are in. I am satisfied that the peo- 
ple of this country are beginning to realize the importance of the sit- 
uation weare in. Iam satisfied that when these questions are known, 
when they are fully understood, the people will be determined to rise 
in their might and declare in language which cannot be misunder- 
stood that this great, grand, glorious Republic must and shall be 
preserved, 

Mr. Speaker, it is no pleasure for me to be compelled to admit the 
violence which exists in my own State. I would be happy if [could 
say trathfully that such is not the case. It gives me no pleasure to 
be compelled to acknowledge perfect toleration of opinion does not 
exist in the State of Mississippi. I have friends there on both sides. 
My home is there. My interests are there. My relatives are there ; 
and I want to see the State prosperous and happy. 

I want te see perfect toleration of opinion everywhere, and espe- 
cially in the State where I live. I am anxious for that to be the 
case, and nothing would give more pleasure than to be able to de- 
clare on the floor of the House of Representatives that perfect toler- 
ation of opinion is allowed to all classes. The fact that I am com- 
pelled to acknowledge that such is not the case in many counties in 
the State fills me with pain, mortification, and regret, for I want to 
see the two races living in harmony and in peace, and friendly re- 
lations existing between both parties. That is the object of my as- 
piration, and it is what I hope the better judgment of the whole 
body of the people of that State will see is for the general good. 
For I can realize the fact that since the State of Mississippi has been 
in its present condition of turmoil our commerce has been practically 
destroyed, the friendly relations between the two races arrested, em 
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icration to the State retarded, and the State itself almost in a disor- 
ganized condition, with a lawless class controlling it to a great ex- 
tent. 

{ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LYNCH. I should like to have two minutes more. 

Mr. RANDALL. Better say five. 

Mr. LYNCH. Ido not want more than two minutes. 

There being no objection, Mr. Lyxcn’s time was extended. 

Mr. LYNCH. In conclusion let me warn the House and the coun- 
try, not with any feeling of malice, not with any feeling of hatred, 
for I have none, that if you expect to preserve the constitutional lib- 
erties of the people as well as to uphold the perpetuity of republican 
institutions you must see to it that lawlessness is crushed out at the 
South. I say to the northern democrats, you must see to it, with my 
honorable friend from New York, [Mr. Lorp,] that your party stands 
upon the platform which that gentleman made in the resolutions in- 
troduced here yesterday to crush out mob law and violence at the 


enemies. 
State of Mississippi or any other State, it is entitled to the vote of that 
State and ought to have it. Ifthe republican party has a legitimate 
majority in that State or in any other State, it is entitled to the vote 
of that State and ought to have it. This is what honest men of all 
parties ought to be willing to say. And now, sir, I am satisfied that 
the people of this great Republic, realizing the necessities of the sit- 
uation, will see to it that this grand and glorious Union of ours must, 
shall, and will be preserved. [Applause. ] 
Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana, rose. 


ISSUE OF ARTIFICIAL LIMBS, ; 


Mr. RUSK. I rise to present the report of a committee of confer- 
ence, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of arti- 
ficial limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Hlouses as follows: 

I'be House concurs in the first and second amendments of the Senate, as follows 

In line 1 strike out “persons” and insert “ officer, soldier, seaman, and marine 

In line 5, after “application,” insert “or commutation therefor, as provided and 
limited by existing laws.” 

The House concurs also in the proviso added to the end of the bill withan amend- 
ment, inserting the word “ not’ between the words * shall” and *‘ be’ In the first 
line, so that it will read, “ that this act shall not be subject to the proviso of an act 
entilled ‘An act to increase pensions,’ approved June 1s, 1874.’ 

J. M. RUSK, 

A. V. RICE, 

JOHN C. BAGBY 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

J. B. GORDON 

NEWTON BOOTII 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. RUSK moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 
conference committee was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House resumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. HALE to 
reconsider the vote by which the message of the President in regard 
to the sundry civil bill was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I regret that so much valuable time is 
being taken up with the discussion of this southern question. It is a 
question in which I have taken but little interest, inasmuch as the col- 
ored men haveevery legal right that white men have. Color is nolonger 
known in our statutes, and I would not, Mr. Speaker, cast a single 
vote to deny them those rights. Since those rights have been secured 
to them it is strange that the time of this House is to be occupied in 
the diseussion of this question. 
them a single right or attempted to do so; but, on the contrary, a 
resolution was passed here yesterday declaring that this Congress 


was in favor of the execution of the laws and the Constitution, and | 


parties offending should be speedily punished. I favored this reso- 


lution so as to give the colored man to understand that his liberties | 


would not be jeopardized in the hands of either of the political par- 
ties. I consider this question settled, and should pass out of politics. 
Its agitation at this time is only for bad political purposes. 


I desire to say to my democratic friends here that there is nothing | 


that does us more injury in the North than the agitation of this ques- 
tion. Whenever there is trouble in the South it is an injury to us in 
the North. It is to the interest of the republican party that this difli- 
culty should be kept up: and I notice here, Mr. Speaker, that our 
republican friends delight to talk about the riots of the South. By 
their acts it would seem that they rejoice when there is any difficulty 
in the South. 
man of the South should now be used to make political capital for the 
republican party of the North. 

ws Speaker, it was not my purpose to speak at length upon this 
subject. 


case where there is a difficulty in the South it recoils upon the de- 


of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 


| perform the office of the one in demand. 


No man has made a move to deny | 





I regret, Mr. Speaker, that the blood of the colored | 


I merely wanted to say to my southern friends that in every | 
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mocracy of the North. But there is one thing that has not been satis- 
factorily explained by any gentleman on this floor, and that is that 
those difficulties have occurred in every State of the South as long as 
they were under republican rule, and whenever a State of the South 
passes into democratic hands you hear of no more difficulty there be- 
tween the white and the colored people. The trouble subsides at 
once. We are reliably informed that the electionin Alabama passed 
off quietly. The trouble is now confined to Louisiana, South Carolina, 
and to Florida, States that are controlled by the republican party. 
Why is this? Why is it that the difficulties are alone in the States 
controlled by the republicans? Mr. Speaker, if the colored men of the 
South desire peace and quiet, it would seem they should desire the 
control of their States to pass into the hands of the democratic party. 
I can only acecount for this in one way; and that is, the democratic 
officials in the South see that the laws are executed, and that lawless 
men cannot impose upon colored men without being brought to the 


1 da t | bar of justice ; while in States controlled by republicans of the South 
South, whether proceeding from political friends or from political | they are willing to see the blood of the colored man shed to manufact- 
If the democratic party has a legitimate majority in the | 


ure political capital for the benefit of their party in the North. 

My object, Mr. Speaker, ii speaking upon this occasion was not to 
reply to the remarks made by the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. 
LYNCH, } but to reply to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. TOWNSEND] on the ques- 
tion of the remonetization of silver. The honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in a speech some days ago deciared “that there never 
was a government that has been able toregulate the market price 
between the two coins, gold and silver; that it has been found to be 
an impossibility; that their value fluctuates as does that of any other 
commodity.” LTagree with the gentleman. I agree that a govern- 
ment has never been able to properly regulate the value of these 
coins; but I want the gentleman to think upon one question, and that 
is, has the Government any more power to regulate one than both? 
It is admitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that those metals 
are not standards of value; but the different nations having adopted 
them as money and fixed a valueon them in payment of honest debts, 
has done much to give them uniform value. 

I maintain that it is far more practicable to regulate the value of 
both than of one. If you have two metals performing the same office, 
whenever there is a demand for one of them or there is a scarcity of 
one of them by the demands from foreign countries, the other will 
A double standard is self- 
regulating, while if you have but one standard, what is there to regu- 
late it? If we had but one standard in this country, and a demand 
was made on us for the metal out of which it was made, there is 
nothing to check the advance in price of that metal, but if we have 
two each serves as a substitute for the other, and as a check in the 
advance of the other, and brings about a uniform value. The gen- 
tleman says that ‘‘you can no more regulate the price of coin metal 
than of grain.” I admit the proposition, but I ask the gentleman 
whether the value of grain is not better regulated when there are two 
kinds of grain to perform the same office than it would be if you had 
but one; for instafice, you have two kinds of grain which are used 
for breadstuffs. If the crop of one is short the other takes its place, 
and extravagant prices are prevented. It is just so with metals; 
wheat and corn regulate the value of each other, and so it is with 
gold and silver; they regulate the value of each other also. 

The gentleman says that “if you remonetize silver and receive it 
for tariff dues then the Government will be compelled to buy gold to 
pay the interest on the public debt.” [want the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania { Mr. TOWNSEND ] to understand that the same law that 
defines what shall be received for tariff dues defines what shall be re- 
ceived for the interest on the public debt. Tariff dues are to be paid 
in coin and the interest on the public debt is to be paid in coin. We 
have as much right to pay the interest on our public debt in silver as 
we have to take silver coin for tariff dues. I claim the right in both 
instances. 

The gentleman then speaks of “the great frand,” as he terms it, 
that would be perpetrated on the creditor class provided we remon- 
etize silver and offer it in payment of our bonds. I say that the action 
of the Government in demonetizing silver was a course that would 
be discountenanced on any stock-board in the United States. The 
Government sold coin “short;” it sold that which it did not have 
for future delivery at the time. Let me suggest an illustration to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Suppose a stock company, say the 
“ Pacific Mail,” had one thousand shares of stock, and they would sell 
“short” with that understanding, and a portion of their stockhold 
ers would be purchasers, say to the extent of five hundred shares. The 
directors would then consolidate the stock, retiring one-half, thus 
increasing the value of the stocks one-half; and at the time of deliv- 


| ery, suppose the corporation was compelled to purchase the stock, 


thus increased in value as stated by the retirement of the one-half, 
would not that be a great frand on all stockholders not purchasers, 
and would not it bankrupt the company for the benefit of the few 
yurchasers of stock? What would be said of this board of directors? 
Vould they be countenanced on any stock-board in the country? 

That is what the United States has done. It sold coin short and then 
retired one-half of its coin, A greater frand was never perpetrated 
upon any stock-board, and yet men who engaged in this kind of legis 
lation, this kind of frand against all the debtors of the country, come 
here, and in this Congress, and when men speak in behalf of the right, 
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they abuse and denounce them. Some time hence it will be remem- 
bered that when I offered an amendment to a bill to make silver a 

full legal tender it was denounced in a most violent speech. I want 
gentlemen to understand that they have a different party to deal 
with now and that the creditors of the country are going to be heard, 


and instead of meeting them with derision let them come forward | 


with their argument. They will find that before this question is set- 
tled no denunciation will prevent an entire investigation of this mat- 
ter. They will find that they will be compelled to come forward 
with argument rather than denunciation. If they have no argument, 
let them keep quiet. 

When this question was first before the House the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] took especial pains to denounce those who 
brought it forward. I want to say in regard to him that I have 
kindly feelings toward him—I do not entertain unkind feelings 
toward any gentleman on this floor—but when I read his remarks in 
the RecorpD made in regard to this great measure of restoring silver 
and giving it a legal-tender quality, a great measure in the interest 
of the people as against a few moneyed corporations and the bondhold- 
ers of the country; when I saw the manner in which this question | 
was treated by him, I felt it due to me and to the people I represent 
and to the one hundred and ten Representatives who cast their votes 
for that measure that he should be replied to before this session 
closes. 

I am now satisfied that this subject is not to be settled this ses- 
sion. I am satistied that the bondholding interest here will filibuster 
this measure over to the next session. But I want those gentlemen 
to understand that this question is only put off. The people will set 
tle the matter between now and the next meeting of Congress, and I 
venture to say that at a very early day in the next session this meas- 
ure will be carried by a large majority. We propose to establish in 
this country the right of the people, not by seklewr from any individ- 
ual or class of men any rights that belong to them, but to take from 
them rights which they have unlawfully taken fromm others and restore 
them to whom they belong. 

I desire now to refer to some remarks made by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] in his speech upon this subject 
some time since, 

Mr. Speaker, I quote from the honorable gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
GARFIELD:] “In 1873 we adopted a device to preserve the constancy 
of the value of the dollar.” If the gentleman had omitted the de, 
and said we adopted a rice, he would have fairly expressed the law of 
1873, for no more vicious legislation was ever before devised aud en- 
acted. It was not done, as the gentleman says, to “ preserve the dol- 
lar,” but to destroy it. It was not done, as the gentleman says, “ be- 
cause Congress saw that it would be difficult to preserve the dollar,” 
but because a set of men congregated on Wall street (calling them- 
selves brokers, and properly so, because they break everybody with 
whom they come in contact) saw that without such legislative action 
their business of gambling would be gone; therefore they songht to 
impose upon such members of Congress as the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, and bumbugged him and others into this most villainous 
legislation. In allof my careerin both private and public life I have 
never known any proposition containing so many of the “ essential 
elements of rascality and colossal swindling” as this demonetizing 
act of 1873. 

The honorable gentleman from Ohio introduced the subject of 
equivalents from the law of 1869; it is manifest that he is not as igno- 
rant upon that subject as upon the act demonetizing silver, at least 
he was wise enough to stop reading from that act just at the point 
which allowed him to place his own construction on it, a construction, 
I will venture to assert, few other members of this House could be 
found to indorse. The sentence which he refused to read explained 
the meaning of the words “coin and equivalent ;” coin meant gold 
and silver and the equivalent their equivalent. 

But the gentleman was wise enough to have the whole sentence 
printed in the RecorpD when detected in his effort at special pleading 
upon the topic of equiralency. The truth is the gentleman has by 
his own presentation of this question destroyed his whole argument. 
He says “he denies the principle of equivalency.” Who proposes to 
pay in this silver coin? It is he who “ denies the principle of equiva- 
ency,” for the law says gold and silver coin, which means either of 
them. The equivalency attaches to paper if offered in payment, and 
not to either of the metals. This is the plain construction of the law, 
and he is the first to give to the law any other interpretation and 
should be the last to thus interpret it. It is too absurd to be again 
repeated. 

The gentleman from Ohio said, some one has said, “ that there is 
aninnate desire in the human mind to get a chance to cheat somebody.” 
If this House desires proof of the honorable gentleman’s quotation, I 
would refer you to his efforts in securing the passage of the law of 
1873, demonetizing silver. This act deprives all the debtor class of 
this country of the option of offering silver in payment. That option 
to-day would be worth more than $1,000,000 to the debtor class. This 

was no small “ cheat.” 

And it appears the gentleman was not entirely ignorant of the 
effect of this act, for = says, “ that Congress foresaw a difficulty 
ahead (he was in Congress at the time) and passed a law to guard 
against it.’ 

This difficulty was just what we now seek to remedy ; the cheapen- 


ing of silver was foreseen. How was it foreseen? Was it not by the 
intercourse of the plotting bondholders of both continents with leg. 
| islation that the action of speculators was foreseen ? 

The great wisdom of the eminent statesman from Ohio would seem 
| to have been formed upon information of the action of a body of 
| Shylocks, who, not content with their * pound” of “flesh,” must take 
i the “blood” also. They well knew that it was the right of the debtor 

to pay in the cheapest money; hence the law must be changed by 
demonetizing silver to deprive them of that right, as it was likely to 
be cheap because of the conspiracy against it, which, if not demone- 
tized, the creditor would be compelled to take it. The gentleman from 
Ohio boasts of participating in this conspiracy against the debtor 
class by legislative enactment in changing the contract, repudiating 
the original. 

Again I quote from the gentleman from Ohio: 

A great minister once said that there were two things in human nature which 
when united always made iniquity e omple te. One was the desire todo a dishonura- 
ble thing and the other was the opportunity to do it. 

It was most unfortunate that the opportunity was presented to the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio in 1873, and it is more to be regretted 

that the opportunity found him filled with the desire. 

Mr. Speaker, can you picture in your mind the warm greeting that 
Representatives of the people met with at the festive board of the 
scheming bondholders, after having sold out the rights of their con- 
stituents, or rather legislated them away? Many healths were no 
doubt drank to the honorable gentleman from Ohio for his great liber- 
ality and generosity in seeing that they were to be paid in “ honest 
money,” seeing as they did that silver was soon to become dishonest 
money, as dishonest legislation had been enacted against it. The 
bondholders and gold-brokers no doubt exclaimed, “Gold will now 
advance, and we will receive our pay in it, and all this due to the 
generosity of the gentleman from Ohio and others. Drink them 
down!” O, there was no solemnity there. 

If we are to be lectured upon the high moral grounds taken by the 
honorable gentleman, I hope it will be done by some one who was not 
the advocate of every measure that has been concocted in this House 
for the past ten years to filch from and rob the people, and still 
champion such jobs as “solemn pledges.” 

Mr. Speaker, there are but few members here who supported the 
iniquitous legislation of 1869, which increased the obligations of the 
debtor class by changing the payment from paper to coin, more than 
$400,000,000 on the public debt alone. The fraud of 1873 demonetiz- 
ing silver affects all debts, public and private, and is far more reach- 
ing in its effect. The Government debt is but little over two Dbill- 
ions, while State, municipal, and individual debts amount to more 
than ten billion. It ill becomes that few to lecture this House or at 
this time to stand by those frandulent acts on “ moral” grounds. 

Some weeks ago a resolution was introduced by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. PoppLeTON] asking that a committee of investigation be 
appointed and charging that corrupt means were resorted to to pass 
the act of 1869, and that no less than $5,000,000 had been paid out to 
secure the “solemn pledge” spoken of by the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, } and if I mistake not the honorable gentleman 
opposed the passage of that resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Will my friend from Indiana 
(Mr. ae allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Did I understand the gentle- 
man to say that the act of 1573 retired one-half of the coin of this 
country ? 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I was illustrating acase. I say that, 
according to the best information we have, silver constitutes about 
one-half of the world’s money. Our silver bullion is much greater 
than our gold bullion, at least twice as great. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman inform 
me how much has been coined by our Mint during its existence of 
gold and silver? 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I know that that is a point taken by 
some gentlemen. I know that they urge that only about eight mill- 
ion silver dollars have been coined. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. That is so. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I understand that very well. But I 
wish to say that this country, until latterly, was not a silver-produc- 
ing country. During the first years of the existence of this Govern- 
ment we obtained our silver from other countries. Now we are a 
great silver-producing country. In 1873 this Congress sought to 
undervalue its own production. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I want to remind the gentle- 
man of the fact that from the organization of the Mint up to 1573, 
when this act was passed, the coinage of gold amounted to $816, 000. 
000, while the coinage of silver was only about $145,000,000. Conse- 
quently if silver was demonetized by the act of 1373, it constituted 
but a small proportion of the metallic currency of this country. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Will the gentieman also inform the 
House that in the early days of the Republic we had an immense 
amount of silver coin that was of —- and Mexican coinage, and 
that silver was worth more than gold. We had but little bullion to 
coin ourselves. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I know that for the first few 
| years we had not. But we began to coin the silver dollar in 1849, and 
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from that time we had our own silver dollar, and the number of silver 


dollars coined at our mints amounts to only about $8,000,000, I de- | 


sire to ask the gentleman another question. He contends that the 
word “coin” in the actof 1869includes both gold and silver. I want 
to inquire of him whether it includes copper and nickel, and whether 
or not he would contend that the interest on the public debt could be 
paid in subsidiary silver coin and in coppers and nickels? 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I will give the gentleman the inter- 
pretation of the word coin as made by Chief Justice Chase. In de- 
ciding a case that came from New York to the Supreme Court Chief 
Justice Chase said that we had two kinds of dollars; that we had the 
coin dollar composed of a piece of gold or silver of a certain degree of 
weight and fineness, and a paper dollar. Is that satisfactory to the 
gentleman ? : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I know that. But I want to 
know if the gentleman goes further and contends that the nickels and 
coppers, Which are also coin, should be receivable in payment of pub- 
lic dues? 

Mr. FORT. To the extent that they are legal tender, of course they 
should be. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. The gentleman will understand that 
coppers and nickels are not known in the Constitution at all, and are 
not coins as defined in the Constitution. It is merely trifling with 
this question to raise that point. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Irise forthe purpose of submitting a report from 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Tlouses on the legislative, judicial, and executive appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for 
& moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. If it does not take too much time. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table House bill No, 3623 establishing post-roads, with 
the Senate amendments thereto, and to have them referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. As the amendments of 
the Senate contain an appropriation, we propose to confer with the 
Committee on Appropriations on that subject. 

No objection was made; and the bill, with the Senate amendments, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I am instructed by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads to report the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk for consideration at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the annual reports of the Postmaster-General, as required by sec- 
tion 413 of the Revised Statutes, together with the accompanying documents in re- 


lation to contracts for carrying the mails, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, be printed. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The papers referred to in this resolu- 
tion were some time ago referred to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads and are now in the committee-room. 

Mr. KASSON. They have not yet been printed? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. They have not been, and this resolu- 
tion is to direct their printing. 

No objection was made; and the resolution was adopted. 


PUBLICATION OF ARMY REGULATIONS, 


Mr. RANDALL. I now yield for a moment to the gentloman from 
Ohio, [Mr. BANNING. ] 

Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent that Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 24, providing for the postponement of the publication of 
the Army regulations, be taken from the Speaker’stable and acted on 
now. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

_ Whereas the President Was, by act of Congress approved March 1, 1875, author- 
ized to make and publish regulations for the government of the Army in accordance 
with existing laws; and whereas by act of Congress approved July 24, 1876, acom 
mission was created, to which has been referred the wn subject-matter of reform 
and re-organization of the Army of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives, éc., That the President be re- 
quested to postpone all action in connection with the publication of said regula- 
tions until after the report of said commission is received and acted on by Congress 
at its next session. 

_Mr. BANNING. It is thought by those in charge of the publica- 
tion of these regulations that inasmuch as the commission on the re- 
organization of the Army will report at the next session of Congress, 
it will be best to postpone until that time the publication of the 


Army Regulations, as that report may make changes in those regula- 
tions. 


resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MAISH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have pub- 
lished in the REcoRD remarks on Pennsylvania border claims. [See 
Appendix. ] 

IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM W. BELKNAP. 

Mr. MGMAHON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4090) to publish the proceedings in the impeachment of William W. 
Belknap ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

REMOVAL OF DISTRICT JAIL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that the conference asked by the Senate 
may be agreed to, I ask the House to take up the bill (S. No. 842) au- 
thorizing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to remove the 


jail on Judiciary Square to grounds near the Washington Asylum, for 


the use of the District. This is a local affair. I move that the House 
insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the 


| Senate. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. Hon- 
MAN, Mr. YOUNG, and Mr. KiMBALL as the conferees on the part of 
the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed 
the same : 

An act (H.R. No. 1089) granting a pension to Thomas I. Fox, late a pri- 
vate of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers ; 

An act (H.R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3359) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims under the 
act of Congress of March 3, 1871, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 3374) for the relief of Harry E. Eastman, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel Second Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3678) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Lydia to that of Sylph; and 

An act (H.R. No. 3249) for the relief of James W. Harvey and James 
Livesey, of the firm of Harvey & Livesey, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. POPPLETON, from the same committee, reported that the com- 
mittee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of trade-mark 
goods and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark goods ; 

An act (S. No. 852) for the relief of Elisha E. Rice ; 

An act (S. No. 944) for the relief of Gilderoy M. Hardy ; 

An act (S. No. 990) to remove the political disabilities of Reuben 
Davis, of Mississippi ; 

An act (S. No. 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
to carry the mails in their new iron steam-ships ; 

An act (S. No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution 
of the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1874 
and 1875; 

An act (H. R. No. 1713) for the relief of Berthold Loewenthal, of 
Chicago, Illinois ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Hannah W. 
Sumner, widow of Major-General Edwin V. Sumner; and 

An act (H. R. No. 3209) to anthorize the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to receive lands in payment of judgments to eastern band of 
Cherokee Indians. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit the report which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H R. No. 2571) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 36, 1877, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con 
ference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 70, 72, 73, 76, 175, 177, 178, 
181, 182, 205, 215, 419, 443, 444, 445, 446, 460, 519, 545, 553, 554, 559, 577, 581, 590, 591, 502, 
593, 614, 617, 620, 623, 625, 632, 643, 705, 709, 710, 721, 722, 763, 764, 766, 776, 810 812, 912, 
915, 921, 922, and 944. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 2, 3, 
4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 42, 
33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 68, 69, 71, 78, 79, 80, 138,139,140, 141, 142, 143, 157, 159, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 165, 166, 167, 169, 170, 171, 172, 179, 180, 213, 214, 418, 422, 424, 425, 426, 427, 
428, 430, 450, 457, 458, 461, 468, 471, 472, 473, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 480, 482, 48:3, 
484, 485, 486, 487, 488, 489, 490, 491, 492, 493, 494, 495, 496, 497, 498, 499, 500, S01, 503, 
505, 506 508, 509, 510, SLL, 512, 513, 514, 515, 516, 518, 521, 522, 523, 524, 525, 526, 

’ 532, 533, 534, 535, 536, 537, 538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 543, 544, 550, 
59 by , 560, 561, 572, 573. 575, 576, 589, 594, 609, 610, 616, 619, G31, 644, 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the | a , 697, 698, 699, 700, 701, 702, 704, 704, 706, 707, TLL, 713, 714, U6. 717, 
1 


Speaker’s table, coal three times, and passed. 


Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint | 942. 


- , 7 fl 27, 728, 729, 730, 731, 759, 761, 762, 765, 767 769, 770, 


771, 772, 773, 807, 809, 811, 842, 913, 914, 917, 918, 919, 920, 936, 937, 938, O41, and 
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That the Honse recede f ts disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, and 
f «a ‘ e word ‘ ate ’ 
w - t wting f the bill i full 
< I > g tot Line 
a4 m © the er ' b 21 
1 tand ven and in ! i eor * fi ‘ 
} Sena \ t} ‘ 
I f i to the amendment bered 51 
i . Atte ! 1 
i u RORS ia acl im this 
i“ ito m 1 fou pont ) and the Senate agree to the um 
i hit roc t i disa i ed 
‘ rt same, W na ousand 
ar tini theres two thousa ile agree to 
tlie 
That the H recede from its d umbered 53 
and a oth ‘ i ame hou 
sund ni indred and t ity-two"'a wip Bev 
enty th d eight und two sami 
ri House re fro bered 66 
at 2eree to itha irteen,” and 
nse! ‘ ie I t ty -a i 
hat ru ‘ le f ~ . at imbered 67, 
and avree t ‘ ne, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “twenty-eight 
andl Pant Rete i to the same 
| | 1 ! 4 disag nent to the amendment numbered 74 
and a v “ as follow Strike out therefrom the 
word i i insert on vad the nate agree to the ime 
Tha cede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 75 
and a to same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ eight” and 
inact! if “« ite agree to the same 
That i recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 77, 
ia ame, With an amendment as follows: Str outt words “forty 
é t thousand and four and insert in lieu thereof “ thirty-three thousand and 
Bev . ate agree to the same 
Thatt i « recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 81 to 
Lif nd agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 
It mended paragraph titute the following 
lor comy sation of the oflicers, « ks, messengers, and others receiving an an 
nia in t rvice of the House of Representatives, namely: Clerk of the 
Mk of Rep ntatives cluding compensation as disbursing oflicer of the con 
tinge d, #4.500, and « of horses and wagons for the use of the Clerk's 
‘ ( mal 1 ( 1 House of Representatives is authorized and di 
‘ to sign, during the recess of Congress after the first session and until the 
fi a t econd session, the certificates for the monthly compensation of 
‘ | Deleyvates in Congress, which certiticates shall be in the form now in 
n nd at have the like force and etfect as is given to the certiticate of the 
: r; Chief Clerk and jo l clerk, two reading clerks. tally clerk, five in all 
ts dea ilis ing clerk, file clerk, printing and bill clerk, and enrolling 
‘ four in all, at $2,250 each; for assistant to Chief Clerk, assistant to enrolling 
‘ ! i iclerk, vewspaper clerk, superintendent of document 
1 vex n, seven in all, at $2,000 each: distributing clerk 
> t ta t 00; one document clerk and one upholstererand loc} 
smith, 31.840 eacl i essenger in the office of the Clerk of the House and 
‘ wsisting librarian, at $ 1; book-keeper and four clerks, at 
bd Veacl one engineer, 31,440; and t ant engineers, at $1,200 each: and 
alls neers and others who are engag ut r and ventilating the House shall 
he ct to the orders of and in ets under the direction of the Door 
} i firemen, at $900 each; one laborer, at #20; and four laborers, 
87 ‘ h; one pace, at $2.50 per day during the session; and one telegr aph-op 
ato #400; tor clerk to the Coninnitt 18, 82.500: messe rto 
the ¢ ttee of Ways and Mcans ittee on Appropri 
ation 10): messenger to the ¢ 21,200; clerk tot 
Cor ittee of Claims, #2,000; clerk t Lands, $2,000 ; clerk 
to the Committee on War Claims i 8 table, $1,500; private 
secretary to the Speaker, $1," Sergeant at-Arms of the House of Representa 
tives, $4,000; f *! orst va for his use, $500; clerk to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, $2,100; paying teller forthe S int-at- Arms, 82,000; messengerto the Ser- 
i \ - 0: Doorke« er, 3 0; assistant doorkeeper, $2,000; clerk for 
Doorkeeper, $1,200; janitor, 81.200; Postmaster, $2,500; tirst assistant postmaster, 
$2,000; four 1 sone! at $1,000 eacl ight during the session, at $600 each 
‘ ' i of tl li tis enn ive ote l reporters « { the pr COO 8s and ak bates 
of 1 ilouse, at 85,000 each; two stenographers for committees, $5,600 each, and 
this ll be in lien of all other compensation for such services in reporting and 
tra ng the pr edi of ca t all of said committees ; superintendent of 
t ing-reot ) ee clerks in the folding-room, one at-$1,800, and two at 
#1.200: one folder in the sealir room, $1,200; superintendent and chief assistant 
in the document-room, at $1,700 cach ; document file clerk, $1,400; eight messengers, 
at $1,200; ten messengers, at $1,000; four laborers under the superintendent of the 
fulding-room to handle books, at $720 per annum cach ; seven laborers, at $720 each ; 
ten laborers, during the session, at the rate of 8720 cach per annum, 82,400; onela 
bore at BO ne laborer, (Hienry Douglas,) at 8840; and for one female attendant 
in lac tiring-room, 8600; making in all, the sum of $196,420 
Phat the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 137, and agree tothe text 
proposed to be stricken with an amcndment as follows: Insert after the word 
ca in line 6, page s of the bill, the following alacompensation not exceeding 
Sl ‘ 
that the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 144, 
and ree to the same, with an amendment as follows 
Add the end of the paragraph the following 
lo pay outstanding indebtedness incurred by the committees of the House prior 
to June 30, 1576, $4,000, to be disbursed by the Clerk of the House.” 
And the Senate agree to the same 
That the He ecede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 145 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 
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lieu of the tirst paragraph of said amendment insert the following 

or compensation of the Public Printer at the rate of $3,600 per annum, and of 
lerks and employés in his office, $12,900: Provided, That the term ‘ Public 
ter’ as employed in that part of the act making mL gen Cu apes for sundry civil 


neses of the Government for the current fiscal year which repeals all laws pro 


ig for the election or appointment of Public Printer shall be construed as em 
img that officer whether known as Congressional Printer or Public Printer.” 
dl the Senate agree to the same 





it the Ho recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 146 
», both inclusive, and ee to the same, with an amendment, as follows: 

I 

t 








lien of the amend varagraph substitute the following 

be librarian, $4,000; and for fifteen assistant librarians 

ne at $2,000, four at $1,600 each, two at 81.440 each, two at 
each, two at $1,200 each, one at $1,000, and one at $960 per annum; in all 

0 


ul the Senate agree to the same 


r compensation of 


at S220) h 
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at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 156 
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and 158, and agree to the same, with amendments as follows: In lien of “nine” and 








fourteen" insert respectively “ seven” and “ twelve ;"' and the Senate agree to 
the same 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 169, and ager tot 
text proposed to be s 1onut, with an amendment as follows: Add 
of th pa rraph the ing Py ted, That not exceeding 8600 of 
appropriation n for fuel used during the fiscal year 
« w June 30, 1876; and Sarit 
rt the H © recede 1 t to the amendment numbered 168 
vi agree to tl an with an amendinent as follows: Strike out “twenty-o 
and insert ** fifteen and the Senate agree to the same 
| hat the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 17 
| and agree to the same, with an amendment as follov Strike out “thr hun 


|} and twenty’ and insert in lieu thereof “two hundred ;" and the Senate agr 

| the sa 

| That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment nambered 174 

} and agree to the same, with ana ndment as follows: Strike out ight thousand 

sreof “seven thousand seven hundred and six 
four and the Senate acre to the same 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 17¢ 

| and agree to the same, with an amendment f 

| 

| 

| 

| 











and four,” and insert in lieu 


nt as follows: Strike out “ four and 
sert “two,” and strike out “ twenty-eicht hundred and eighty ” and insert “ fo 
teen hundred and fo and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 183 
and agree to the ume, with anamendment as follows: Strike out “ two thousand 
| and insert “ eichteen hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 124 
| 1 bh an amendment as follows: Strike out “ thirteen 














and agree to the same, wit! and 
insert “twelve vl strike out “eight ' and insert “seven,” and after the word 

hundred ” insert “ fifty and the Senate agree to the same 

That the Tlouse recede from ita disagreement to the amendment nambered 1-5 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “four” ins« 
‘three and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 136 

to 2.2, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 














In lieu of the two paragraphs amended substitute the following 

‘For compensation of the Secretary of State, $5,000; three Assistant Secretar 
of State, at $3,500 each; for chief clerk, $2,500; twelve clerks of class four; ‘ 
ten clerks of class one ; and thirteen clerks, at $900 cach ; on 
messenger; one assistant messenger; one superintendent of the watch, at 81,000 
) Sl wo 








clerks of class thr 


hmen: twelve laborers: chief engineer, who shall be a machini U 
sistant engineer, 21,000; four firemen, at % 
- 


SIX Wal 





0) each; twenty char-women, at 


$180 each; and a conductor for the elevator, at ); in all $99,220 
“For five chiefs of Bureaus and one translator, at $2,100 each, $12,600." 












And the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 203 
to 207, both inclusive, and ee to the same, with an amendment as follows 
Substitute in lica of the amended parag h the following: 
For proof-reading and packing the laws and documents for the various legations 
and consulates, including boxes and transportation of the same, $2,590 ; for ‘ 


1 repairs, $4,000; for books and maps, $2,000; for extra 








i 





ery. furniture, tixture 

clerk hire and copyin OO: in all, $11,000 

1 the Senate a he sam 

it the Louse recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 203 

both inclasi 

Substitate for u 
For contingent expenses, namely: For fae! $10.000: for lights, $3,000 ; for 


| pairs $2,000; for care and subsistence of horses and repairs of wagons and hart 
#1.500. and for miscellancous items, not included in the foregoing, $3,125; i> all 





Ar 
Th 








e, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 
amended parayraph the following 








1at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 


21 
withan amendment striking out the following on line 8, page 14, of the bill: “ For 
purchase of offic ial postage-stamps, $20,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the louse recede from its disagreement to the amendwents numbered 217 
to 241, both inclusive, with an amendment as follows: 
Substitute for the amended paragraph the following: 
‘retary's Office.—For compensation of the Secretary of the Treasury, $2,000 
two Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; chief clerk and ex-oficio 
superintendent of the Treasury building 700 ; one chief of division of warrants 
estimates, and appropriations, 82,7 

















S125 
| And the Senate agree to the same 
I 





* 





70; one assistant chief of division of warrants 
estimates, and appropriations, $2,400; six chiefs of division, at $2,500 each; six as 
sistant chiefs of division, at $2,000 cach ; twenty-three clerks of class four; two 
disbursing clerks, at $2 500 each ; stenographer to the Secretary, 32,000; nineteen 
clerks of class three; eighteen clerks of class two; eleven clerks of class on 
twenty female clerks, at $900 each; eight messengers and twenty-eight laborers 
one captain of the watch, 21,290; one engineer, $1,400; one assistant engineer 
£1,000; one machinist and gas-fitter, $1.20; one storekeeper, $1,200; sixty wat 
men, at $720 each, and, additional to two of said watchmen, acting as lieutenants of 
watchmen, $1°0 ea six tiremen, at $720 each; seventy-five char-women, at $i>0 
each; in all, $281,310." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 242 
to 251, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 

In liew of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to consolidate the division 
of loans and the division of currency into one division; and all work now done in 
either division shall be done in the consolidated division, with the following 
ployés, namely: One chief of division, at $2,500; two assistant chiefs of division, at 
$2,100 each; ten clerks of class four, and additional pay to three fourth-class clerks 
namely, receiving clerk of bonds and two book-keepers, $100 each» six clerks of 
class three; three clerks of class two; four clerks of class one; thirty-five clerks, 
at $900 each; six messengers, at $840 cach; six laborers, at $720 each; and six la 
borers, at $2.25 per day each; in all, $88,085.50.” , 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 
to 259, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“ Supervising Architect.—In the construction branch of the Treasury : For Super 
vising Architect, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,250; photographer, $2,250; one principal 
| clerk at $2,000; one clerk of class four; two clerks of class three; two clerks of 
| class one; one clerk at $900; and one messenger ; in all, $20,140.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 260 
to 268 both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In licu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“ First Comptroller of the Treasury.—For First Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,000 
deputy comptroller, $2.700; four chiefs of division, at $2,100 each ; four clerks of 
clase four; ten clerks of class three; eight clerks of class two; four clerks of class 
one; six clerks, at $900 each; one messenger; and three laborers ; in all, 963,700 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 269 
to 278, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with au amendment as follows : 
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In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 
Second Comptroller of the lreasury.—For Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
); deputy comptroller, $2,700; five chiefs of division 





$2,100 each; tive clerks 








of class four; twelve clerks of class three; thirteen clerks of class two; eighteclerks 
of class one; nine clerks at $900 each; one messenger; and theee laborers; in all, 
ee 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 279 
to 2-6, both Puciusive, ar yree to the same, with an amendment as tollows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following 

“Commissioner of Customs.— For Commissioner of Customs, $4,000; deputy con 
missioner, $2,250; two chiefs of division, at $2,100 eac h; two clerks of class four 


tive clerks of class three; ten clerks of class two; nine clerks of class one; one 
messenger; and one laborer; in all, €45,410.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 287 
to 208, both inclusive, and agree to t samme, With an amendment as lollows 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following 

“First Auditor.—For the First Auditor of the Treasury, $3,000; deputy auditor 
%- four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; two clerks of class four; six clerks 
of class three; seven clerks of class two; cleven clerks of class one; one m« 
ger; and two laborers in all, $52,330; and for the division of loans, namely: ‘Tl 
clerks of class four; three clerks of class three; two clerks of class two; and two 
clerks of class one; in all, $15,400.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 299 
to 8, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 

In lieu of the amended paragraph subsiitate the following: 

Second Auditor.—For Secoud Auditor $3,600 ; deputy auditor, $2,250; five chiefs 
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of division, at $2.000 each; six clerks of class four; twenty-eight clerks of class 
three; sixty clerks of class two; thirty-live clerks of class one; one messenger ; 
and eight laborers; in all, $204,050.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its diaagreement to the amendments numbered 309 | 
317. both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows | 
In lieu of the amended paragraph substi » the following 

Third Auditor.—For Third Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; five chiefs 
of division, at $2,000 each; six clerks of class four; fifteen clerks of class thre« 
sixty clerks of class two; thirty-five clerks of class one; five clerks, at $900 
each ; one messenger ; four laborers; and one charwoman, at $4200 ; in all, 





to 















30.” 





| 
Aud the Senate agree to the same. | 


fhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 318 
to 325, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as tollows : 
In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following 


“Fourth Auditor.—For the Fourth Auditor, 83 600; deputy auditor, $2,250; three | 








chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; two clerks of class four; sixteen clerks of class | 
three; nine clerks of class two; nine clerks of class one; tive clerks, at 3900 each ; | 
one messenger; and two laborers; in all, $71,230. | 
And the Senate agree to the same. | 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 326 | 


to 333, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 


In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following | 


“Fifth Auditor.—For the Fifth Auditor, 34,600; deputy auditor, 22,25 two | 


o 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 cach ; two clerks of class four; six clerks of class three 
five clerks of c’ass two; six clerks of class one; three clerks, at $900 each; one 
messenger; and one laborer; in all, $41,510.’ 
And the Senate agree to the sau 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 334 
to 344, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 





“Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department.—Yor compensation of the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Oftice Department $3,600; deputy auditor, 
$2,250; eight chiefs of division, at$2,000 each; seven clerks of class four, and, addi 
tional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, #200; fifty-two clerks of class three; sixty 
tive clerks of class two ; thirty-six clerks of class one ; one messenger; anid ning 








| 
In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following | 


laborers; eighteen asso ters of money-orders, $18,000; also fifteen female assorters | 


of money-orders, at $900 each; in all, $298,070. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 345 
to 375, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following 

‘Treasurer.—For compensation of the Treasurer of the United States, $6,000; as- 
sistant treasurer, $3,600; cashier, $3,600; assistant cashier, $3,200; chief clerk, 
”; five chiefs of division, at $2,500 each; one principal book-keeper, at $2,500 ; 
ssistant book-keeper, at 100; two tellers, at $2,500 each; two assistant tel 
at $2,250 each; twelve clerks of class four; twelve clerks of class three; eight 
clerks of class two; six clerks of class one; forty clerks, at $900 each ; five messen- 
gers; tive laborers, at $720 each; and seven laborers, at $240 each ; in all, $157.90; 
and for the division of loans, namely, fifteen clerks of claas four; five clerks of 
class threo; five clerks of class two; eight clerks of class one; one hundred and 
eighteen counters and copyists, at $900 each; seven messengers; and twenty-six 
laborers; in all, $182,400; and for the force employed in redeeming the national 
currency, namely, for superintendent, $3,500; two principal tellers and one princi 
pal book-keeper, at $2,500 each; one assistant book-keeper, $2,400; and two assist 
ant tellers, at $2,000 each; two clerks of class four; two clerks of class three; four 
clerks of class two; thirty-five clerks of class one; twelve clerks, at $1,000 each ; 
twenty-six clerks, at $900 each; two messengers; three assistant messengers; three 
employés, at $432 each; in all, $112,336 

And the Senate agree to the same. 



































That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 376 | 


to 390, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Register of the Treasury.—For compensation of the Register of the Treasury 
$4,000; assistant register, $2,250; six clerks of class four; seven clerks of class 
three; ten clerks of class two; eight clerks of class one; six copyists, at $900 
each; one messenger, and three laborers; in all, $60,250; and for the division of 
loans, namely, tive chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; nine clerks of class four; 
eight clerks of class three; three clerks of class two; four clerks of class one; 
Sixty-seven copyists and counters, at $900 each ; four messengers and four labor 
ers; in all, $114,540. And the ottice of deputy register of the Treasury is hereby 
abolished.” f 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 391 
to 406, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Comptroller of the Currency.—For Comptroller of the Currency, $5,000; deputy 
comptroller, $2,800; four chiefs of division, at $2,200 each; one stenographer, at 
$1,800; eight clerks of class four ; twelve clerks of class three ; nine clerks of class 
two; eight clerks of class one ; twenty-five clerks, at $900 each ; three messen; 


three laborers, and two night-watchmen, at $720 each; in all $102.20; and for 














expenses of the national currency, namely, one superintendent, at $2,000 ; one teller 
and one book-kéeper, at $2,000 each; and one assistant book-ke« per, at $2,000 
fifteen clerks, at 

And the Senate 


0) each: and one messenger; in all, $22,340. 
ree to the same. 












That the House recede from its agreement to the amendment numbered 407 
and agree to the same, w um 


















t striking out the words “five hu 

and t Senate acres to the s 

i t ‘ Tr ent tot m } num ed 408 
to 417, both . sive, ane ‘ i ' 1 slows 

In t ’ ed] = t r 

. In il I 
FO ; ONO Ue} m ‘ i at $2 yeach 
Reads of «i - Si.n00; twen ( f 
‘ 1 el . < ~ “ ’ teen ¢ <a 
OF class one ; Dity clerks > gers; and ten laborers 1a 
$253,410 

«di the Senate agree to the sar 

that the hous ede f ireen t to t} amendment numbered 420 
and agree to the ‘ 1 ana ' wnt as follow rike out a : rt 
word © packages” in line 25, page 21 of the bill, to the close 1© paragraph; and 
the Senate agree to the sa 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
an agree to the same, with an 1 nt as fo a Stri rat 
and twenty ” and insert“ cight hundred and the Senat« to 

Phat the House recede fr s dis ‘ nt tot an 
and agree to the same with : i t as f ws 5 ‘ 
dred" and insert “four hundred and seventy-tive ;" and the Senate agree to the 
san 





1 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 429, 


and agree to the same, with a mene 





s follows 
’ ind the S aeree tothe sam 


Phat the House recede trom its « 


Strike out “Jul and in 


ert Sept 


creement to the amendment nambered 431, 

























and agree to the same, with a am iment as follows: Strike out “thirty” and 
insert “twenty and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the Senate recede from its ndment numbered 432, and agree to the text 
propose lto be stricken out, a vled as f mwa: After the word “of in said text 
insert “not exceeding,” and af word “day,” the last word in said text, add 

in the diseretion of the Secretary of the Treasury and in lines 12 and 13, page 
23 of the bill, strike out ‘ the th day of June next” and insert “ten days from 
the passage of this act andthe Hou to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disa nt tothe amendments numbered 433 
and 434, and agree to the same, wit i endment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

Light- House wird r chief clerk of the Light-House Board, $2,400; two 
clerks of class two rks of class three me clerk of class two; one clerk 
of class one; one clerk, at $90 one messenger; and one laborer; in all, $14,260. 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Lhat the House recede from its dis “cement to the amendments numbered 435 
to 442, both inclusive and a t n amendment as follows 
In u of the amended | graph an llowing 

Bureau of Statist For the otlic of the Burean of Statistics, 
22 400- chief clerk, 22.000: five clerks ¢ six clerks of class three; six 
clerks of class two; four clerks of class one tive copyvists, at $000 each: one mes 


enger: one laborer; and one charwoman, at $480; inall, 84 


: 740 And for the ad 
ditional duties imposed upon the Bureau of Statistics by the legislation of the se« 


ond session of the Forty-third Congress, the sum of $12,000, or so mach thereof as 





ma necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be expended, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasur ny ent of the services of experts, aud for other 
necessary expenditures connected llection of facts relative to the inter 





nal and foreign commerce of the 1 
And the Sen: 
That the He recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 447, 
and agree to the same, with an ¢ } is follows 
Strike out the amended 






ree to the rine 





wosed to be inserted and insert as a 





the end of 









separate section at l Niowing 

Sec. —. That the Secret a re spectivs ly of the Departments of State, Treas 
ury, War, Navy, and Interior, and the Attorney-General are authorized to make 
req s upon the P ma rG ral for the necessary amount of postage 
tamps for the use of their D rtments not exceeding the amount stated in the 
estimates submitted to Congress; and upon presentation of proper vouchers there 
for at the Treasury, the a int thereof shall be credited to the ippropriation for 


the service of the Post-Office Department for the same fiscal year 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 448 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : In lieu of ** thre 
insert “two thousand tive hundred and the Senate agree to the sam 
That the House recede from it 
and agree to tl Iment as follows: In lieu of “six 
“a and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 451, 





thousand 








149 


ement to the amendment numbered 





same, with an amer 








and agree to the same, with an amendment as follow In lieu of 1,000” insert 
*3,400 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 452 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “six” insert 
“five and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 453, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “ten” insert 
nine;” and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede 
and agree to the sam \ 
12 


from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 454 

ith an amendment as follows: In lieu of * 15,000" insert 

W;" and the Senate agree to the same 
I 









That the House recede mm its disagreement to the amendment numbered 455, 
nil agree to the same, with an a ment as follows: In lieu of * 15,000" insert 
12.500 and the Senate agree to the same 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 456, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “20” insert 

15:" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House receve from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 459, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amend 
ment the words “two hundred and the Senate agree to the same 

Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 462 
and 463, and agree to the same, with an amendment substituting in each case for 
the amount proposed * two thousand ¢ ight hundred ;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 464 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out eight” and in 
sert ‘six and the Senate agree to the same 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 465 
and 466, and agree to the same th an amendment substituting in each case for the 
amount proposed ‘two thousand four hundred ; and the Senate agree to the 
Same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 467 
and 469, and agree to the same, with an amendment substituting in cach case for 
hundred and tifty 











the amount proposed “two and the Senate agree to the same 
That the Hou recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 470, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “two ’ where 


it oceurs the second time and insert in lieu thereof‘ one ;' and the Senate agree to 
the same 


~agl 
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That the Hlonse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 481 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifty thousand 


nine hundred and eighty” and insert “forty-eight thousand five hundred and 
thirty and the Senate agree to the same 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 502, | 


and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “five” and 
jnsert in lieu thereof “ two ;" and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 504, 


and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ five thousand 


one and insert “four thousand two and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 517, 
with an amendment as follows: Strike ont the words proposed, and strike ont, in 
lines 10 and 11, page 29 of the bill, the following words: “ assistant fractional-cur- 
reney clerk " and “ dollars ;"' and the Senate agree to the same 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 520, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ forty thousand 
and twenty" and insert “thirty-nine thousand five hundred and fifty ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same ‘ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 546, 
and agrees to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont “ fifteen” and 
insert “ fourteen;" strike out “ seven" and insert ‘*‘two;" and the Senate agree 
to the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 547, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, amended as follows: In lieu of “ June" insert “ Sep- 
tember after the word “ discontinue” insert “from said date,” and strike ont 


*'Tuesen, Arizona,” and insert * Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; and the Senate agree 
to the same 


That the House reeede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 548, and | 


agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word 

Preasurer,’ where it occurs the second time, to the close of the paragraph, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “81,000; one clerk, $450; one bm sy $400; one 
assistant messenger, $150; and two watchmen, at $180 each ; in all, $2,390;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 549, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word 
“cashier to the end of the paragraph and insert the following: “ $450; book- 
keeper, 8350: one watchman, $180; in all, 8980 ;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

Chat the House recede from ite disagreement to the amendment numbered 551, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out in line 19 of 
said amendment the following: “sufficient to make ;” and the Senate agree to the 
Bate 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 557, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont the words “sev- 
enteen thousand three" and insert in lieu thereof “sixteen thousand nine ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from ita disagreement to the amendments numbered 562 
to 570, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

Mint at Philadelphia.—For salaries of the superintendent, $4,500; for the as- 
sayer, melter and refiner, coiner, and engraver, four in all, at $3,000 each ; the as- 
sistant assayer, assistant coiner, and assistant melter and refiner, at $2,000 each; 
cashier, $2,500; chief clerk, ® ); book-keeper and deposit clerk, at $1,800 each ; 
weigh clerk, 82.000; and two clerks, at $1,600 each ; in all, $36,050.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 571 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifty " and in- 
sert “twenty; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Vhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 572, 
ani agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ twenty-five 
thousand seven’ and insert in lieu thereof “ twenty-four thousand nine ;” and the 
Seuate agree to the same ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 579, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : Strike out “ three hundred,” 
and insert in lieu thereof * two hundred and seventy-tive ;" and the Senate agree to 
the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 580, and agree to strike 
out all after the word “dollars,” in line 26, page 32 of the bill, down to the close 
of the paragraph ; and the House agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 5-2 
to Ss], both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

in lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

‘Mint at Carson, Nevada.—For salary of superintendent, #3,000; for assayer, 
melter and refiner, and coiner, at $2,500 each ; chief clerk, at $2250; cashier and 
book-keoper, at $2,000 each; weigh clerk, $2,000; voucher clerk and computing 
clerk, at $1,800 each ; assayer's clerk, at $1,200; in all, $23,550.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the Llouse recede from ita disagreement to the amendment numbered 588, 
and agree to tho kame, with an amendment as follows: Strike out therefrom the 
wants one hundred" and insert in lieu thereof “ eighty ;” and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 595 
to 60s, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

issay-ofice at New York.—For salary of superintendent, $4,250; for assayer, 
83.000; for melter and retiner, 83,000; chief clerk, €2,500; weighing clerk, $2,500; 
paying clerk, #2000; bar clerk, $1,200; warrant clerk, $2,250; two calculating 
clerks, $1,500 each ; assistant weigh clerk, $1,600; for assayer's first assistant, 
$2 20 


$2 . i for assayer's second assistant, $2,150 ; for assayer’s third assistant, $2,000; 
in all, B22 900." 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 611 
and 612, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “six” 
—— rt four,” and strike out “ four” and insert * three ;" and the Senate agree 
to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 613, 
and agree to the same by substituting for the amount proposed “$2,000;" and the 
Senate agree tothe same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 615, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“Assay office at Charlotte, North Oarolina.—For salary of assayer and melter, 
€1,500; for labor and other expenses, $500; in all, $2,000."" 

Aud the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 618, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the words pro- 
— to be inserted insert * 14,500," and add at the end of the paragraph the fol- 

vllowing: “Provided, That so much of the amount of $25,600 appropriated by act 
of June 20, 1874, for per diem of members of council and house of »presentatives, 
and other officers ont clerks and employés of the Legislative Assembly, as is not 
needed for the payment of per diem, shall be applicable to the payment of mileage 
of members of the Legislatare, and for printing, stationery, and other incidental 


expenses of the Legislature and the secretary's office of the Territory for the fiscal 
year 1875; and tho Senate agree to the same. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AvaustT 192. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 621, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“Territory of Colorado.—¥or salariesof governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at $3,000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000: Provided, That said officers 
shall only receive their compensation on the basis of the salary aforesaid up to the 
time of the admission of the said Territory asa State into the Union.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 622, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitate the following: 

“ Territory of Dakota.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at 33.000 each, and secretary, at $2,00), $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 624, 
and agree to the same, with an amendwent as follows: 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“ Territory of Idaho.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at $3,000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 626, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifteen” and 
insert in lieu thereof “fourteen,” and add at the end of the paragraph the follow- 
ing as a new paragraph : 

* For legislative expenses, namely: For compensation and mileage of members of 
the Legislative Assemuly, the officers and clerks, and the contingent expenses 
thereof, $20,000: Provided, That the next Legislative Assembly shall convene at 
the seat of government of the Territory on the second Monday of January, 1:77, 
and biennially thereafter.” 

And the Senate agreed to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 627, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“ Territory of New Mexico.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two asso 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each, secretary at $2,000, and interpreter and translator in 
the executive eftice, at $500, 814,500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 628, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

* Territory of Utah.—¥or salaries of governor, chief justice, and two associate 
judges, at $3.000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 629, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“Territory of Washington.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two as- 
sociate judges, at $3,000 cach, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 630, 
and agree to the same, with an amen:lment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitate the following: 

“ Territory of Wyoming.—For salaries of governor, chief justice, and two asso- 
ciate judges, at $3,000 each, and secretary, at $2,000, $14,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments numbered 633 
to 642, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“For compensation of the Secretary of War, $3,000; one chief clerk, at $2,500; 
one disbursing clerk, at $2,000; two chief clerks of division, at $1,800 each; six 
clerks of class four; four clerks of class three; four clerks of class two ; twelve 
clerks of class one; eight messengers; seven laborers; six watchmen for the 
Northwest Executive building; in all, $69,380.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 645 
to 650, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitate the following: 

“In the office of the Adjutant-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; eleven clerks 
of class four; seventeen clerks of class three ; forty-one clerks of class two; one 
hundred and fifty-one clerks of class one; eight messengers, at $340 dollars each ; 
in all, $294,320." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from ita disagreement to the amendment numbered 651, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out * twelve" and 
insert “ten ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 65%, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of said amend 
ment after the words “chief clerk," and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ At 
$1,800; one clerk of class three; two clerks of class one; one messenger ; in all, 
$6,640;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 656 
to 661, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lien of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Quartermaster-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; seven clerks 
of class four; nine clerks of class three ; twenty-four clerks of class two; forty- 
eight clerks of class one ; twenty copyists, at $900 each ; one female messenger, at 
$W per month; one messenger, at $540; two assistant messengers; six laborers ; 
one engineer, at $1,200; one fireman; five watchmen; and one draughtsman, at 
$1,400; in all, $152,480." 

And tho Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 662 
to 667, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitate the ewe 

“In the Office of the Commissary-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; one clerk 
of class four; three clerks of class three ; four clerks of class two; ten clerks of 
class one ; one messenger, at $840; two laborers; two watchmen; in all, $29,920." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 668 
to 676, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Surgeon-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; seven clerks of 
class four ; tive clerks of class three ; seven clerks of class two; ninety-two clerks of 
classone; one anatomist at the Army Medical Museum, at $1,600; one engineer in 
division of records and museum, at $1 400; one messenger, at $340 ; twenty watch- 
men and laborers; in all, $161,040: Provided, That the Surgeon-General of the 
Army is hereby authorized to detail, for temporary daty in his Office, in completing 
the catalogue of the library, one acting assistant surgeon from those now under 
contract, and no additional contract shall on this account be made.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 677 
to 681, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“In the Office of the Chief of Ordnance.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; two clerks of 
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class four; two clerks of class three; two clerks of class two; six clerks of class 
one; one messenger; one laborer; in all, 820,300: Provided, That the Sceretary of | 
War is hereby authorized to employ in this Bureau not exceeding eight enlisted | 
men. 

And the Senate agree to the same. | 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 682 
to 690, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“In the Office of the Paymaaster-General.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; six clerks of 
class four; seven clerks of class three; fourteen clerks of class two; nine clerks 
of class one; One messenger; two watchmen; three laborers; in all, $58,840.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 691 
to 696, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows : 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

“In the Office of the Chief of Engincers.—One chief clerk, at $2,000; four clerks 
of class four; three clerks of class three; three clerks of class two; three clerks 
of class one; One messenger; two laborers; in all, $24;0r0." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from tts disagreement to the amendment numbered 705, 
and agree to the same, with the following amendment: Strike out in lines 26 and 27, | 
pace 43 of the biil, the following: “ For postage on official mail matter for the War | 

| 
| 








partment and its bureaus, $70,000," and insert the following: ‘ For compensa- 
tion of superintendents of the six buidlings occupied by the War Department, at 
$250 each, $1,500 ;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 712, 
and ugree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ thirty- 
five thousand six” and insert in lieu thereof “ thirty-one thousand four; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 723. 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word 
“twelve” and insert in lieu thereof “nine ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 732, 
733, and 734, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of said 
amended paragraph substitute the following: “For one superintendent of the 
building oceupied by the Navy Department, and for five watchmen and two labor- 
ers; in all, 85,290," and strike out lines 7 and 8, page 46 of the bill; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 735 
to 741, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following: 

* For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, $8,000; Assistant Secretary, 
£3,500; chief clerk, $2,500; eight clerks of class four, who may be paid $200 addi 
tional if the Secretary of the Interior deem it necessary and proper; five clerks of 
class three; tive clerks of class two; five clerks of class one, one of whom shall 
be the telegraph-operator of the Department; three copyists; two messengers ; 
two assistant messengers ; and four laborers ; in all, $59,700.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 742, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out in line 21, page 
46 of the bill, the word “eighteen” and insert ‘ twenty-eight,” and strike out in 
line 23, page 46 of the bill, the words “thirteen thousand nine” and insert in lieu 
thereof “twenty thousand one; and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 743, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out ‘ seventy-five 
hundred " and insert ‘sixty-two hundred and fifty; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 744, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the words proposed by said amendment substitute the following : 

‘For rent of buildings for use of the Pension Office and for the Bureau of Edu- 
cation, $14,000: Provided, That if the Secretary of the Interior can procure a fire- 
Et building of suitable accommodations, for a rent not exceeding the sum 

1ereby appropriated, he shall rent the same, to take effect so soon as the present 
letting can be jegally terminated: And provided, That the lease of the present 
buildings shall be continued if the same shall be made fire-proof by the owners 
thereof to the satisfaction of the said Secretary within six months from the pas- 
sage of this act, without disturbing the use of the said buildings; and that any 
lease made for said building shall expire on nine months’ notice from the Secretary 
of the Interior; and in case of removal the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is appropriated for the cost of fitting up aud removal wv) said 
fire-proof building.” : 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 745 
to 752, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“General Land Ofice.—For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, $4,000 ; 
chief clerk, $2,000; recorder, $2,000; law clerk, $2,000; three principal clerks, at 
$1,100 each ; tive clerks of class four ; twenty-two clerks of class three ; forty clerks 
of class two; seventy clerks of class one; one draughtsman, $1,600; one assistant 
draughtsman, $1,400 ; two messengers: three assistant messengers ; cight laborers ; 
and two packers; in all, $213,640: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior, 
in his discretion, shall be, and he ishereby, authorized to use any portion of said ap- 
poopriatinn for piece-work, or by the day, month, or year, at such rate ag rates as 
1€ may deem just and fair, not exceeding a salary of $900 per annum. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 760, 
and agree tothe same, with an amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed 
- > inserted insert “twenty-seven thousand five hundred ;” and the Senate agree 

© the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 774, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ four” and in- 
sert ‘two ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 775, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “seven” and in- 
sert “six; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 777 
to 7#3, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“For contingent expenses of the office, namely: For actual expenses of clerks 
detailed to investigate suspected frauds and attempts at fraud, as provided by law, 
$50,000; for stationery, $6,000; for carpets, mats, furniture, awnings, and repairs 
of the same, $2,000; for fnel, gas, engraving and retouching plates; for bounty- 
land warrants, printing and binding the same, engraving and printing pension cer- 
tificates; for pegene of building, and for other necessary expenses of the office, in- 
cluding two daily newspapers, $4.50 ; in all $62,500." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 764 
to 804, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with av amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following : 

“ United States Latent Ofice.—For compensation of the Commissioner of the Pat- 
ent Office, $4,500; for assistant commissioner, $3,000 ; for chief clerk, $2,250; three 
examiners-in-chief, at §3,000 each; examiner in charge of interferences, $2,500 ; 
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trade-mark examiner, $2,250 ; twenty-two principal examiners, at $2,500 each ; twenty- 
two first assistant examiners, at $1,200 cash; twenty-two second assistant exam- 
iners at $1,600 each ; twenty-two third assistant examiners, at $1,400 each ; one libra- 
rian, $1,500; one machinist, $1,600; five clerks of class four, (one of whom shall 
receive $200 additional for services as financial clerk, and shall give bond in such 
amount as the Secretary of the Interior may determine ;) tive clerks of class three; 
twenty-one clerks of classtwo; and thirty-five clerksof class one; also for twenty 

five permanent clerks, at $1,000 each ; for forty copyist clerks, at $900 each; for 
three skilled draughtsmen, at $1,200 cach ; for onemessenger and purchasing clerk, 
$1,000; for one skilled laborer, $1,200; for six attendants in model-room, at $1,000 
each ; for fourattendants in model-room, at 2900 each ; forty laborers, at $720 each ; 
for six laborers, at $600 each; in all, 8384,900." , 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 805, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike outthe word “ eighty” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ seventy and the Senate agree to the same , 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 806, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
‘in the city of Washington " and insert * who shall receive competitive bids there- 
for ;” and the House agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 208, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ thirty-five” and 
insert in lieu thereof “thirty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered #13, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “three” and in 
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘one;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered #14 

25, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the amended paragraph substitute the following 

“For contingent expenses, namely: Stationery, $1,500; cases for library, $500; 
library, $1,000; current educational periodicals, $250; other current publications, 
$225; completing valuable sets of periodicals and publications in the library, $200 ; 
telegraphing and expressage, $200 ; collecting statistics, and writing and compiling 
matter for annual and special reports, and editing and publishing circulars of in- 
formation, $3,000; fuel and lights, $275 ; oflice-furniture, $250; contingencies, $500; 
n all, $12,900." 

And the Senate agree to the samo. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 826, 
and agree to the 4amie, with an amendment as follows: Strike out ‘‘five” and insert 
in lieu thereof “three ;" and the Sena'e agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 827, 
and agree to the same, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out the words “ tive 
hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 8238, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ eight 
thousand four” and insert in lieu thereof “ five thousand five ;”’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 829 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ six thousand’ 
and insertin lien thereof * four thousand ;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 830, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ six 
thousand three” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ three thousand six ;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 831, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ six 
thonsand three” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand five ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 832, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “twenty” 
and insert in licu thereof “ twelve ;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 833, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “four” 
and insert in lieu thereof * three ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 834, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ five 
thousand " and insert in lieu thereof “ three thousand five hundred ;"’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 835, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont the words “ five 
thousand " and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand five hundred;"' and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from ics disagreement to the amendment numbered 836, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ five 
thousand " and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand five hundred ;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 237, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “six 
thousand three” and insert in lieu thereof ‘three thousand six ;"” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 838, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ five” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ three ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 839, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ four 
thousand seven” and insert in licu thereof “ three thousand six ;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede faom its disagreement to the amendment numbered 840, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ six 
thousand seven hundred” and insert in lieu thereof ‘four thousand ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 841, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “ four 
thousand ” and insert in lieu thereof “ three thousand two hundred ;" and the Sens 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered #43 to 
872, both inclusive, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended ee substitute the following: 

“For compensation of the Postmaster-General, $8,000; three Assistant Postmas- 
ters-General, at $3,500 each ; superintendent of money-order system, 33,000; super- 
intendent of foreign mails, $3,000; topographer, $2,500; chief of division of mail 
depredations, $2,000; chief of division of dead letters, $2,250; chief of division of 
postal stamps, $2,250 ; superintendent of Post-Oflice building and disbursing officer, 
2,100; chief clerk to the Postmaster-General, $2,200 ; three chief clerks to the As- 
sistant Postmasters-General, at $2,000 each; chief clerk to the superintendent of 
money-order system, $2,000; chief clerk to the superintendent of foreign mails, 
$1,*00 ; chief of division of free delivery, $2,100; superintendent of blank agency, 

| $1,800 ; assistant superintendent of blank agency, $1,600; four assistants of blank 

agency, $1,200 each; two assistants of blank agency, $900 each; stenographer, 
#1,800; seventeen clerks of class four ; sixty-three clerks of class three ; forty-eight 

clerks of class two ; sixty-five clerks of class one ; forty-seven female clerks, at §900 
| each ; one messenger to Postmaster-General, $900; three messengers to Assistant 
| Postmasters-General, $340 each ; seven assistant messengers, $720 each ; captain of 
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the watch, £1,000: nine watchmer t $720 each; twenty-seven laborers, 8720 each ; 
one engineer, 1,44 One ar ‘ it engineer, $1,000; one carpenter, $1,201 one as 
un irpent : one fireman, who shall be a blacksmith, 8900; one tire 
i 1 t ( one fir . & t female laborers, 
| ‘ | ‘ Th 210,04 1 hg ial 4 
the Hi «recede trom its disagreement to the amendments nambered 873 
t ig tot aAInG, \ han amendment as follows 


Department: For stationery, $9,000 
rwlud the Auditor's Office, $7,400 

00; telegraphing, $3,000; painting, 
eping of horses and repair of wagons 
wv rentof house numbered 915 E strect 


ems, $4,000; in all, $49,600. 


ent to the amendments numbered 886 


with an amemiment as follows 


ilture, $3,000 ; chief clerk, $1,800; 
hemist, $1,400; superintendent of 
istician, $1,800; disbursing clerk, 
librarian, $1,400; botanist, $1,500; mi 
four clerks of class three; five clerks 

$1,200; superintendent of folding 
ndants in the museum, $1,000 























March 3, 1875, to provide for the sale of the buildings and grounds known as the 
Detroit Arsenal, at Dearbornville, in the State of Michigan, by appraising and 





rf ir 
veying the property and advertising its sale, $1,000: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Interior may, in his discretion, postpone the time of sale to the time most ad 
vanageous to the United States. 

“Sec. —. For the purpose of defraying the expenses of a survey of the Union 


Pacific and Central Pacific Railways between Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Sacra 
mento, California, to be made in pursuance of the resolution of the House of R p 
resentatives passed the 12th day of July, 1876, $10,000.” 
And the House agree to the same. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. R. MORRISON 
JOUN A. KASSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. WINDOM 
W. B. ALLISON, 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the conference report. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the House should reject this report, would it be 
in order for the House to concur in all-the amendments to the pending 
bill agreed to by the conference committee except the amendments 


| numbered 1, 2, 79, 80, and 744? 


each; o1 I I t S4 twe nt messengers, at $720 each ; one carpen- 
t t S00 tel a laborers; making in all $64,700 
fthe S ik i 
Phat the H e recede tro its disagreement to the amendment numbered 911 
la etot s w an ame! follows: Strike out therefrom the | 
| f un’ and ins i theres and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 916, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the paragraph substitate the following 
For the purchase, by the Librarian of Congress, of new books of reference for 
the Supreme Court, to be a part of the Library of Congress, to be purchased under 
tl rection of 11 Chief Justice, {the unexspended balance of $1,00), 
appropriated by the act for sundry civil expenses for the tiscal year 1875, to enable | 
t Joint Committee on the Library of Congress to procure plans for the accommo 


dation of the Library, is hereby re-appropriated and made available for said pur- 
y* 


Ihat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 923 





tt », both inclusive. and a e to the same, with an amendment as follows: 
uot the amended paragraph substitate the following 

Office of the Attorney-Genera For compensation of the Attorney-General 
$e. ~ itor-General, 37,00 ree Assistant Attoraeys-General, at $5,000each ; 
\ t Attorney-tier ul of the Post-Oftice Dep ment, $4,000; Solicitor of 
I kk nue, 4,54 examiner of claims, $3,500 w-clerk and examiner of 
OO. « f clerk, $2,200; stenographic clerk, 1,400; one law-clerk, $2,060 ; 
i ‘ f class four; additional tor disbursing clerk, $200; one clerk of class 
t ‘ of « oe live copyists; one telegraph operator, at $1,000; one 





oue assistant messenger; two laborers; and two watchmen; in all, 








@ Senate agree to the same 
i the Liou recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 939 
ree to the same, with an amendment striking out the paragraph and insert- 
i the vi For rent of the four floors of the building occupied by the De- 
partion of Justice, 314,000 and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 943 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “four” and in 
t hree und the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from ite disagreement to the amendment numbered 945 
an sree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out therefrom “ twen- 
t ht thousand " and insert in liea thereof “ twenty-four thousand eight hun- 
ad i i the Senat wwree to the same 
] he Liou le from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 946, 















; tute for the me t followiag 

ke. 2. That tl lucti in the mume ul force of the officers, clerks, and 
employés in t several Executive Departments made necessary by the provisions 
of this act shall be carried into effect as follows: The number so reduced shall be 
discharged on the 10th day of October next, and the sam of money necessary for 
their compensation to the said date is hereby appropriated. And the amounts of 

money necessary to carry out the provisions of this act for which no specific appro 

priation made are hereby appropr and the amounts heretofore appropri 
ateal f slative, executive, and judicial expenses for this fiscal year, so far as 
tl ‘ pplicable to service which by the provisions of this act is discon- 
tinued, or to excess of compensation which by this act is reduced, shall not be 
deducted from the aggregate appropriations herein made for like purposes; and 
t sum of $60,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
f M clerical service in the several Executive Departments, according to 
the exigencies of the pub service, to be apportioned by the Secretary of the 

freasut And the Presi is authorized, during the present fiscal year, when 
r the interests of the ; « service shall require it, to transfer any clerk or 


ermaployé trom one Department to service in another Department 








That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 947, 
948, 049, 950, and 951, and agree to the following substitute for the section 
See. 3. That whenever, in the judgment of the head of any Department, the da- 


ties assigned to a clerk of one class can be as well performed by a clerk of a lower 
class, or by a female clerk, it shall be lawful for him to diminish the number of 
clerks of the higher grade and increase the number of the clerks of the lower grade 
within the limit of the total appropriation for such clerical service: Provided, That 
in making any reduction of force in any of the Executive Departmenta, the head 
of such Department shall retain those persons who may be equally qualified who 
have been honorably discharged from the military or naval service of the United 
Siates, and the widows and orphans of deceased soldiers and sailors 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to institute acare- 
ful scrutiny of the present condition and competence of the force employed in the 
collection of revenue from customs, with a view of reducing the number of the 


BAL IC 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 952, and agree to the text 
proposed to be stricken out, amended as follows: Strike out therefrom the follow- 








ing words: “except those for whom specitic appropriations are made” and insert 
the following beyond provision made by law 

St Phat all executive oflicers or employés of the United States not ap- 
pointed by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, are prohibited 
from requestiy ing to, or rex ng from any other officer or employé of the 
Government any money or property or ot r thing of value for political purposes 


and any such officer or employe who shall offend against the provisions of this see 
tion shall be at once discharged from the service of the United States ; and he shall 
also be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined 
in a sum not exceeding $500 


* SEK To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry into effect the act of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
man from Indiana that the conference report must be agreed to as a 
whole. It cannot be divided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair will hear me a moment. I know that 
this proposition cannot be submitted in the first instance. The House 
will have to reject the report to admit of such a proposition. That 
is often done. The report is rejected, and for the purpose of bring- 
ing the two Houses together it is moved to concur in all the other 
amendments excepting some which are specified. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tirst question is of course on con- 
curring in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. On which I have demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the House should not concur in this report, I 
give notice that I will then move concurrence in all the amendments 
to the bill agreed to by the couference committee, except the amend- 
ments numbered 1, 2, 79, 80, and 744. 

Mr. FORT. There are others who are going to vote against the in- 
crease of salary. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Indiana understands the 
rules, as he has been here for a long time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana has the 
right to bring the question before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now insist on my demand for the previous ques- 
tion. If the House does not second the previous question, then I give 
notice I shall hand the charge of the bill over to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division on concurring in the confer- 
ence report. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 136, noes 15. 

So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, 1 wish to state that this question 
was submitted the other day to the House in the most distinct man- 
ner, and by the House the managers of the conference on the part of 
the House were instructed to take the action they have taken. I do 
not, any more than the gentleman from Indiana, consent to the 
amendments he has indicated, except under the instructions of the 
House to me as conferee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was detained from the House on that occasion 
by illness. If I had been present 1 would have resisted the action 
then taken. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COTTON CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I withdraw the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury in an- 
swer to a resolution of the House calling for a list of the cotton 
claims was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department with accompanying statements and ordered to be 
printed. I have since ascertained by examination the objectiona- 
ble matter was not there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has a right to with- 
draw the motion to reconsider. 

NORMAN H. RYAN. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (8. No. 840) for the relief of Norman H. Ryan, 
in order that it may be put on its passage at the present time. 

Mr. STONE. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I give notice that I shall object hereafter to 
all unanimous consents. 

Mr. STONE. Objection was made to unanimous consent when I 
asked for it. 
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1876. 
Mr. LANE. Iask unanimous consent to make a report from the | 
Committee on Publie Lands. 
Mr. STONE. I object. 
Mr. ATKINS. I move the House adjourn. 
Mr. RANDALL. I wish tu modify that, so as to move that the 
" House take a recess until Monday morning at ten o’clock. That will | 
give six hours on Monday in case the Senate should coneur in the 
resolution for final adjournment on that day. It is desirable to have 
those two hours before twelve o’clock for the purpose of enrollment. 
Mr. PACKER. I hope we will take a recess until seven o’clock 
this evening. Many members desire to take up business and have it | 
acted on. 
Mr. ATKINS. I cannot withdraw my motion to adjourn for that 
purpose. 
Mr. RUSK. I hope unanimous consent may be granted, so I may 
report another pension bill. 
a Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw my motion at the suggestion of the 
5 gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL,] and move that the 
House take a recess until ten o’clock monday Morning. 
Mr. PAGE. I move to amend by saying half past seven this even- 
ing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will be first put on the 
longest time. 
The House divided ; and there were—ayes 130, noes 11. 
So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until Monday morning 
at ten o’eclock a. m. 
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AFTER RECESS, 


The recess having expired, the House re-assembled at ten o’clock 
a. m., (Monday, August 14.) 










LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. W. B. WILLIAMS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
have printed in the RecorD some remarks in relation to the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing as a partof the proceedings of the House. 
[See Appendix. ] 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoON, one of their clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. No. 2571) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1594) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested : 

: ; A bill (S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of 
q the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap; and 

A bill (S. No. 1044) making appropriations to pay judgments of the 

Court of Claims. 
















FLOYD C. BABCOCK. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table, that I may move concurrence, the bill (H. R. No. 516) 
for the relief of Floyd C. Babcock, with an amendment by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In lines three and four strike out “ $556.55” aud insert ‘ $332.65.” 








The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
mentof the Senate was agreed to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 








CAPTAIN W. L. FOULK. 

Mr. JOHN REILLY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 3862) for the relief of Captain W. L. Foulk; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
eudar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FORT HILL CEMETERY, AUBURN, NEW YORK. 

Mr. JOHN REILLY also, by unanimous consent, from the same 
committee, reported back, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 715) directing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Soldiers’ Fort Hill cemetery, of Auburn, New York, condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls, to be used for monumental purposes; and 






aoe. 











Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 





THEODORE F. HALLOCK. 
Mr. JOHN REILLY also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4091) for the relief of Theodore F. 
Hallock, late a private in Company G, Sixty-seventh Regiment Penn- 








ce EE 










the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private | 
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sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Mr. JOHN REILLY also, by unanimous consent, from the same 
committee, reported back adversely the following bills and executive 
document; and the same were severally laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed: 

The bill (H.-R. No. 1831) to authorize the Secretary of War to ap- 
propriate condemned ordnance for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of the soldiers and sailors of Orange County, New York, who 
fell during the late war; 

Executive document, War Department, dated February 15, 1876, in 
relation to military bridge across the North Platte River at Fort Lar- 
amie; and 

The bill (S. No. 443) for the relief of Alstorpheus Weininger. 

LIZZIE IRONS. 


Mr. JOHN REILLY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table, that I may move coneurrence, the bill (H.R. No. 
2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieutenant Joseph F. 
Irons, late of the First United States Artillery, with an amendment 
by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “ $512.50” and insert “ $350.50.” 


Mr. JOHN REILLY. The Senate has reduced the amount of the 
bill as passed by the House, and I move concurrence in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHN REILLY moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment of the Senate was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN J. ANDERSON. 


Mr. STONE. I ask that by unanimous consent the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 623) for the relief of John J. Ander- 
son, surviving copartner of the firm of Anderson & White, and that 
it be bronght before the House for consideration. And in making 
that request I ask one moment for an explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the gentle- 
man from Missouri will be heard. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STONE. Five or six weeks ago when the House was in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar this bill was reached, 
and I objected to its consideration at that time for the reason that l 
thought the claimant was the late John J. Anderson, of Missouri, 
who was engaged in the banking business and defrauded a large 
number of people. I have since learned from members of the Ken- 
tucky delegation that the claimant is an old farmer of Kentucky who 
is entitled to this relief, and that the bill is justified by the facts of 
the case. I therefore ask that the bill may be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. I reserve my right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will reserve for every gen- 
tleman the right to object until the bill is read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill for the relief of John J. Anderson, surviving copartner of the firm of An- 
derson & White. 

Be it enacted. dc., That the Sercetary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to John J. Anderson, surviving copartner of the firm of Anderson & 


White, the sum of $8,597.83, in full of all claims of said Anderson & White, or 


either of them, against the Government of the United States, for cotton belonging 
to said firm, impressed for, and appropriated by, the authority of the Government 
of the United States to the defenses of Nashville in August and September, Leé2, 
and for all damages in connection therewith. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much does this bill appropriate? 

Mr. MORRISON. I must object to the present consideration of the 
bill. The chairman of the Committee on War Claims is not in his 
seat, and I must object until he is present. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to have one moment to give an explanation. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. STONE. This bill was reported from the Committee on War 
Claims by the gentleman from Alabama, [ Mr. CALDWELL, ] and was 
the unanimous report of the committee. Senate bill No. 627, for the 
relief of Butler, Miller & Co., was predicated upon the evidence taken 
in the case of Mr. Anderson, and that bill has already passed the 
House. This bill, Senate bill No. 628, is accompanied by a long report 
from the Senate, No. 167. Theclaim has been before Congress for ten 
vears, and from all the information I can get it is just and reasonable. 
The amount of this bill as originally reported was $14,000, but it was 
amended by the Senate so as to reduce the amount to $2,000. I think 
the bill should be passed. 

Mr. MORRISON. I must continue my objection until the gentle- 
man from Illinois, (Mr. EpEN,] the chairman of the Committee on 
War Claims, is here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is not 
before the House, 
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SUSPENSION OF SIXTEENTH AND SEVENTEENTH JOINT RULES. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consider- 
ation at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the six- 
teenth and seventeenth joint rules be suspended for the remainder of the session. 


Mr. RANDALL. These rules relate to the transmission during the 
last three days of the session of bills from one House to the other and 
to the President on the last day of the session. 

Mr. MONROE. Let them be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

16. No bill that shall have passed one House shall be sent for concurrence to the 
other on either of the three last days of the session. 7 

17. No bill or resolution that shall have passed the House of Representatives and 
the Senate shall be presented to the President of the United States for his appro- 
bation on the last day of the session 


Mr. RANDALL. It has not been necessary heretofore during this 
session to suspend these rules, because the time for the adjournment 
of Congress has not been fixed. It has not yet been fixed, but it may 
be fixed to-day, and at a time when under these joint rules bills could 
not be sent from one House to the other or to the President. This 
resolution is right; I have examined the subject carefully, and no 
harm can be done by adopting it. This course is always taken at 
each session of Congress. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. COOK, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported the following adversely ; and they were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3604) for the relief of David Rea, late second lieu- 
tenant First Regiment Tennessee Light Artillery Volunteers; and 

The petition of John Edwards, jr., late captain Third United States 
Cavairy, for restoration to his former rank and position. 

SETTLEMENT WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


Mr. COOK also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
reported as a substitute for House bill No. 3362 a bill (H. R. No. 4092) 
to provide for a settlement with certain railway companies; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed, 

PAY OF PAGES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. ATKINS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay the pages their entire 
salary for the full month of August, out of the contingent fand of the House. 


Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT HARRISBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. PACKER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for consideration at this time Senate bill No. 1006, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to use the sarplas of certain moneys 
heretofore appropriated for a site for public buildings at Harrisburgh, 
Pennsylvania. It is a local bill merely, and will not take long for its 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which it 
will be in order to object to its present consideration. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury, after purchasing the 
site and obtaining a valid title to the land authorized to be purchased 
for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania, by the act of 
March 3, 1875, to use any moneys left of such appropriation for the 
improvement of the premises so purchased, with a view to the use of 
the same as a post-oflice and for Government offices, as named in said 
act. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will reserve my right to object until I can hear 
the explanation of my colleague, [Mr. PACKER. } 

Mr. PACKER. Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1875, by which the Secretary of the Treasury was 
authorized to purchase a suitable piece of ground in the city of Har- 
risburgh, Pennsylvania, for the erection thereon of a building for the 
accommodation of the post-office and other Government offices in that 
city, that officer, I am informed, has secured, or is about to secure, 
by purchase, in _ at least, and possibly by condemnation in part, 
sufficient ground for the purpose indicated in the act. 

Upon the premises thus selected, sir, there are buildings now erected 
which, with comparatively small expense, can be converted into 
offices, and as the total cost of the site will not, it is believed, ex- 
haust the appropriation made for that purpose, it is proposed by this 
bill to authorize the application of the surplus to the improvement 
and alteration of the buildings, so that they may be used, for the pres- 
ent at least, as a post-office and for other Government offices, if nec- 
essary, as proposed by the act of Congress to which I have referred. 

The Government at this time is renting buildings for post-office 
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purposes; and if the Secretary of the Treasury is permitted to use 
the surplus of this appropriation for the purpose of putting in proper 
condition and repair the buildings now on this site, they can be used 
for post-oftice purposes and the Government will save the rent it is 
now paying. 

Mr. RANDALL.. I desire to know whether this property now pro- 
posed to be occupied has passed to the ownership of the Government? 

Mr. PACKER. Not yet: but the title is, I understand, about being 
perfected. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now I want to know further whether any ap- 
praisement has been made of that property and whether the price 
has been fixed ? 

Mr. PACKER. A portion of it, I am advised, has been fixed by 
agreement. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a dispute, if I understand the case, as to 
the amount to be paid by the Government for this property ? 

Mr. PACKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill would seem to me to make absolute the 
purchase of that property from the private owners at the prices 
which they may have fixed. 

Mr. PACKER. Not atall. The bill only provides for the use of 
such surplus as there may be. If there should be no surplus after the 
purchase or condemnation of the site then, as a matter of course, 
there will be no money to be used for the purpose of improving the 
property. 

Mr. RANDALL. If my colleague will allow me to make a sugges- 
tion, I would rather provide in this bill that the post-office shall be 
removed absolutely into this building at once at a rental, and not 
fasten upon the Government this additional property at the prices 
which I fear it may have to pay. 

Mr. PACKER. I wonld be willing to meet that view if it were 
practicable; but my colleague will observe that by the original act 
no power whatever was given to lease orrent a building, while a fixed 
sum was appropriated for the purpose solely and exclusively of pur- 
chasing the site; and that sum cannot be increased or exceeded by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. If the Government cannot get the 
property for that amount or less, it cannot get it at all. The purpose 
of this bill is that if the proceedings result in securing the title for 
the Government, it may be able to apply whatever surplus there 
may be, if any, to the improvement of the premises; and my col- 
league will of course see that unless the title be secured for a less 
amount than has already been appropriated, there will be no surplus. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the amount appropriated was, I understand, 
altogether in excess of a fair price for the property. 

Mr. PACKER. It is supposed that owing to the general deprecia- 
tion in the value of real estate, or from other causes, the Government 
may be able to get the property now proposed to be taken for a smaller 
sum than was at first expected. I do not know whether such will 
certainly be the case or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have been apprised that the Government is 
askec entirely too much for this property. . 

Mr. PACKER. So I am also informed as to a portion of the prop- 
erty included in the site proposed to be taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now I want to protect the Government without 
interfering at all with the construction of this building. I desire 
that the Government shall have the advantage of any fall there may 
have been in the value of the property, shall have the advantage of 
an appraisement at the present actual value. 

Mr. PACKER. That will be secured. If my colleague will read 
the bill he will see that is just what it will necessarily accomplish. 
As to a part of the property I understand the price has been agreed 
upon; as to another there has not been an agreement; and it is 
possible that the Government may have to resort to proceedings in 
court to condemn this portion. But my colleague will see at once 
that unless the Government keeps within the appropriation, whether 
by condemnation or purchase, it will be utterly impossible for it to 
proceed at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I do not want, and Ido not believe that my 
colleague wants, to run up to the aggregate amount of the appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. PACKER. O, no; and there is nothing in this bill which by 
any possibility can be construed as conferring authority upon any 
one to exceed, either by purchase or appraisement, the true and actual 
value of the premises to be taken under the act of 1875, whether the 
site now selected shall be finally secured or some other location shall 
be ultimately adopted by the officers of the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not make any objection to the bill; but I 
am glad this explanation has been made, because I apprehended that 
the Government of the United States might be made to pay an undue 
price for this site. When, however, my colleague states that the bill 
is right, I know from his character that it must be right. 

Mr. PACKER. The bill is designed to accomplish, and I feel very 
confident it will secure, the object my colleague seems to have in view. 

Mr. RANDALL. One further suggestion: If there should be asur- 
plus after the purchase of the site, I think it should either be returned 
into the Treasury of the United States or should go toward com- 
mencing the building. 

Mr. PACKER. That will necessarily be so. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read three times, and passed. 
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ELIZA JANE BLUMER. 


Mr. BAGBY. Mr. Speaker, early in this session a bill (H. R. No. 11) | 
granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer was passed by this House | 
and the Senate, but was vetoed by the President because it was dis- 
covered that the soldier was wrongly described as having belonged | 
to Company A, instead of Company B. I ask unanimous consent to | 
report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and have passed a bill 
in which this error is corrected. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Jane Blumer was reported, and read a first and second 

me. 

7 The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Eliza Jane Blumer, widow of Henry A. Bloomer, a | 
private of Company B, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MOORE. 


Mr. BAGBY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4094) for the relief of Maury Moore ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SECOR. 


Mr. BAGBY also, by unanimons consent, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
1419) granting a pension to Mary A. Secor; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. : 





EMMA M. ASHENFELTER. 


Mr. BAGBY also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
submitted an adverse report on the bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a 
pension and back pay to Emma M. Ashenfelter; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


NOBMAN H. RYAN. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (8. No. 840) for the relief of Norman H. Ryan 
for the purpose of putting it on its passage. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Norman H. Ryan the sum of $736, in full for serv- 
ices as storekeeper of the bonded warehouse of E. W. Dutcher, at 
Amboy, Illinois, from the 18th day of April, 1868, to the 15th day of 
October, 1868. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems very proper that some disposition should 
be made of the bills on the Speaker’s table, and this seems to be the 
most favorable moment. I therefore ask’ unanimous consent that 
the bills on the Speaker's table be taken up and that those of them 
to which no objection is made be passed and that those to which ob- 
jection is made shall either remain upon the table or be referred to 
committees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. PAGE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my objection to the bill of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that there were 
several objections to the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. HOLMAN;] but he will again submit it to the House. He asks 
unanimous consent at this time to go to the Speaker's table for the 
purpose of disposing of all of the business thereon, and that what- 
ever business objection is made to shall either remain upon the 
Speaker’s table or be referred to a committee. 

Mr. PAGE. I object. eg 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
bia insist upon the regular order as against the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from New York ? , 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the regular order because this adjourn- 
ment over until ten o’clock was to enable the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. SINGLETON, ] who was on the floor, to make his speech, and 
unless he takes the floor now he will lose his opportunity at this ses- 
sion of Congress. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is consideration of 
the motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hate] to reconsider 
the vote by which the President’s message in relation to the sundry 
—— appropriation bill was referred to the Committee ou Appropria- 
ions, 
| 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move to lay that motion on the table. 


IV——348 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi is on 
the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not know that, but I desire an opportunity 
to make that motion, as I think this question has been long enough 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man when the gentleman from Mississippi has concluded. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
to yield to me for one moment. I wish to say that on Wednesday 
last I voted for the joint resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LorpD] in relation to the protection of the rights of 
citizens, but was compelled to leave the House by severe sickness 
before the vote was taken on the preamble to that resolution; but if 
I had been present I would have voted for the preamble. 

Mr. COX. I ask the gentleman from Mississippi to yield to me to 
offer a resolution. 

[Cries of “Object!” ] 

Mr. SINGLETQN. I will yield for that purpose. 

CONSUL-GENERAL AT FRANKFORT-ON-THE-MAIN. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs inquire into and report at the 
next session upon the conduct of Consul-General Webster, of Frankfort-on-the 
Main, or minister to the German Empire, in refusing to receive and forward to this 
Government the address of the democratic association of the city of Frankfort-on- 
the-Main, congratulating our country o2 the centennial commemoration.} 

Mr. CONGER. Iobject; I think these committees of investigation 
ought to have time for a little rest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to the ref- 
erence of the resolution ? 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that it is a resolution directing an 
investigation. 

Mr. COX. It issimply aresolution that the committee shall inquire 
into the conduct of this officer and report at the next session. If the 
gentleman knew the case he would not oppose it, out of respect to the 
German people. 

Mr. CONGER. I want to give the investigating committees a lit- 
tle rest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The members of the committee are more desirous 
of it than you can be. 

Mr. RANDALL. Those who are being investigated require rest 
the most. 

Mr. KASSON I object to the introduction of the resolution now ; 
let it be introduced at the next session of Congress. 


PRINTING OF IMPEACHMENT PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. MCMAHON. Iask the gentleman to yield to me to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (S. No. 1042) providing for the publica- 
tion of the proceedings of the Belknap trial and to put it on its pas- 
sage now. It is a report that is necessary in all the public libraries 
of the country and also in the libraries of the lawyers of the country 
as a precedent in future time. 

Mr. PAGE. I am willing to withdraw my objection to go to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late, the gentleman from 
Mississippi having the floor. 

The Senate bill was read. It provides that 5,000 additional copies 
of the report of the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap be 
printed, of which 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 350 copies for the 
use of the managers, and 200 copies for the use of the respondent’s 
counsel; and appropriates the sum of $5,030, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for the execution of the work. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, received its several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. MCMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The House then resumed the consideration of the special order, 
being the consideration of the message of the President of the United 
States in relation to the sundry civil appropriation bill; upon which 
Mr. SINGLETON was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the House 
for a short time that I may correct some errors and misstatements 
which have gone to the country in relation to the late election in the 
State of Mississippi. 

What I shall have to say will bein a spirit of kindness, and honestly 
to vindicate the truth of history and not to stir up acrimonious de- 
bate or kindle anew the fires of discord. 

By the rules of this House I am not permitted to refer to anything 
which has taken place in the other end of the Capitol. To these 
rules, which are founded in wisdom, I bow deferentially, and shall 
attempt no evasion of them. But as a part of the history of the times 
appearing in all the newspapers of the day, in reports made to this 
House and the Senate, in speeches on this floor, I claim the right, as 
it is my duty, to repel certain charges made against my immediate 
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| 
constituents, affecting to some extent my own status as a member of 


this body, and to explain certain misrepresentations in regard to my 
State generally. 

The charges in the indictment preferred are “fraud, violence, and 
intimidation,” from which, it is alleged, resulted an undue increase 
of the vote of the State and the overthrow of the republican party. 
I may —— by saying that, while these charges came in a ques- 
tionable shape, avouched by no responsible party, claiming no pater- 
nity beyond that of a certain disreputable dame called rumor, I felt 
inclined to let them pass unnoticed, and trust to the good sense of an 
intelligent public to judge of the motives of those who gave them 
currency, and to do justice to a deeply injured and much calumniated 
people. Bat slanders of this character, originating, as they now do, 
from high sources, often repeated and not contradicted, like plated 
wares, are apt to pass with the unsuspecting for that which is genuine. 

To the first of these charges, “fraud,” I interpose a general and 
emphatic denial, so far as my own party is concerned. The badges of 
fraud to which attention has been directed as tending to establish 
the charge are, first, the fact that the republican party in Mississippi 
has lost its usual majority of 25,000 ond the democratic ticket was 
elected by 30,000, 

From this it is argued that great wrongs were perpetrated upon 
the elective franchise, tending to destroy its sacredness and sap the 
foundation of our Government. 

Was ever proposition’so oe advanced before an intelli- 
gent public? Was ever a charge so grave sought to be bolstered up 
by evidence so unsatisfactory? Is it not a fact familiar to every 
mind that political mutations are often more sudden and astonishing 


than any in the ee of life? Have we not seen individuals | 


and parties ovens along by the current of popular opinion just as the 
swollen stream bears upon its bosom the drift log, whirling and danc- 
ing, with no power to resist the impetus or give direction to its own 
course f 

We need only recur to the history of the country for a few years 
past to find ample proof of the statement. What meant the “tidal 
wave” of 1840, which hurled the democrats from power and placed 
General Harrison in the presidential office ? 

What did the people mean, when again in 1848, determined to 
change their rulers, they gathered up that plain, unpretentious, but 
brave and patriotic old soldier, General Taylor, and by acclamation 
lifted him into the presidential chair? What meant the elections of 
1874, which crushed out the hopes of many a Representative who 
figured in this forum and sent him to the shades of private life? 
What meant the late election in Alabama by which a State until last 
year republican now gives a democratic majority of 40,0007 

Willany gentleman dare charge these results to fraud upon the part 
of the people? Did not each of these spontaneous uprisings spring 
out of a desire for a change of rulers? Under this Government of 
boasted free thought, free speech, and free suffrage, are the people to 
be held up by discarded office-holders and presidential aspirants as 
fools and corruptionists because they do not choose to retain in office 
imbecile stipendiaries, or favor the pretensions of ambitious dem- 
agogues, who court places they are totally unfit to fill? 

If these revolutions, however sudden, are to be taken as evidences 
of corruption and to be regarded as subjects of investigation by con- 
gressional committees, then I submit we have entered upon a Her- 
culean task, and we had better set to work at once to divide the Con- 
gress into such committees, invest them with power to send for “per- 
sons and papers,” and with each report to bring the people to the bar 
of this House or of the Senate to be punished or reprimanded for their 
bad manners or treasonable conduct in changing their opinions with- 
out the consent of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the change in Mississippi politics is no grand phenome- 
non outside the regular order of things. The people of that State are 
much like people elsewhere. They are capable of suffering in body, 
mind, andestate. If you prick the body of one of them witha sharp in- 
strument the blood will tlow; if you offend his moral or intellectual 
sense he will rebel under it and give you to understand it is offensive 
to him; if you seek to plunder him of his estate, he will oppose such 
force to it as the law of society or natural right will justify. He has 
affections, hopes, aspirations as other people, and when wronged in 
any way he knows it and will seek redress. He lives under an organic 
law called a constitution and has a code of statute laws governing all 
the domestic relations of life. 

Strange as it may appear to some very well educated people who 
do not seem to understand us, we have a good deal of human nature 
wove us, and are amenable to the same laws that govern other mor- 
tals. 

In connection with these facts I will state others which cannot be 
contradicted equally important to be remembered, and which must 
enter largely into a just estimate of the causes of this unexpected 
change in Mississippi politics. 

For ten years our State has been scourged by a set of men who for 
the most part were the refuse of northern society, in many instances 
without education, destitute of principle, devoid of honor, with no 
social status, und bent upon the spoils of office, let it involve what 
sacrifice it might either of their own honor, dignity, or manhood, or 
the safety, lives, or property of the white or colored citizens. 

These men, by constant association with the newly enfranchised 
population, by low cunning and unscrupulous falsehood, by constant 


appeals to their worst passions, by playing upon their fears of a re- 
turn to slavery, by continued assurances that in the event of a race 
conflict they would be backed up by United States troops, by inveig- 
| ling them into secret oath-bound leagues, and by every other species 

of falsehood and treachery that human ingenuity could devise, haye 
| managed to manipulate and control the colored vote of the State up 
to the last election, and have kept themselves in office against the 
| wishes and remonstrances of the respectable, intelligent, property- 
| holders of the country. : 

Their extravagant promises to the deluded freedmen were never 
kept; they sought the offices for plunder; a good name to them was 
of no value, and their robberies were so exhausting and impoverish- 

| ing to all classes that they could no longer be borne. Toescape these 
vampires and save the country from utter bankruptcy, the voters of 
the State, white and colored, determined to overthrow their power 
and put the State upon a new line of policy. In proof of what I 
have said I will call the atteution of the House for a moment to a 
ae : aa which will speak for themselves and cannot be contra- 
| dicted, 
lor ten years preceding the war the average annual cost of the 
State government was $325,000. For the last six years of republican 
rule the average has been $1,431,407. For the last five years the ex- 
cess of appropriations above receipts have beeu an annual average of 
$573,214. This annual increase of the State debt was being heaped 
upon us while we were paying under their tax-laws, in 1874, $14 
; on every one thousand dollars’ worth of property, the county and 
| corporation taxes more than doubling the sum. Under the rule of 
| our citizens in 1866, 1867, 1868, and 1869 the State tax did not exceed 
at any time $1.50 on the $1,000; showing that it cost us from ten to 
fourteen times as much to ran the State government under their rule 
as it did under ours. 

Again, under democratic rule lately inaugurated, notwithstanding 
our State debt, which had been largely increased by republican ex- 
travagance and must be met, the State taxes have been reduced more 
than one-third, although our taxable property in 1567 was assessed at 
$550,000,000, whereas in 1875 it was so reduced in value by malad- 
ministration and by a forfeiture of lands to the State that the assessed 
value of property was reduced to $155,000,000. The number of our 
circuit judges has been diminished and their salaries reduced ; sine- 
cure offices have been abolished ; biennial sessions instead of annual 
of the State Legislature will hereafter be held; retrenchment has 
gone into every department of the State service; upon the public 
printing there will be a saving of $52,000 at each session of the Leg- 
islature; the number of chancellors of the State has been reduced 
from twenty, receiving a salary of $3,500 each, to ten with a salary 
of $2,500 each, saving to the State thereby $45,000, an amount suffi- 
cient to pay all the salaries of all other judicial officers of our State. 

In addition to these facts, many others of like significance might 
be stated, but I will refer to only one which relates to public schools. 

Under republican rule schools were required to be kept open four 
months in each year. By act of the late democratic Legislature the 
schools were required to be — open five months, and ample means 
were provided for schooling al 
and colored. 

Now, sir, are not facts like these calculated to inspire confidence in 
the wisdom and goatee of our State officials? Is it a matter of sur- 
prise that the colored people are beginning to see where they should 
place their party allegiance? Canit be wonderful if further political 
changes occur in November next? They have occurred in our sister - 
State, Alabama, and you may confidently anticipate the same result in 
Mississippi. 

But lest my statements as to the causes producing this change in 
Mississippi politics may be called in question, I shall introduce to 
this House a witness whose statements I presume will, or ought to 
be, satisfactory to those who are conducting this prosecution. 

Senator ALCORN, a republican from Mississippi, in speaking of 
Governor Ames and Lieutenant-Governor Davis, of that State, as re- 
ported by the correspondent of the Chicago Times, holds the follow- 
ing language: 

Ames's course in the State has been so obnoxious to the best people there that it 
has been made socially uncomfortable for the unworthy governor. He is absent 
from the State most of the time, and has left the local government in the hands of 
Davis, the black ones coment. With this man criminals have for a long 
time gono scot-free. ithout the formality of trial, notorious murderers have becn 
pardoned out of jail before ever being made to appear in a court of justice. One 
of the worst cases of this turning out of murderers upon society cited by Senator 
Acorn is that of a man named Barryntine, living near the center of the State. 
* * * In Mississippi it is claimed that this on was purchased by the mur- 


derer’s friends for the sum of $800. 
* . . > * . * 


Senator ALCORN says that Ames obtains his control over the colored people by 

resenting himself as the mouth-piece of General Grant. Ames has filled ail the 

oO! of the state with thieves and plunderers, so that the State that was once 

30,000 republican, when it elected ALCORN governor, will in the opinion of the Sen- 
ator give this fall a large democratic majority. 


Here is a direct public charge of corruption preferred against the 
chief executive of the State and the lieutenant-governor of the same 
by a republican United States Senator, who understands too well the 
use of language and is too ready to respond to calls made upon him 
for words spoken to have used them lightly. I will now call to the 
stand the attorney-general of my State, George KE. Harris, a republi- 
can of high repute in his party, elected at the same time and upon 


the children of the State, both white 









the same ticket with Governor Ames, a strong supporter of the pres- 
ent Administration and fast friend of President Grant, to whom he 
addressed a long letter on the 24th of November, 1875, explaining the 
causes of the republican defeat in Mississippi at the last election. I 
quote largely from his letter, and ask republicans upon this floor who 
are fair minded and truth-loving to hear what he has to say. He is 
one of your own men, and not likely to state falsehoods or make un- 
truthful admissions affecting his own party. 

I have thought proper in this discussion to offer the statements of 
none but republicans, acknowledged to be of the highest respecta- 
bility, and to introduce no democrat as a witness in support of any 
allegation I shall make. By this course I hope to reach the ear and 
heart of the unprejudiced at the North. If in this way they cannot 
be convinced, then would they not believe if one were to rise from 
the dead. But I will not despair. Already has truth found a lodg- 
ment in many a mind there, notwithstanding the persistent efforts 
of designing demagogues to porrent it. 

But let Attorney-General Harris speak for himself. After premis- 
ing with a few sentences, he says : 

Governor Ames was inaugurated in January, 1874, under the most favorable 
auspices. His address promised economy and reform, and was well received by 
the whole country; even our political opponents, in a state of disruption, many of 
: them having voted fer him, expressed a willingness to support him in all that he 
; had promised and advised; but instead of encouraging every indication of return. 

ing friendship, his cold indifference drove them at once into a direct antagonism. 
He seemed to contract his views and narrow his circle of friends to a few contiden- 
3 tial advisers, as it were a close corporation of mercenary men, who knew but little 
of the wants of the people of the State and cared less; men who have no identity 
of interest or sympathy in common with the people of the State, and to deal plainly 
: I must call names—such men as John B. Raymond, A. T. Morgan, A. R. Howe, 
and a few lesser lights, if possible. Raymond, the State printer, and chief clerk 
in the treasurer's oftice, lobbyist around the Legislature, especially on the printing 
; bills, which pay him nearly $20,000 per annum, when $30,000 would be too much. 
r * * * - 























‘ Morgan, who is a sheriff of Yazoo County, has long been a refugee from his 
county. Chairman of the late State convention and husband of a very respectable 
colored woman, (?) who, when a State senator, offered, in writing, to sell his vote 
for $2,000 and Raymond refused to pay it, saying he had already paid him $900 and 
that was enough for that vote. A. R. Howe, ex-county treasurer and ex-member 
of Congress, who took from the treasury of Panola County, through an ignorant 
colored board of supervisors and now unlawfully retains, the sum of $5,125.97, (I 
have a certified transcript of the record,) and which he does not deny, but refuses 
to pay. This, in brief, is a small part of the record of three of the governor’sgon- 
fidential pevneen, friends, and counselors, and he must have known their character 
all the while. 

Through these and other friends he had full control of the Legislature and could 
procure almost any legislation that looked at all plausible, either for the good of 
the State, the good of the party, or for self-aggrandizement, and the sequel has 
shown how he has used that power. The first session of the Legislature passed 
with but little if any reform, and we felt sad. Under the constitution and laws of 
the State he was required to appoint twenty chancellors, with the advice and 
consent of the senate. This, of course, should have been done during the seasion 
of the senate; but for some reason best known to himself, he refused to do it, but 
waited until the adjournment and then made the appointments in vacation, and 
this was set aside by the supreme court, (see Brady vs. Howe, 50 Mississippi Re- 
ports, page 607,) the court holding that the ee should have been made 
during the session of the senate. It was manifestly his duty to have made the ap- 
pointments during the session of the senate and to have sent them in for contirma- 
tion, as the terms of otfice expired long before the rext session. Butthe governor, in 
his desire to control the judiciary as well as the .xecutive department of the State, 
resorted to the expediency of making the appointments in vacatiou and then hold- 
ing the appointments over them in terrorem, until the next session of the Legisla- 
ture, and if they did not please him in their decrees, &c., he could withhold their 
names, (as he did in one case ;) thus making the judiciary of the State subservient 
to the executive, in violation of the constitution, (see article 3, sections 1 and 2;) 
and he actually removed Drennan, as I believe, becanse in a case of habeas corpus 
gy bail to the governor's friend Morgan, on a charge of the murder of one 

illiard. ° 

In his selection of men to fill these important judicial positions he did not confine 
himself to the legal profession; made some good appointments, it is true, but in 
two or three instances he appointed men who had received a law license only a few 
days previous, for the purpose of being appointed, who had never had a case in 
court, were totally ignorant of the law and practice, and who did not know a plea 
in bar from a demurrer. In one case a man notoriously veval and corrupt, and in 
another case forthe avowed purpose of giving strength to his friend Howe for Con- 
gress, and that chancellor, to secure the sending in of his name for confirmation, 
appointed Howe's brother clerk of the chancery court, and clerk of the board of su- 
pervisors of Panola County, for the express purpose of preventing an investigation 
of Howe's indebtedness to Panola County. In one case he appointed a Mr. Peyton, 
son of the chief justice, and then refused to send his name to the senate, because 
he decided a case any te the governor's wishes, and pending the trial of this 
case he sent for the chief justice and desired him to control the action of his son, 
the chancellor. This aroused the honest indignation of the chief justice and broke 
up the friendly relations between them. 

The chief justice then dealt him a well merited castigation, which resulted in the 
withholding of the name of young Mr. Peyton from the senate. 

. + - ,. * * 





































In December, 1874, troubles grew up in Vicksburgh. Indictments were penting 

against two or three of the — officers ; complaints were made as to the sher- 

4 iff's bond as tax-collector ; he was ill-treated and forced to resign. There was much 

confusion and avarchy. The sheriff fled to Jackson for advice and instructions, 
disregarding his resignation made under duress. I do not know all the advice the 
governor gave him, but the presumption is that he received advice, as he returned 
and acted ; notified the colored people by circulars tocome to Vicksburgh armed on 
Monday morning, which they attempted to do, and nearly one hundred lives were 
lost in the fight. How far the governor is responsible for those lives, or whether 
responsible at all, I cannot say; but Colonel Wells has charged him in the papers 
with the use of ngneee well calculated in its nature to produce riot and bloodshed, 
and he has never denied it, and I do not think he will. 

Pointing out the means by which expenses could be cut off and the taxes re- 
duced, I advised a reduction in the matter of public printing. The Legislature 
paased a bill and the governor vetoed it. (Raymond was State printer.) 

I advised a reduction in the salary of county superintendents of education. The 
Legislature psased the bill and the governor vetoed it. 

advised a change in the constitation, so as to give us biennial sessions of the 

Legislature. (This would save nearly $100,000 per annum.) We had pledged it in 

our platform ; the governor had advised it in his first message. The resolution 

the lower house and went to the senate; there the governor actually lob- 
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bied the senate, and advised his friends to vote against it, and defeated it by one 
vote. 
* 









. + a . . 
Again, in the face of the constitution, his adherents introduced a bill authorizing 


him to appoint the tax-collector for each county. They passed it after much can- 
cussing in which pistols (I am informed by a member) were presented to force mem- 
bers to pledge their support to the bill. The governor approved it and acted under 
| it in one or two cases, and the Supreme Court has set that law aside as unconstitu- 
tional. (See L. French vs. The State, MS. opinion.) 


Thus it will be seen that the party in this State has been governed and controlled 


by a few men, not to exceed half a dozen, including the governor, who have per- 

sistently violated the Constitntion and the most sacred pledges the party had made 

in its platform. 
o 


* 7 . . . 
A constitution and laws are of little value on paper unless they find a lodgment 


in the hearts of the people. We have a good coustitution, but our legislation has 
been unwise and has given ns much trouble. 


And this is the point to which we have come: In the light of the experience of 


other southern States our party has rushed heedlessly into a shameful defeat 





I know the people of the State, having resided among them for the last thirty- 


three years. The Government appointees here, we think, are good men and true 
republicans. We need no changes made for political purposes and no troops. 


his letter, though of some length, has given but a bare outline of the character 


and conduct of a few would-be leaders who have wrought our sad defeat; but 
should they choose to deny anything I have said of them I will not only prove it, 
but strike them at other points that are equally salient. 


Your obedient servant, 
G. E. HARRIS. 


I now offer some extraets from a late letter of Ex-Senator Revels 


(colored) to His Excellency President Grant : 


HOuiy Sprines, Mississirr1, November 6, 1875. 
My Dear Sir: In view of the results of the recent election in our State, I have 


determined to write you a letter canvassing the situation and giving you my views 
thereon. I will premise by saying that r t 
honored by a seat in the United States Senate. * 


am no politician, though having been 
* * 


Since reconstruction, the masses of my people have been, as it were, enslaved in 


mind by unprincipled adventurers, who, caring nothing for country, were willing to 
stoop to anything, no matter how infamous, to secure power to themselves and per- 
petuate it. My people are naturally republicans, oon always Will be, but as they 
grow older in freedom so do they in wisdom. A great portion of them have learned 
that they were being used as mere fpols, and, as in the late election, not being able 
to correct the existing evil amon€ themselves, they determined by casting their 
ballots against these unprincipled adventurers to overthrow them. * * * 


My people have been told by these schemers when men were placed upon the 


ticket who were notoriously corrupt and dishonest, that they must vote for them ; 
that the salvation of the party depended upon it; that the man who scratched a 
ticket was nota republican. This is only one of the many means these unprinci- 
pled demagogues have devised to SS the intellectual bondage of my peo- 
ple. To defeat this policy, at the late 

party affiliation united and voted together against men known to be incompetent 
and dishonest. * * * Wedonot believe that republicanism means corruption, 
theft, and embezzlement. These three offenses have been prevalent among a great 
portion of our office-holders ; to them must be attributed the defeat of the republican 


slection men irrespective of race, color, or 


y in the State, if defeat there was, but I, with all the lights before me, look upon 
itas an uprising of the people, the whole people, to crush out corrupt rings and 
men from power. 

* * * * 7 . *. 

The bitterness and hate created by the late civil strife has, in my opinion, been 
obliterated in this State, except perhaps in some localities, and would have long since 
been entirely obliterated were it not for some unprincipled men who would keep 
alive the bitterness of the past and inculcate a hatred between the races in order 
hat they may aggrandize themselves by office and its emoluments to control my 
people, the effect of which is to degrade them. As an evidence that party lines in 
this State have been obliterated, men were supported without regard to their party 
attliations, their birth, or their color by those who heretofore have acted with the 
democratic party. by this course giving an evidence of their sincerity that they 
have abandoned the pciitical issues of the past and were only desirous of inaugurat- 
ing an honest State government and restoring a mutual confidence between the 
races. 

His Excellency U.S. Grant, 

President of the United States. 


Ihave quoted thus largely from Ex-Senator Revels, always astanch 
republican, because he is a representative man of his color, known to 
the country, and more especially to those who are attempting to 
malign my State and cast contempt upon her name. 

Mr. Speaker, one or two extracts from the pen of Redfield, the able 
and, I may say for the most part, impartial correspondent of the Cin- 
cinnati Commercial, himself a republican, and I leave this head. 
These are his words: 

From what I know of the candidates nominated by the whites, I have not the 
least doubt but what the coming Legislature will be the best one that has assem- 
bled in Mississippi since the war. The whites really made an honest effort to 
bring out their best men, discarding in many instances the old line of politicians, 
and putting forward men of capacity, worth, intelligence, and property. Really, 
there was no comparison between the nominees of the two parties. * * * 

There were a few good men among the republican nominees for the Legislature, 
but the most of them were a sorry lot, made up of plantation negroes, white car- 
pet-baggers, without a dollar's interest in the State, and natives who became re- 
publican one day and candidates for office the next. It was such a slate of candi- 
dates as would be repudiated in Ohio by 575,000 majority, provided your vote was 
as full as at your last election. 

*. * * *. . * . 

The State government has been carried on at an expense of at least 40 per cent. 
more than necessary, and this extravagance will be checked. In six years in Mis- 
sissippi taxation has increased 500 per cent., and property has depreciated 200 per 
cent. 

- . . * 7 * 

To suppose that the property-holders would rest quietly under this sort of thing, 
year after year, was to suppose that they had Jess of human nature than we find in 
other parts of the world. 


Another badge of frand as charged is that there was a large acces- 
sion to the vote of the State. 

Unfortunately for the country those who talk most about Missis- 
sippi affairs seem to know least of them. Men who have remained 
all their lives at a profoundly respectful distance from her borders, 
whose feet have never pressed her soil, in their eagerness to win po- 
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litical preferment for themselves or to secure a party triumph, gather 
up a few statistics, procure false information through interested and 
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corrupt sources, and thus panoplied make war upon an unoffending | 


State and hurl at hera tirade of abuse, couched in the vocabulary of the 
fish-market. Her people are called “ coiners of spurious votes,” “ bal- 
lot-box-stuilers,” and other offensive names, only because they threw 
off their supineness, hurried to the ballot-box, thousands of them who 
had abstained from voting year after year because they supposed 
they were to be overwhelmed by nambers and could see no good to 
result from casting a ballot. Thus the vote of the State was largely 
increased. 

It is also a fact known to the most casual observer that during the 
last two years large numbers of colored voters have come into the 
State from Virginia, the Carolinas, Georgia, Alabama, Tennessee, and 
Kentucky, and have greatly increased our voting population, espe- 
cially in the counties bordering on the Mississippi River. Take, if 
you please, the county of Washington, where two years ago the regis- 
tration-books only showed a voting population of about four thou- 
sand, whereas at the registration last fall it amounted to more than 
six thousand, or an increase of one-third. In this county the colored 
vote is in the ratio of 5 to 1 of whites; and although there was a reg- 
ular republican ticket there, opposed by a fusion ticket composed of 
democrats and republicans, the fusion ticket, upon which your hum- 
ble speaker had no place, was elected by more than four hundred ma- 
jority, and my majority was only a few votes short of it. In this 
county a very full vote was polled, as indeed was the case in almost 
every county in the State. 

There is no difficulty then in accounting for the increased vote of 
the State upon rational principles without being subjected to the im- 
putation of frand and corruption. 

As to the charges of “violence” and “intimidation,” I interpose an 
equally unqualified negative, with this explanation: That in some 
localities whose there was a great preponderance of colored popula- 
tion and where unscrupulous leaders had poisoned their minds against 
us, where threats were indulged and things assnmed a warlike as- 
pect, our citizens did purchase arms and ammunition, not secretly 
but openly, not for aggression but for defense, not to intimidate but 
to keep themselves ready for any emergency that might arise. 

I deny that in Mississippi there have occurred more broils and dis- 
turbances than might be considered the legitimate fruit of the new and 
anomalousstateof things; and I most emphatically deny that in even 
a majority of those which have occurred the whites have been to 
blame. Generally the outbreaks have been sudden and unpremedi- 
tated, as in case ot the Clinton riot, where there wasscarcely one white 
man present for every one hundred colored, and in the case of the 
Yazoo City riot, where there were only five southern whites present 
in a large room well tilled with white and colored republicans. The 
statement of these facts, which are well known to my colleagues to be 
true, negatives the idea of premeditated attacks. Ishall not go into 
the minutiz of these disturbances, as the facts were published at the 
time of the occurrences. I will only say that as to the Vicksburgh 
and Friar’s Point riots the blame has been entirely lifted from demo- 
cratic shoulders by the testimony of distinguished republicans. 

I observe that my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. WELLS] is in his 
seat. I ask his attention and the attention of the House to the fol- 
lowing statement which he is reported to have made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HeRxanpo, August 7. 

Colonel G. Witter Weus, United States district attorney and candidate for the 
republican nomination for Congress in this district, made a speech here to-day. He 
declared that in the interview between Governor Ames, Sheriff Crosby, and Attor- 
ney-General Harris. at the time of the Vicksburgh riot, the governor instructed 
Crosby to arm the blacks and march against Vicksburgh. Attorney-General Har- 
ris protested against the advice, and urged a resort to the courts. Crosby left with 
these instructions from the governor, who, after his departure, turned te Attorney- 


General Harris and said that the blood of twenty-five or thirty negroes would ben- 
efit the republican party in the State. 


Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. Will the gentloman yield to me for 
a moment ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. In regard to the report which has 
just been read of my speech at Hernando I have simply to say that 
I made a speech at that time and did make about the remarks 
quoted. I stated, however, that I had been informed that this con- 
versation had taken place between Ames and Attorney-General Har- 
ris and Crosby, and that I was in favor of peace, and was opposed to 
any person, whether democrat or republican, who would invite a con- 
flict between the races; that I condemned this language, and that if 
he were truly reported, the governor ought to be condemned, and I 
did there condemn him, 

Mr. SINGLETON. It has never been contradicted to this day that 
he did make that speech; that the governor told Sheriff Crosby to go 
to Vicksburgh; to arm the colored people and march them against 
the city; and that he declared to Attorney-General Harris that the 
blood of twenty-tive or thirty negroes would benefit the republican 
porty in the State. The fault, therefore, of that riot is not with the 
democratic party. It was instigated by the governor of the State of 
Mississippi. The sheriff, acting upon his advice, did arm these men, 
and marched on the city of Vicksbargh; and the citizens there, in 
defense of their rights, of their lives, of their families, and of all that 
they held sacred, did meet them, and after they tried in vain to in- 
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| duce them to return to their homes a conflict ensned, in which about 
one hundred persons, as charged here, were killed. 

Now as to the riot at Friar’s Point, i find by the testimony of Goy- 
| ernor Ames, given before the Mississippi investigating committee, 
| that we are acquitted of the charge of inaugurating it. He says in 

answer to questions propounded: F 


It is believed that that conflict and those murders were due to the action of Sen. 
ator ALcoRN. The democracy of that section were allied to him and supported 
him. 


Question. Allied to whom? 
Answer. ALconn—following him, as reported to me by the sheriff. It was Sen. 
ator ALCORN who originated that trouble and gave it countenance and head. 


It has been fally proven in the investigation which was had that 
the democrats had no part in getting up that riot; that it was not 
partisan in character and had no political significance whatever. 

I assert fearlessly that no proof entitled to a moment’s considera- 
tion can be made or ever will be made showing that arms were pur- 
chased or used in any other way than that I have indicated. 

If from this state of facts any amount of intimidation was felt 
by their white leaders or by the colored people, it was only because 
their consciences made cowards of them, and not because of any 
threat or demonstration on the part of democratic voters. 

That there was intimidation practiced in the late election, and in 
@ll the elections which have taken place for the last ten years in Mis- 
sissippi, is a fact that no man who respects the truth will deny. This 
intimidation sprang from a spirit of intolerance manifested by the 
colored voters of the republican party toward any colored man who 
dared to side with the democrats. Social ostracism was the penalty. 
Speakers of this class were dragged from the stand ; church members 
were excluded from the pales of the church; preachers of the gospel 
were driven from their pulpits and silenced in disgrace. Many were 
beaten unmercifully and not a few killed for opinion sake, and yet no 
ery of intimidation then went to the country. Why, sir, this perse- 
cution went to such an extent that we found it necessary both in our 
platforms and in our speeches to give solemn pledges to colored voters 
that if they desired to vote with us they should be fully protected in 
the exercise of this right; and on several occasions in carrying out 
these promises conflicts ensued between the races, for which we were 
not responsible, as they were the aggressors. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the very pertinent question arises, Why has it 
been thought proper by certain distinguished individuals to drag this 
Mississippi election into the political arena? Is there any individual 
upon trial for a violation of the election laws before either House of 
Congress? If so, how does the jurisdiction accrue to either of them? 
Is any member’s seat being contested? If so, is there not in each 
branch of Congress a Committee on Elections which is charged with 
the duty of inquiring into the whole matter? Is the case of Missis- 
sippl so anomalous that all parliamentary rules shall be lost sight of 
and an investigating committee be required to try the slums and 
cess-pools of party politics, and pluck up by the locks some foul 
slander which may answer as political capital for a party hard pressed 
and perhaps secure its ascendency for an hour? Is all this not a 
»olitical maneuver, and nothing more? 

Can any legitimate practical results flow from having sent a com- 
mittee to Mississippi to inquire into her late election? Can the re- 
port, whatever may be its character, be used as evidence to affect the 
rights of any one? Is it not entirely ex parte in its character? Is 
there not a law governing committees as it governs courts, that every 
man whose rights of person, property, or franchise are to be deter- 
mined shall have his day ih court, shall be confronted with witnesses 
and shall be heard by himself or counsel, or both, in his defense. In 
this case upon whom has notice been served? What are the issues 
to be tried, and what the verdict to be rendered? Whose rights are 
to be affected by it? 

But enough of this. The eyes of the country are open to the whole 
movement, and it will meet its merited reward. I can envy no man 
his characteristics who is incapable of generosity to a fallen foe or 
who delights iu tearing the bandages from the wounds of his victim, 
that blood may flow afresh. Such a man has all the materials in him 
to make an improved and enlarged edition of Falstaff, and, an oppor- 
tunity presenting itself, would gather up the body of another Harry 
Percy, carry it to the feet of his party, and, brandisbing his self-hacked 
sword, ery with stentorian voice, “ Ecce signum.” Whatever laurels he 
can gatherupon this field let him wearthemcomplacently, I leave him 
“alone in his glory,” believing that time will set all things even, and 
posterity will award his memory the scorn and contempt it so richly 
merits. 

During the delivery of Mr. SINGLETON’s remarks the following pro- 
ceedings took place : . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has expired. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. PAGE. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. The time of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House has been extended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘The House had the courtesy to extend my time, and 
I hope the same courtesy will be extended to my colleague. ; 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw my objection. My only reason for making 
it was because the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StnGLETON] ob- 
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jected the other day to an extension of time to the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Hare. 

Mr. SINGLETON. On all occasions when I have addressed the 
House I have yielded to every gentleman who asked me to do so. 
But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] having refused to hear 
me at all, that was the ground on which I made an objection in his 
case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Mississippi desire ? 

Mr. SINGLE ON. How much time have I occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Half an hour. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I would like half an hour more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi will be extended one-half hour if there be no objection, The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SINGLETON then resumed and concluded his remarks as given 
above. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I was not in the House when my col- 
league began his remarks, and I wish to ask him this question: Is it 
not a fact that nearly all the leading prominent republicans of the 
State of Mississippi denounced tho acts that are charged by gentle- 
men here upon this floor and by my colleague himself to have been 
committed and used every means to reform those abuses? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I willstate that some of them did. How many 
Icannot say. But my colleague from Mississippi on the other side 
of the House [Mr. LYNcH] undertook the other day to defend Goy- 
ernor Ames and bis administration, and charged upon the democratic 
party that we had acted in bad faith and had persecuted and turned 
gentlemen out of office without just cause. The gentleman must set- 
tle that difference between himself and his colleague. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I do not rise to make any question as 
to that fact; but I desire to say this: That I heartily concur in what 
my colleague [Mr. LyNcH] said in this particular, that if Governor 
Ames was guilty of the charges made against him he should have 
been tried and impeached, as well as every other officer against 
whom such charges are preferred; and I ‘lid object and do now ob- 
ject to the position taken by the Legislature in pensioning one of the 
judges of our eupreme court and providing for his retirement with- 
out any constitutional power to do so or any appropriation to pay 
him, in order to secure the appointment of a democratic judge. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the rate of taxation per thousand dollars in 
the State of Mississippi? 

Mr. SINGLETON. The State and county taxes at present amount 
to nine mills on the dollar. 

Mr. HOAR. Nine mills on the dollar! What a dreadfully over- 
burdened State! 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is the rate under the democratic rule. 
We have reduced it to that from fourteen mills. We have reduced it 
about one-third, notwithstanding the debt heaped upon the State by 
the republican party. 

Mr. HOAR. I have paid $17.50 on the thousand dollars in the city 
of Worcester for years, and am glad to pay it. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. If it has been reduced one-third, it 
has been done by appropriating the amount raised for the school 
fund by the republican party, which I understand has been distrib- 
uted pro rata to the counties, this fund amounting to over $60,000, and 
by increasing the county taxes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoON, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a concurrent resolution author- 
izing the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the House of Representa- 
tives to make certain corrections in the enrollment of the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Gov- 


There was no objection, and the Senate resolution was taken up 
and concurred in, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the House of Representatives be authorized in the 
enrollment of House bill No. 1594, making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for 
other purposes, to insert in the amendment numbered 14, after the words “ fifty- 
two,” the words “one thousand,” so that the amendment will read “252,500 ; " also 
to insert in the bill in the amendment numbered 114, after the word “ nine.” the 
word “thousand,” so that the amendment will read “ $9,500.” 


MEMBER SWORN IN, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to present the credentials of Hon. 
Mr. Watterson, a member-elect from the fifth congressional district 
of Kentucky, who is present and desires to be sworn; and I ask that 
the Clerk read the certificate. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

STaTE OF KENTUCKY, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
Frankfort, August 11, 1876. 

The undersigned, a board duly authorized by law to examine the returns of a 
special election held on the 7th day of August, 1876, for a Representative in Con- 
gress from the tifth congressional district, to fill a vacancy occasioned by the death 
of E. Y. Parsons, do certify that the whole number of votes cast at said election 
was 12,244, of which Henry Watterson received 11,567 and W. J. Heady received 
677; and that Henry Watterson having received the highest number of votes is de- 
clared duly elected. 

JAMES B. McCREERY, 
Governor of Kentucky. 
THOS. E. MOSS, 


Attorney-General. 
JOHN STODDARD THOMPSON, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. WATTERSON appeared, and was duly qualified by taking the 
modified oath. 


GOVERNMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. CRAPO. With the permission of the gentleman from Illinois 
I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table a concur- 
rent resolution from the Senate which was sent over this morning 
wroviding for a commission to prepare a uniform government for the 

Jistrict of Columbia. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concvrring,) That there be 
appointed a joint select committee of three members of the Senate, to be appointed 
by the presiding ofticer of the Senate, and three members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to be appointed by the presiding officer of the House of Representatives, 
to prepare a suitable form of government for the District of Columbia, and to re- 
port at the next session of Congress; that said committee be authorized to sit 
during the recess and to employ the necessary clerical force; that the expenses of 
said committee be paid one-half out of the contingent fund of the Senate and one- 
half out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is, I understand, a proposition to appoint a 
joint committee to provide a government for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAPO. It is similar to a bill which passed this House, with 
this exception, that the bill provided for a commission composed of 
two residents of the District of Columbia and one non-resident. 

Mr. RANDALL. And this resolution proposes simply to appoint a 
committee of Senators and Representatives, and to give them power 
to meet during the recess? 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to inquire what has become of the report 
which was made by a similar committee to this House? 

Mr. CRAPO. That was made to the last Congress, and not to this. 

Mr. HOAR. What has become of it? 

Mr. CRAPO. It never was presented to this Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague will permit me to say that the last Con- 
gress appointed a committee like this, consisting of the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, Mr. Mitchell of Wisconsin, (one of the ablest 
members on the democratic side of the House,) and two other mem- 
bers. They made a very thorough and exhaustive examination and 


ernment; also a concurrent resolution for the appointment of a joint discussion of this matter, and their report seems to solve the prob- 


committee to prepare a suitable form of government for the District 
of Columbia; in which resolutions he was directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House. 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I yield twelve minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas, (Mr. SCHLEICHER. ] 


DANIEL W. PERKINS. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent | 


to report from the Committee on the Judiciary a substitute for the bill 
of the House (H. R. No. 2230) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins, of 
East Saginaw County, Michigan. 

There being no objection, Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4095) as a substitute for the 
bill (H. R. No. 2230) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins, of East 
Saginaw County, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION IN ENROLLMENT. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimousconsenttotake from the Speaker's 
table the concurrent resolution from the Senate allowing the Com- 
inittee on Enrolled Bills of the House to make certain correction in 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 





lem both in the matter of the proportion of taxation and the form of 
government, and it would have been satisfactory to the country if 
Congress had taken it up and discussed it; but they had never done 
anything about it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only yielded to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts on the condition that this matter should not give rise to debate, 

No objection being made, the resolution of the Senate was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and concurred in. 

Mr. CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the motion made by the 
| gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] to reconsider the vote by which 

the President’s message in reference to the sundry civil appropria- 
| tion bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, upon which 
Mr. SCHLEICHER was entitled to the floor. 

Mr.SCHLEICHER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] in taking ground against the silver bill now be- 
| fore the House, has argued against the use of silveras money altogether. 
| I believe this is changing the argument to a wrong position, as in my 
opinion this present bill does not present the issue of the double and 
single standard at all. Thisshifting of the argument might have the 
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injurious effect to cause the friendsof honest silver money who disagree 
with the gentleman to look with favor upon this present measure. 
Indeed, we have seen this effect already. I would like to warn gen- 
tlemen who, like myself, are opposed to the policy of demonetizing 
silver, that there is great danger in linking their cause with any prop- 
osition which, like the present one, has so many other objectionable 
features. Most of the arguments of the opponents of silver, like the 
able argument of Mr. Hewitt, delivered in this House several months 
ago, can be completely met by a re-adjustment of the ratio between 
gold and silver at the proper time. The history of silver as money 
does not present a history of frequent fluctuations, but of a few vio- 
Jent temporary fluctuations, followed by long periods of stability. 
Since the discovery of the South American silver mines, which cre- 
ated in the European money market convulsions like the present, 
there have been no violent fluctuations until quite lately. The pres- 
ent feeling is much in the nature of a panic. There was nearly as 
much of causeless fear for gold after the Californian and Australian 
diggings were found as there is now for silver; but many of the 
ephemeral writings of that period are now forgotten, and people 
seem to think that gold was always the same. An occasional re-ad- 
justment of the ratio, happening perhaps once in a hundred years, is 
all the drawback that may be feared in retaining both metals as 
money. 

I am in favor of a double standard. I think it is the true Ameri- 
can policy to sustain the value of the silver which is produced by 
American mines, But I am in favor of giving a dollar's worth of 
silver for a dollar and have it coined into a dollar, and not eighty 
cents’ worth. Gold and silver have been money as long as we have a 
history of civilized nations. They both have the requisite qualities 
for money. But we know that from time to time it has been neces- 
sary to adjust their relative ratio, as one or the other would fluctuate. 
Before the discovery of the South American silver mines the propor- 
tion of value in Europe was 11 tol. It changed to 14 to 1, to 15 to 
1, and in 1524 the United States made it 16 to 1, which proved to be 
too much and drove the silver dollars out of circulation. 

There was no change since until lately through various causes silver 
has lost in value until the weight of silver in the dollarin 1834 would 
now only be worth about eighty cents and less. A change of stand- 
ard is evidently again réquired, but it would be altogether hazard 
and guess-work to attempt to establish that new standard in the midst, 
of she present violent fluctuations. We are fortunately situated in 
not being now affected by these changes of value like the English in 
India and like the double-standard countries, and we can well afford 
to wait until the new ratio can be more definitely ascertained. 

In my opinion it should be the work of an international commission 
in which all the governments participate who recognize silver as 
money. 

But the idea of now declaring eighty cents’ worth of silver a legal 
tender for a dollar is contrary to every dictate of strict honesty and 
of prudence. Why it is not honest it is not necessary now to argue. 
That it is imprudent and instead of alleviating the burdens of our tax- 
payers will increase them is the main and only practical argument 
now. If we had the money to pay off the principal of our bonds or 
any considerable part of them at eighty cents on the dollar, as this 
bill declares we have the right to do, then there might be an argu- 
ment about the prudence of doing 80, although the honesty would be 
very questionable ; but when we have nothing to pay off our public 
debt or any respectable portion of it, even at such a discount, the 
only possible result of the present agitation is the proclamation of 
our bad faith and consequently a lowering of our credit. Wesay to 
our creditors: ‘ Wewould cheat you now if we could pay you off, but 
as we have no money to do that, we must continue to ask you to ex- 
tend credit to us and bide our time.” Glorious way that of reducing 
the interest on our public debt. It seems to me that ordinary pru- 
dence would dictate that as long as we have nothing to pay with, it 
is useless to threaten what we would do if we could, and that we 
should rather feign the virtue honesty, even if we do not possess it, 
so as to obtain good credit, which means low interest. 

If we had continually expressed ourselves in favor of styict hon- 
esty and a compliance with all obligations—which would have cost 
us nothing—our credit might be now so that we could fund our debt 
at 4 per cent. interest instead of 6. England pays 3 percent. ; we pay 
6 only because we have a worse credit. Had we succeeded in inspir- 
ing the world with a belief in our honesty we might now save at 
least thirty millions a year in the gold interest on our bonds. But 
when one day this Congress votes to investigate the validity of the 
act of 1869, upon which our present credit rests, and if on another 
day it votes to declare that we have a right to pay our debt with 
eighty cents’ worth of silver to the dollar, how can we expect to re- 
tain even our present credit, let alone improving it? 

Gentlemen may say we need nocredit now. What fallacy! I have 
said we might, if we had had statesmanship enough to improve our 
credit, save at least thirty millions per annum by refunding at a lower 
interest. But apart from that, do gentlemen reflect that only five 
years hence the principal of the twenty-year bonds of 1862 will begin to 
fall due? Howshall we pay? Wecan only pay by selling new issues 
of bonds. What interest we shall have to pay for them depends solely 
upon what credit we establish in the mean time. 

With prudence and honesty we might get it down to 4 per cent. at 


least, but with such proceedings as these we may have to pay 10 or 
12 per cent. 
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Is this the way the champions of the tax-payers are going to lighten 
our burdens? To increase the annual interest of our public debt in- 
stead of reducing it? 

The great and central heresy around which cluster all minor errors 
is the idea that government can create values by law. We must got 
clear of that before we can ever act understandingly. 

When James II was expelled from England and established himself 
in Ireland he coined money of brass and made it a legal tender. Hoe 
tried to extricate himself from his financial troubles, as Macaulay 
says, “by calling a farthing a shilling.” I refer to Macaulay’s pages 
for a description of the results. “Of all the plagues of that time,” he 
says, “none made a deeper or more lasting impression than the plague 
of the brass money.” 

I confess my inability to perceive the difference in the principle of 
the acts of James and the schemes of the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. LANDERS] or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. eens} 
The difference is in degree only. To call a lump of brass a dollar anc 
stamp it ge;or to call a promise to pay on a piece of paper a dollar and 
stamp it so, or to call seventy or eighty cents’ worth of silver a dollar 
and force people to take either of the articles so stamped at their 
nominal value in exchange for real values, is all the same in prin- 
ciple and differs only in degree. 

The arbitrary power which in any country can enforce and impose 
worthless paper or debased metal or an insufficient quantity of val- 
uable metal on its own people under the fiction that the coinage or 
inscription gives it value ceases at once when it crosses its own bor- 
der and is forced to fair dealing. But in modern times it has been 
considered shamefal for a government to practice such impositions on 
its own people simply because it has the power, or on its creditors be- 
cause by trusting in its honesty they have placed themselves in its 
power. Enlightened governments deal as fairly with their own peo- 
ple as they have to deal with strangers, and the stamp ona gold or 
silver coin should be a certificate of its weight and fineness, no more ; 
not making the value nor adding to the value, but a ready proof of 
the value only. I am opposed tostamping a false certificate of value 
on our silver coins. 

Bad faith in a government is a poison that tends to corrupt the 
whole body-politic, destroys confidence, and thereby paralyzes all the 
recuperative energies of the people. 

I have a few moments left and will yield them to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Illinois wishes to make that 
motion; I do not object, and will yield the floor for that ane. 

The question was taken on Mr. MORRISON’s motion, and it was 
agreed to; and accordingly (at eleven o'clock and fifty-five minutes 
a.m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


MONDAY, August 14, 1876. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. SPENCER, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was dispensed 
with. 

COAST SURVEY REPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 1,000 extra 
copies of the report of the Saperintendent of the Coast Survey for the year ending 
June 30, 1874, and that the same number of copies of his report for the year ending 
June 30, 1875, be printed for distribution by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J. W. Car- 
hart, mayor of the city of Hot Springs. Arkansas, in the name of 
four thousand citizens living upon the Hot Springs reservation, pray- 
ing for the passage of the joint resolution introduced by Senator 
Dorsry in relation to the collection of water and house rent by 
the United States thereon; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


CORRECTION OF ERRORS IN ENROLLMENT. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask once more that the House bill in relation to 
the pavement of Pennsylvania avenue be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. SARGENT. I want to present a concurrent resolution in the 
nature of a report from the Committee on Appropriations. The pas- 
sage of a concurrent resolution is »ecessary in order to correct the 
enrollment of the consular bill, and it ought to be passed at once. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

Mr. SARGENT. I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills of the House of Representatives be autherized in the enroll- 
mentof the bill (H. R No. 1594) making appropriations for the consular and <iplo- 
matic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other 
purposes, to insert in the bill, jn the amendment numbered 14, after the words 
* fifty-two” the word “thousand,” so that the amendment will read “ $52,500 ;" also. 
to insert in the bill, in the amendment numbered 114, after the word “nine,” the 

i the word * thousand,” so that the amendment will read * $9,500." 
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This is not a change in the bill from what it was understood as it 
passed both Houses. From the fact that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations were thoroughly wearied and tired out, after‘working night 
and day, I am not surprised that these two unimportant errors 
occurred ; but I suppose they would be important if not corrected. 
I ask that the resolution be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can that be done by a concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; let us take that for granted. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to. 
















DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the bill which has repeatedly been 
called up, in relation to the pavement of Pennsylvania avenue, be 
taken up for action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is the morning business through ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is not through. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no objection to this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum here. You cannot do any 
business. I do not object to taking it up, but thére is no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call for morning 
business. 


Mr. SPENCER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
appointed a joint committee of three members of the Senate, to be appointed by 
the presiding officer of the Senate, and three members of the House of Represent- 
atives, to be appointed by the presiding officer of the House of Representatives, 
to prepare # suitable form of government for the District of Columbia, and to re- 

ort at the next session of Congress; thatsaid committee be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the recess and to employ the necessary clerical force, and that the expenses of 
said committee be paid one-half out of the contingent fund of the Senate and one- 
half out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to look at the resolution before it 
is acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects, 
and the resolution cannot be considered at this time. 

Mr. SPENCER subsequently said: The resolution which I just of- 
fered was objected to by the Senator from Vermont. He now with- 
draws his objection and is willing that the resolution shall pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The resolution was cqnsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration. I suppose the Senator from Vermont will not object 
to it. I offer the following: 

Resolved, That the Special Committee on the Mississippi Election be authorized 
to allow the clerk of said committee pay for preparing the index to the testimony 
taken by said committee for a period of time not exceeding thirty days after the 
aljournment of this session of Congress. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is the clerk to be paid? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Out of the fund appropriated for the expenses 
of the committee. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CHARLES C. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. MITCHELL. The chairman of the Committee on Claims [ Mr. 
WRIGHT] is absent. He called my attention to a case which he be- 
came satisfied before leaving was a very meritorious one. It was 
called up a few days ago and some objection was made. I have inmy 
hands a letter which I will read as a part of my remarks to show why 
the bill should be taken up now, and I think there will be no objec- 
tion to its passage. The bill has passed the House, and it was re- 
peseen favorably to the Senate by the late Senator Caperton. It has 

een considered by the chairman of our committee since that time, and 

I believe it to be a very meritorious case. I will read a letter from 
General Burbridge. The simple question of loyalty, I understand, 
was raised when the matter was up before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Who is the man? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Campbell, of Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot pass that this morning. It was not 
a question of loyalty ; it was a question of public law as to these 
mules, &c., belonging to the concern. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 429) for the relief of Charles C. Campbell, 
of Washington County, Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill has been once under consideration. It 
may be that this gentleman was entirely loyal, but the question 
which was discussed in the Senate before was that of the relation of 
the property to the salt-works—of course I cannot go into the merits— 
the salt-works having been destroyed, and the property used in con- 
nection with it wascarriedaway. This bill is to pay for that property, 
and it opens the whole question about the rights of war there, which 
has agitated us so many times. It is perfectly useless, in my opinion, 
at this late stage in the session to attempt to take up such a bill. I 
hope, therefore, that it will not be taken up, for it will not be lost ; 
it will only stand over as it now stands. We may adjourn this after- 
noon, and here are the Hawaiian treaty bill aud the constitutional 
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amendment, both of which we must act upon. If this bill is not 
taken up, I believe I shall move to take up the constitutional amend- 
ment, and let the debate go on upon that. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I hope this bill will be taken up. I will state 


that it does not come within the list of cases that have been contro- 
verted. It is simply to compensate this man for certain commissary 
stores taken by General Burbridge for the use of the Army. I desire 
to read the letter Which I was about to read a moment ago, which is 
ae to the chagrman of the Committee on Claims, and is as fol- 
ows: 


Wasttncton, D. C., July 31, 1876. 


My Dear Str: I feel it to be my duty to attempt to correct the erroneous and 
unjust impression which seemed to prevail on the part of one or two Senators in 
relation to the loyalty of Mr. Campbell. I know Mr. Campbell to have been a truly 
loyal man. I destroyed his salt-works not because he had sold salt to rebela but 
because there was danger that his salt-works might be captured by the confederate 
army and then used in the manufacture of salt for the confederate forces 


I destroyed the property of many Union men for the same reasons. Mr. Campbell 


as loyal in a locality in which loyalty implied a sacrifice of every material interest 
and social relation, and now it seems both harsh and unjust that any aspersions 
should be made against his devotion to the Union. He claims nothing for the 
property destroyed— 


I call attention to this— 


he claims nothing for the property destroyed, but only for supplies taken and 
used by the Union Army. i 

his home, which is all that ravages of the rebellion have left him, 1s advertised for 
sale, and if Congress fails to do him justice he will be without a roof to protect 
himself and family. A feeling of delicacy on his part has prevented him from 
making known to you his distressing situation, and I at the risk of being regarded 
as troublesome feel it my duty to acquaint you with his situation. 


cis now sorely afflicted with sickness in his family, and 


I have the honor to be, very truly, yours, 
5. G. BURBRIDGE. 
Hon. Gro. G. Wricut, 
United States Senate. 


I hope this bill will be taken up and disposed of. It has been 


acted upon favorably by the House and reported favorably by the 
committee of the Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that any reason why we should pass it, because 


the House acted favorably ? That is a very extraordinary argument 
in reference to it. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Itis this much ofan argument, that it isa House 


bill ; and if it is a proper bill to act > it is an argument which | 
should give it preference over a Senate 


vill. 
Mr. LOGAN. If this question is debatable I desire to say but a 


word. I have no fault to find with Mr. Campbell or anybody else, 
but I propose to object, where my objection will avail anything, to 
every claim that is presented by a gentleman for property destroyed 
by the Union Army claiming to be a loyal man or a disloyal man. Kt 
is immaterial for what he claims 





Mr. MITCHELL. This is not to pay for property destroyed. 

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is for property used. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, property used; mules, wagons, &c., as- 


sisting in making salt. I propose to object, while I am here in my 
seat, whether the claim is a proper one or not, until the Senate shall 
agree to pay the soidiers who put the rbellion down what this Gov- 
ernment owes them. I object to the consideration of this bill. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I am just as willing as the Senator from Illinois 


to vote to pay the soldiers, and I have voted with him every time the 
Senator has asked to take up the bounty bill. 


Mr. LOGAN. I know that, but that is not the point. It is not 


whether the Senator votes with me or not, but whether the Senate 
will take up the bill. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I think it isas great an outrage for the Congress 


of the United States to refuse to pay a loyal man for his private prop- 
erty taken by the Union Army and used by the Union Army in put- 
ting down the rebellion as it is to neglect to pay the soliders who 
fought to put down the rebellion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know if that is not going into 


the merits. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will confine himself to 


the question of taking upthe bill. Debate is not in order upon the 
merits. The Senator from Oregon moves the present consideration of 
the bill. 


The motion was not agreed to. 
SALE OF SALINE LANDS. 
Mr. HARVEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of the bill (H. R. No. 2260) providing for the sale of saline lands. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill and the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARVEY. The amendment recommended by the commit- 
tee 

Mr. WEST. I ask whether the bill is up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not before the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. Then we cannot have the merits of the bill discussed. 

Mr. HARVEY. I simply wish to make a statement. The amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WEST. I venture to inquire whether the Senator can discuss 
the character of the bill or the amendment before the bill is before 
the Senate ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The merits of the bill cannot now be 
discussed. 

Mr. HARVEY. Can I call forthe reading of the letter of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be read to show the ne- 
cessity of taking up the bill; but the merits cannot be considered in 
debate. 

Mr. HARVEY. I ask for the reading of the letter. 

Mr. LOGAN. How long will it take? 

Mr. HARVEY. Only a few minutes. I think there will be no ob- 
jection to the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Perhaps the Senator from Kansas 
will yield to me for a moment to call up another bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. While the letter is being sent for. 

Mr. HARVEY. Will it have the effect to displace my motion to 
take up the bill? 

The j 
paper has now come, 

Mr. KELLY. While the paper is coming 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin now 
on the floor has asked the privilege to take up some measure. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It will take but a moment to con- 
sider my bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One thing at a time, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont insists 
on one measure at atime. The letter will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 1, 1876. 


Sir: I have had the honor to receive your letter of the 28th niltimo, inclosing a 
copy of H. R. No, 2260, entitled “ An act for the sale of saline lands,” and request- 
ing from this Office * information whether it is desirable and proper that it pass.” 

ln reply, | have to state that as was set forth in a late decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, ‘the policy of the Government, since the acquisition 
of the Northwest Territory and the inauguration of our land system, to reserve 
salt springs has been uniform " Further, it has been a policy generally acted upon 
in admitting States containing public lands to make a grant to the State of such 
salt springs as might be found therein, with a limit as to number, the grant em- 
bracing also contiguous sections and waking up an aggregate area usually equal to 
two townships of public land. The“first case in which this was done is that of 
Ohio; the last that of the proposed admission of Colorado, as provided for in the 
act of Congress of March 3, 1875, (Statutesat Large, volume 18, page 476) In view 
of this policy, which may be adhered to in admitting new States, I suggest that the 
act mentioned be amended by adding at the close of the twenty-third line the fol- 
lowing words, namely: Provided, That the foregoing enactments shall not apply to 
any State or Territory which has not had a grant of salines by act of Congress, nor 
to any State which may have had such a grant until either the grant has been fally 
satistied or the right of selection thereunder has expired by efflux of time. 

With such an amendment I think it desirable and proper that the bill pass. 

Very respectfully, 


J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner. 
lion, W. R. Brown, 


House of Representat’ ves. 


Mr. HARVEY. The amendment reported by the committee is the 
same as that recommended by the Commissioner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think we ought to proceed with the Calendar of 
unobjected cases, There are a number of bills on the Calendar that 
many Senators are interested in. We ought to proceed regularly 
with the Calendar, and every Senator will then fare alike. There 
are a number of bills on the Calendar which ought to be passed ; and 
I therefore move that the bill under consideration be laid aside in 
order to proceed regularly with bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. WEST. The bill has not been taken up yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not pending. The ques- 
tion is on proceeding to the consideration of the bill named. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2260) providing for 
the sale of saline lands. It provides that whenever it shall be made 
appear to the register and the receiver of any land office of the United 
States that any lands within their district are saline in character, it 
shall be the duty of the register and receiver, under the regulations 
of the General Land Office, to take testimony in reference to such 
lands to ascertain their true character, and to report the same to the 
General Land Office; and if, upon such testimony, the Commissioner 
of the Geveral Land Office shall find that such lands are saline and 
incapable of being purchased under any of the laws of the United 
States relative to the public domain, then, and in such case, such lands 
shall be offered for sale by public auction at the local land office of 
the district in which the same shall be situated, under such regula- 
tions as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and sold to the highest bidder for cash, at a price not less than 
$1.25 per acre; and in case the lands fail to sell when so offered, the 
same shall be subject to private sale, at such land office, for cash, at a 
price not Jess than $1.25 per acre, in the same manner as other lands 
of the United States are sold. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That the foregoing enactments shall not apply to any State or Terri- 
tory which has not had a grant of salines by act of Congress, nor to any State 


which may have had such a grant, until either the grant has beon fully satistied, or 
the right of selection thereunder has expired by efflax of time. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. I move to insert the following as an additional! 
section at the end of the bill: 

Sec. 2. That all executive proclamations relating to the sales of public lands 
shall be published in only one newspaper, the same to be printed and published in 
the State or Territory where the lands are situated, to be Resignated by the Secre. 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. HARVEY. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by adding at the end of the 
amendment reported from the committee the following: 

But nothing in this act shall authorize the sale or conveyance of any title other 
than such as the United States has, and the patents issued shall be in the form of 
a release and quitclaim of all title of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Supreme Court, as I understand, have repeat- 
edly determined that a patent is nothing but a quitclaim, and that 
| it conveys merely the title of the United States; and therefore this 
amendment is unnecessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, but let me snggest to my friend that al- 
though the Supreme Court has decided something such as he says, 
not that it isa mere release but that it conveysa title, yet if the United 
States does not possess the title, and the person to whom we give the 
patent fails to get a title, he can come back on us as he would on a 
private person in the nature of a warranty. That is the point. In 
relation to these saline lands where there are pre-emption setilers, 
State claims, and things of that kind, and we want to close them out, 
it appears to me that it would be the height of folly to give a patent 
under the decison of the General Land Office to a man who bought 
at a dollar and a quarter an acre at an auction sale when the land 
was already claimed by some one else, and we should have to pay the 
man we turn out or the man we gave the patent to, one or the other. 
We should lose a great deal more money than we should make by the 
operation, and my design is to protect the United States against double 
claims. 

Mr. HARVEY, I think there is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. Y 


THE CALENDAR. * 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Calendar of unobjected cases under tie Anthony rule at the 
point where its consideration was last suspended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Let me suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
to apply the order to House bills alone. 

Mr. DAVIS. It applies to unobjected cases. Anybody who desires 
to object can 1 action upon a bill. 

Mr. CRAGIN. But it should apply only to unobjected House bills. 
There is no use in passing Senate bills now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, yes, it is; for we may have a very late session to- 
day. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is just as much use in passing such bills as any 
others. I object to any proposition of that kind. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Before the order is enforced, I should like to ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate to call up a little bill which has 
been considered before, Senate bill No. 705. 

Mr. DAVIS. We shall reach all the billsin order. I object to any- 
thing ont of order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from West Virginia will not 
insist on his objection when I make the statement which I shall make. 
This is aclaim by a postmaster in one of the small towns in my State 
for internal-revenue stamps which were lost by him under the old 
law. A bill has passed re-imbursing him for the loss of the postage- 
stamps, and the case has been carefully considered by two commit- 





tees. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not object to this particular bill, but it will be 
reached in its order if we proceed with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia object to the consideration of the bill named by the Senator 
from Nebraska? 

Mr. DAVIS. I call for the regular order. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the first case 
on the Calendar will be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that it is due to the occasion to have these 
unobjected cases wait a few minutes; and I will therefore move to 
postpone the present and all prior orders and take up the constitu- 
tional amendment. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 18, noes 10, 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

Mr. HAMLIN. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. MeRRIMON.] If he were present he would vote 
| “nay,” and I should vote “ yea.’ 
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Mr. WINDOM. On all questions in reference to this amendment I 
am paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] If he 
were present I presume he would vote “nay,” and I should vote 
“ vea.” 

‘Mr. HOWE. (After having voted in the affirmative.) On this 
question and all other political questions I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. RaANsom,] in case there is a quorum 
without my vote. I wish to withdraw my vote unless it is necessary 
to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. 

The result was announced— yeas 23, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bontwell, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christiancy. Clayton, Cragin, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, 
Hitchcock, Logan, MeMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Paddock, Sargent, Spen- 
cer, and West—23. 

NA YS—Messrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Florida, 
Kelly, Kernan, Key, McCreery, Maxey, Norwood—13. 

ABSENT—Meeasrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, 
Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McDonald, Merrimon, Oglesby, Patter- 
son, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury. Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thur- 
man, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and Wright—35. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 1) 


the pending —— being on its passage. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
on this measure, I propose to state the principles involved in it, and 
to do so with great brevity. 

There are only two principles involved in this article for the amend- 
ment of the Constitution, as passed by the House or as now amended 
by the Senate: 

I. That there shall be no establishment of religion or prohibition of 
the free exercise thereof, and that there shall be no religious test as a 
qualification to office in the several States of the Union. 

II. That the people shall not be taxed to promote the particular 
creed or tenets of any religious or anti-religious sect or denomination. 

Let me remark that it is manifest that the people call for an 
amendment covering these two principles. This is manifest from the 
fact that the Representatives of the people of every religious and 
political persuasion, coming fresh from every section of the country, 
have by a vote of 166 out of 171 (only 5 negatives) declared that to be 
the will of the people. 

Further, sir; on the passage by the House of this amendment, which 
undertook to affirm and to protect these two principles, and which the 
people and the press, and which I assume the House of Representa- 
tives thought was effective, great gratification was afforded to the 
whole country, not only because of their wish that these principles 
should be incorporated in our fundamental law, but also because 
this vexed question was to be removed from the arena of party pol- 
ities. The great unanimity of the vote in the House shows how strong 
is the conviction of the Representatives of the people that this article 
of amendment to the Constitution is within the legitimate province 
of constitutional amendments, and is also in accord with the best 
policy and the soundest interests of the nation. 

There is, sir, no room for two opinions on the two propositions that 
religion and conscience should be free, and that the people should not be 
taxed forsectarian purposes. The whole history of our country, from 
its origin to the present day, establishes and fortities these positions. 
And nothing can be clearer than that these fundamental rights should 
be secured in a constitution ordained expressly to “establish justice” 
and to “secure the blessings of liberty.’ 

Mr. President, while the two principles of religious freedom and 
exemption from taxation for sectarian purposes are plainly asserted 
in the article as it comes to us from the House, there are, unfortu- 
nately, in it defects and omissions that were it accepted without 
amendment by the States would render it nugatory and invalid. And 


tl be ified eareful scrutiny has dis- | a : ; ; cae 
the Hongo sould be gratified that » more careful scrutiny hands | Schools of the Staten, the comenities, to avoud all posible objection, 
once in the amendment of the Senate. I will point out these defects | have the effect claimed—reported a section which gives no affirma- 


I. The fifth article of the Constitution requires that Congress when | t'¥® Power to Congress, hut simply provides that— 


and their corrections. 


proposing amendments to the Constitution shall state to the po 
in what manner the amendment shall be ratified; whether by the 


Legislatures of the States or by conventions in the States ; the fifth 
article is as follows : 


The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or on the application of the Legis- 
latures of two-thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for proposing 
amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as 
part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the 
several States, or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other 
mode of ratification may be proposed by the Congress. 


This article amending the Constitution as it came from the House 


failed to propose either mode of ratifying this amendment. It did | 


not propose that it should be ratified by the Legislatures or that it 
should be ratified by conventions. Had the Legislatures ratified it, 
not being in conformity with the requirements of the Constitution, 
it would have been invalid. 








I call the attention of the Senate to the first alteration the House 
amendment makes in onr Constitution. The first amendment to the 
Constitution, enacted shortly after the adoption of the Constitution, 
provides that— 


Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibit- 
ing the free exercise thereof. 

This is an inhibition on Congress, and not on the States. The House 
article very properly cxtends the prohibition of the first amendment 
of the Constitution to the States. But the sixth article of the old 
Constitution also provides that— 


No religions test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public 
trust under the United States. 


This provision in such close harmony with the first amendment of 
the Constitution, the House article entirely omits, and it has very 
properly been inserted by the Senate and made applicable to the 
States. 

Nobody can object to the Senate amendment on account of these 
two positions contained in it. 

Thus the article as amended by the Senate prohibits the States, for 
the first time, from the establishment of religion, from prohibiting 
its free exercise, and from making any religious test a qualification 
to office. 

II. Now, as to the second division of the proposed article amending 
the Constitution relative to the use of the public money for sectarian 


| purposes, let me say that there are six different modes by which the 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, | 


people can be taxed for sectarian purposes. 

1. By appropriating money raised for school purposes to sectarian 
schools. 

2. By appropriating money from the general Treasury to sectarian 
schools. 

3. By appropriating public money to sectarian institutions other 
than schools, as theological institutions, sectarian colleges, monaster- 
ies, and nunneries. 

4. By devoting schools or other institutions established by public 
funds, when so established, to sectarian purposes. 

5. By making appropriations of public money to religious denomi- 
nations, or to promote their interests. 

6. By appropriating public money to an institution to promote in- 
fidelity or for the benefit of an anti-religious sect. 

The amendment of the Senate guards against all these abuses, 
while the article as it came from the House only prohibited the first, to 
wit, the appropriation of public money, and only public money raised 
for schools, to sectarian schools or dividing it among denominations. 

The Senate amendment only carries out the principle and cures the 
defects of the article as it came from the House, but it does so effect- 
ually. 

Why, sir, provide that money raised for schools shall not be appro- 
priated to sectarian schools and leave it lawful to appropriate to 
sectarian schools from the general Treasury ? 

Why should we prohibit appropriations to sectarian schools, and 
yet permit schools established by the public money to be made sec- 
tarian ? 

Why prohibit appropriations to sectarian schools and permit money 
to be appropriated to sectarian institutions of anothercharacter? Why 
prohibit appropriations to religious sects and permit them to be made 
to infidel sects ? 

There is no reason. And any one who could honestly and sincerely 
vote for the article as it came from the House should rejoice in the 
opportunity of voting for the Senate amendment. 

Not only does the article as it came from the House merely apply to 
the appropriation of money raised for schools to sectarian purposes, 
but it omits to give Congress any power by legislation to prevent or 
punish the violations of the article. 

The usual section conferring power on Congress by legislation to 
enforce an amendment is in these words: 

Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 


But as the committee were aware that some might argue that such 
a section would confer on Congress the power to interfere with public 


have—thongh they were satisfied that an article so phrased would not 


Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the preven- 
tion and punishment of violations of this article. 

This section takes the place of the strange provision of the article 
as it came from the House, which is in these words: 


This article shall not vest, enlarge, or diminish legislative power in Congress. 


Some have called this House article the Blaine amendment. No 
such provision was ever suggested by that distinguished man. He 
left the article to be enforced under the provisions of the original 
Constitution, which (article 1, section 9, placit 18) provides— 

That Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper to carry into execution the foregoing wers and all other powers vested by 


this Constitution in the Government of the United States or in any department or 
office thereof ; and this article is to be part of this Constitution. 


This article when adopted, by the very terms of the fifth article of 
the Constitution, becomes, in the language of the Constitution, “to 
all intents and purposes a part of the Constitution.” Now the pro- 
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vision as it comes from the House prevents the provision of the old 
Constitution which I have read from operating, for it declares that 
“nothing in this article shall be held to vest, enlarge, or diminish any 
legislative power in Congress.” So that Congress would have no more 
power over the subject after the passage of the article than it had be- 
fore it was passed, while the section introduced in the Senate amend- 
ment limits the power of the old Constitution by making a specific 
provision that Congress shall have power over this subject so far as 
to prevent and punish violations of this article. 

Mr. President, it has been said that this amendment will prevent 
religious instruction in our prisons and other institutions supported 
by the public revenne. The clause which is relied upon to maintain 
that position is this: 

And no such particular creed or tenets— 

That is, no particular creed or tenets— 
of any religious or anti-religious sect or denomination shall be read or taught in 
any school or institution supported in whole or in part by such— 

That is public— 
revenue, 


Sir, does that prohibit religious instruction in prisons? Does it 
prevent religious instruction anywhere? If the visit to those who 
are sick and in prison is for the purpose of reading to them or of 
teaching them the particular creed or tenets of a religious or anti-re- 
ligious sect or denomination, this article does interfere with it, and 
is designed to. Institutions supported by the money of all persua- 
sions, even though they be prisons, are not to be made schools for 
teaching presbyterianism, or catholicism, unitarianism, or method- 
ism, or infidelity, or atheism, and this article says so. But this arti- 
cle goes no further. There is nothing in it that prohibits religion as 
distinguished from the particular creed or tenets of religious and anti- 
religious sects and denominations being taught anywhere. 

That pure and undefiled religion which appertains to the relation- 
ship and responsibility of man to God, and is readily distinguishable 
from the creeds of sects; that religion which permeates all our laws, 
which is recognized in every sentence against crime and immorality, 
which is invoked in every oath, which is reverentially deferred to every 
morning at that desk and on like occasions at the capitol of every 
State of the Union; that religion which is recognized by our Presi- 
dents and governors every yearin the thanksgivings of the people, to 
which one-seventh part of the century which has just closed has been 
devoted ; that religion which is our history, which is our unwritten 
as well as our written law, and which sustains the pillars of our lib- 
erty, isa very, very different thing from the particular creeds or tenets of 
either religionists or infidels. And this article places no unhallowed 
touch upon that religion. While we punish the violations of the 
oath or other moral obligation, it would be monstrous by affirmative 
legislation to restrict religious instruction. On this subject let me 
briefly quote from Story and Webster and Washington. Story says: 

It is impossible for those who believe in the truth of Christianity as a divine 
revelation to donbt that it is the especial duty of government to foster and encour- 
age it among all the citizens and subjects. This is a point wholly distinct from that 
of the right of private judgment in matters of religion and of the freedom of public 
worship according to the dictates of one's conscience. 

Webster says: 

If we work upon marble, it will perish ; if we work upon brass, time will efface 
it; if we rear temples, they will crumble to the dust. But if we work on men's im- 
mortal minds; if we imbue them with high principles, with the just fear of God 


and of their fellow-men, we engrave on those tablets something which no time can 
efface, but which will brighten and brighten to all eternity. 


Washington, in his Farewell Address, says: 


Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to prosperity, religion and moral- 
ity are indispensable supports. In vain would that man claim the tribute of pa- 
triotism who should labor to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these 
purest props of the duties of men and citizens. The mere politician equally with 
the pious man ought to respect and cherish them. A volume could not trace all 
their connections with private and public felicity. Let it simp] asked where 
is the seourity for property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obliga- 
tion desert the oaths, which are the instruments of investigation in courts of jus- 
tice? And let us with caution indulge the supposition that morality can be main- 
tained without religion. Whatever may be conceded to the influence of refined ed- 
ucation on minds of peculiar structare, reason and experience both forbid us to 
expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principle. 


Again, some one has said that he thought the Bible was a religious 
book. That remark arises, sir, from the provision in the article of 
amendment that sectarian creeds are to be excluded, but that this pro- 
vision shall not be construed to excludé the Bible. Let me say that 
the saving clause in favor of the Bible is just, because it is a relig- 
ious and not a sectarian book. 

I have a few words more to say. There is one provision in the 
article to which I have not called attention. If the amendment to 
the Constitution is to answer any purpose, it is to exclude sectarian 
teaching from public schools, and this article says so. That expres- 
sion might be perverted to effect the exclusion of the Bible, and the 
provision that it shall not be so construed was necessary to exclude 
that conclusion, so as to leave the Bible in its relations to the public 
schools and institution where it stands now. 

It says that, while Shakespeare and Homer, Junius and Juvenal are 
not to be excluded, the Bible shall not, by reason of this article, be 
excluded. The Constitution of this country will never treat that 
book with disrespect. No party will ever have it tabooed. Who 
wants this article to exclude the Bible? 
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Not the Catholics. It is the rule of their faith and practice and they 
want more, not less, religious instructions. They were the first in this 
country when establishing the government of Maryland to provide 
in her fundamental law for religious freedom. The Protestants do 
not want it excluded, because it is their rule of faith. The Israel- 
ite does not want it excluded, because it is the guide to his conscience. 
The atheist does not want it excluded, for he recognizes no superior; 
he is a law unto himself. It is a matter of indifference to him whether 
the Bible or Dabold’s Arithmetic or Hale’s History of the United 
States is used in the school, so far as his conscience is concerned. 

But then we are told that there are different translations of the 
Bible. True, and yet there is but one Bible; that is the revelation 
from on High. There are various translations, and the excellence of 
this article is that it prevents the exclusion of any. Nothing in this 
article shall be construed to exclude either the Douay or the King 
James version. Iam for the broadest toleration, but I would never 
agree to a constitutional amendment that would exclude from the 
schools the Bible. The Constitution should neither say that it should 
or should not be read inthe schools. To attempt either would be to 
mingle politics with religion, which all would deprecate. Make 
the Bible a political ensign, and a party spirit such as clustered 
around the white and red rose mosil be aroused, in which perhaps 
there would be no more piety than there was in the spirit that ani- 
mated Richard the Lion-hearted and his followers when they rallied 
around the cross, or Saladin and his Mohammedan hordes when they 
fought for the crescent. 

Into such a conflict, having forsworn all idolatry, even though the 
Bible be on the shrine, I will notenter. “ Put up thy sword, my king- 
dom is not of this world,” is the injunction of our religion. But this 
article of the Constitution must not exclude it unless we come to the 
conclusion that the narrative of the creation, that the maxims of Sol- 
omon, that the logic of Paul, and those truths that have lighted up 
the future to unnumbered generations, are injurious to public morals ! 

Mr. President, where shall we go for public morals? If you must 
exclude the Bible you must banish all our literature or expurgate it, 
for it would be the height of folly to say that it is lawful to drink 
from the conduits which human hands had made, but not from the 

ure fountain. Where shall we go? Tothe Koran? To Confucius? 

'o the Morman book of their lord? To the vain philosophy of the 
ancients? To ees fables? No, sir; the people of this 
country want that book let alone. The Constitution must not touch 
it. It is to be forced upon no one and the Constitution is to make it 
unlawful to read it nowhere. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I may not be in my seat when the 
vote shall be taken on this question. I wish to announce now, as I 
would if I were in my seat, that Iam paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Lazensxon.) I would vote for the amendment, 
and he would vote against it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. wish to give notice that the moment the 
Hawaiian treaty bill is disposed of I shall ask the Senate to take up 
this matter again and stick to it until it is completed, without the 
intervention of any other thing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is before 
the Senate, being the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a con- 
vention between the United States of America and His Majesty the 
King of the Hawaiian Islands, signedjon the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Mr. LOGAN. I rise to call up the conference report which was 
objected to by the Senator from Kansas on Saturday. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that there will be debate on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be taken up subject to a call 
for the regular order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand the conference repost to be a privileged 
question. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not to set aside unfinished business. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not to set aside unfinished business, but I think 
Senators might at least allow the conference report to be taken up. 

Mr. SARGENT. I assure the Senator that I have every desire to 
submit to the disposition of the Senate. I have been the victim df 
circumstances for a day or two, it must be confessed, and I really beg 
Senators to allow me to get off my hends the matter which has vexed 
the Senate now for the last two or three days. If this report would 
not lead to extended debate so as to interfere with the unfinished 
business, I should not object to it. It now appears that I have been 
troubling the Senate two or three days with the Hawaiian treaty bill, 
when in fact a large amount of other business has been transacted 
and political speeches injected. If the report is going to lead to 
lengthy debate, as I am wotified it will, 1 must insist on the regular 
order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not know what Senators notified the Senator 
that it would lead to debate. I do not know who wishes to debate it. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, let him make his speech. It will not be 
long. 

Mr. SARGENT. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I desire to say before the regular order 
is taken up, and I say it without criticism of the action of any Sen- 


Pa a al a 





be A Ty nd 


ee al oe 


1876. 


ator, that it is astounding to me that there has not been a proposi- 
tion to take up a bill for the purpose of giving either pension or 
bounty, or now to give wooden-legged soldiers some kind of appa- 
ratus by which they may be aided, but what it is thrown aside by 
everything else; I should like to know why it is. There has not been 
a conference report offered in this Senate all this session by any Sen- 
ator that has been laid aside except this one that I offered on Satur- 
day. If there is any explanation of this, I should like to know what 
itis. If anything that pertains to a soldier in this country has be- 
come so obnoxious to the Senate that a little conference report on 
that subject has to be laid aside when every other conference report 
in the Senate has been considered at this session, I desire to let that 
be known. I only want to know why it is that nothing can come for- 
ward here that has any reference to matters of this hind but it must 
be laid aside. 

As far as the Hawaiian treaty is concerned, it is up and will be 
actedon. My judgment is that the Senator will get his action just as 
soon by letting this conference report be sed to now as he will by 
postponing it. That is my judgment, and I think the future will de- 
velop that fact. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from California will yield to 
this report, and then I will mutually join him to determine the other 
matter. It will only take two or three minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it would only take two or three minutes I would 
not object; but Iam notified it will lead to debate. I ask the-Sen- 
ator from Kansas if I am correct ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the Senator from Missouri is mistaken in his 
premises. It will lead to a lengthy debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I cannot see why it should. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is my information. I merely state that to 
show that I am not unreasonable. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Senator from California has peculiar 
claims on the Senate, although he does not urge them himself. He 
has been for the last six weeks engaged entirely in conference com- 
mittees, and has been unable to assert the business which is particu- 
larly in his charge. 1 think, therefore, we ought to have what we 
Quakers call a very great tenderness toward him. There are several 
bills that must be disposed of before we adjourn; but if we make up 
our minds te sit here until we finish them, we shall get through by 
midnight to-night probably. We must dispose + the Hawaiian 
treaty bill; we must dispose of the constitutional amendment; and 
our constituents ought to send us back if we do not pass some bill 
for counting the electoral vote. There is also some executive busi- 
ness that we must dispose of, or we shall be called back again. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say in answer to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that. there is always some great business to be disposed of 
when I attempt to call up any bill of this character. That has been 
universally said, not only by the Senator from Rhode Island but by 
other Senators. .I have been on three conference committees myself 
that have taken up a good deal of my time and I have worked as 
hard as any body else, but not so extensively as the Senator from 
California on appropriation bills. I have been on four conference 
committees, some connected with appropriation bills, such as the In- 
dian bill, the Army bill, the West Point bill. These and other con- 
ferences that I have been on have taken up my time. It will take 
but a moment to have this conference report disposed of, and it is the 
only report that has been objected to this session. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am willing to test the question. I am willing 
to yield for five minutes, which is five times the length the Senator 
says it will take. Is not that fair? But if a Senator rises and pro- 
ceeds with a speech and states that he wishes to speak at length, of 
course that cannot be done in five minutes. 

Mr. LOGAN. I donot think anybody will want to speak at any 
great length on the question whether you shall allow one-legged soil- 
diers wooden legs or not. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am in favor of the wooden leg to the soldier; 
but I also want the business in my charge disposed of. 


MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE. 


- A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (8. Ne. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site 
for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; and 
A bill (8. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of 
the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer; in which it 
nested the concurrence of the Senate. 
he message further announced that the House had passed the res- 
olution of the Senate authorizing the Committee on Enrolled Bills of 
the House to correct an error in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1594) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for 
other purposes. 
The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: * 
A bill (H.R. No, 515) for the relief of Floyd C. Babcock ; and 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieu- 
tenant Joseph F. Irons, Jate of the First United States Artillery. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion suspending the sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules for the re- 
mainder of the session. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say that we have no sixteenth and sev- 
enteenth joint rules to suspend. 


THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. 

—— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is before the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned on 
Satarday night I was endeavoring to demonstrate that the acquisi- 
tion of the Hawaiian Islands was not necessary to the military de- 
fense of the United States. 

Having said as much as I desire to say upon that head, I come now 
to consider the second point, which is whether we shall ever acquire 
the Hawaiian Islands under this treaty. There is no express provis- 
ion in the treaty for their acquisition. We will have no more rights 
in those islands than any other nation, except that we will have occu- 
pation of certain ports for the term of seven years, if this treaty should 
go into effect. Thereis an inhibition upon the King of those islands 
to lease any port in them, but there is no inhibition upon him to sell 
them, and the possession of them therefore can pass beyond the reach 
of the United States at any time when the King sees fit to sell them. 
But, sir, that is not the strong reason why I think we shall never ac- 
quire those islands. The advocates of this bill and of this treaty place 
the prospect of their acquisition upon the gronnd that depopulation 
is going on in the Islands, and they cite us to the statistics to show us 
that that depopulation has been continued at the rate of 2 per cent. 
per annum, until the rape now is abont forty thousand natives. 
At the time those islands were discovered by Captain Cook, near a 
century ago, the population, according to his estimate, was about four 
hundred thousand, and that number has decreased to 10 per cent. 
Upon that fact is built the theory that this decrease will continue 
until the population will not be enongh to snstain a government, and 
that they will naturally fall into the lap of the United States, because 
their inclination is toward this Government. 

I desire to ask the Senator from California and the Senator from 
Oregon if they have considered this proposition in the light of mathe- 
matics. We are to acquire these islands by the depletion of the popu- 
lation. There is no other theory upon which a hope is based that we 
shall ever be able to acquire them. Now I desire to know whether 
they have considered how long, in the first place, it will take that 
population to die out at the rate of decrease that has been going on 
according to the census reports. If my friends will take the trouble 
to make the calculation, they will find that before the 40,000 native 
population now upon the islands shall be reduced down to 30,000, 
more than 14 years will have elapsed. That is calenlating at a de- 
crease of 2 per cent. per annum, whereas the actual decrease is about 
1,44; per cent. But allowing 2 per cent. decrease, the native popula- 
tion upon the islands will not reach 30,000 within the period of four- 
teen years, which is doubMthe time of the continuance of this treaty. 

Now, then, if you will continue your calculations from 30,000 
down, supposing there is no increase of foreign population mean- 
time, you will find that more than fifty years must elapse before the 
population will be brought down to a number that will not be self- 
sustaining, and before you reach a point of depopulation at which 
there can be reasonably putentalaad a hope by the American peo- 
ple that they can acquire these islands either by annexation or by 
the voluntary gift of the inhabitants. This fact is worthy of the 
consideration of the American people. We are endeavoring to acquire 
these islands for strategic purposes, not for agriculture, not for com- 
merce, except as they are a resting-point in the Pacific Ocean; and 
yet, according to this calculation we must wait and linger for fifty 
years before we can get them. 

But, Mr. President, the next question in order is, will those islands 
be depopulated ? Will this decrease go on? Will the native popu- 
lation of the islands die out? Upon that point it may be interesting 
to the Senate and to the conntry to consider the fact that the diseases 
which have produced the depopulation of the islands are diminish- 
ing. The sanitary system that has been adopted on the islands has 
decreased these diseases until we are told now that the native pop- 
ulation is diminishing very slowly. 

But that is not all. That population will not diminish, because 
there is an element being introduced into the islands that is arrest- 
ing the debility that seems to pertain to the constitutions of the native 
inbabitante, The Chinese are taking possession of the Hawaiian 
Islands; they are rapidly increasing, and we know that there is not 
a more prolific race and probably a more healthy race, considering 
their sanitary system, on the face of the globe. The immense popu- 
lation of their kingdom shows that they are a prolific and a healthy 
people. Upon this point I beg to call the attention of the Senate to 
an authority that has been quoted on this floor, that has been used 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and which commands con- 
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sideration and very high respect from the intelligence of the author 
and from the opportunities which he had a his observations, 
because he visited all these Islands. On the question of whether 
there will be a depopulation, let us hear what Mr. Nordhboff says in his 
work on Northern California, Oregon and the Sandwich Islands, on 
page 74: 

Of the foreigners the Chinese are the most nutaerous, outaumbering all the other 
foreign nationalities together except the Americans Chinese have been brought 
over here as cooly laborers on the plantations. They readily intermarry with the 
native women and these unions are usually fruitful of healthy and bright children. 
It is said that the Chinese insist upon taking better care of their children than the 
native women, uninstracted, usually give them, and that therefore the Chinese half- 
caste families are more thrifty than Chose of the pure-blooded Hawaiians. 





So we see that there is being introduced into these islands a for- 
eign element, a prolific, industrious, healthy race, and that by the in- 
termarriage of that race with the natives of these islands there is be- 
ing produced, in the language of Mr. Nordhoff, “a fruitful and 
healthy progeny.” - 

Now, sir, is it probable that, with an increase of the Chinese popu- 
lation in those islands, there will be a decrease of the native popula- 
tion from this time forth? It is impossible, becanse all authorities 
concur in the statement that there is not a healthier climate on the 
face of the globe than that of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Bat, again, on page 76 Mr. Nordhoff says: 


In fact, they have died ont pretty fast, though there is reason to believe that the 
mortality rate has largely decreased in the last three years— 


I invite the attention of my friend from Oregon to this statement— 
and careful observers believe even that in the last year there has been an actual 
increase rather than a decrease in the native and half-caste population. 

He then gives the following statistics: 

In 1832 the islands had a population of 130,315 souls; in 1836 there were but 
108.579; in 1840, only 84,165, of whom 1,962 were foreigners ; ip 1250, 69,800, of whom 
3,216 were foreigners; and in 1860, 62,959, of whom 4,194 were foreigners. The na- 
tive population bas decreased over 60 per cent. in forty years. 

That is a decrease, as I stated a while ago, of less than 2 per cent. 
per annum. 

In the same period the foreigners have increased very slowly, until there are 
= > all 5,366 foreigners and persons born here, but of forcign parentage, on the 
islands 

This authority shows two facts. The first is, that there is no de- 
crease going on in the native population on those islands, but that in 
the last year there has been an actual increase, But the other fact 
is much more significant, and it is, that the Chinese and American 
population on the islands is increasing. You will observe from the 
authority [ quoted that in 1840 there were only 1,962 foreigners: in 
1850 there were 3,216; in 1860, 4,194; and in 1874, when this book was 
written, there were over five thousand foreigners on the islands. 

But now, Mr. President, under what circumstances has this increase 
in population taken place? Under what disadvantages has it oc- 
ocurred f With the exception of the salubrity of the climate and the 
fertility of the soil, there has not been a single advantage in favor of 
the increase of population. Labor is scarce and is unskilled. The 
rate of interest on money used for the production of rice and sugar 
is 12 per cent. per annum, and under all these disadvantages the pop- 
ulation has increased, and increased for agricultural purposes. 

As to the agricultural diffienities under which these islands have 


been laboring for some time, I read from page 59 of Mr. Nordhoff’s 
book : 


But I am persuaded that, as there are planters now who are prosperous and con- 
tented and who make handsome returns even with the sugar duty against them, so, 
if that were removed, there would be planters who would continne their regular 
and slow march toward bankruptcy, and for whom the remitted duty would be but 
a temporary respite, while it would deprive them of a cheap and easy way to ac- 
count for their failure. Wherever on the islands I found a planter living on his 
own plantation, managing it himself, and out of debt, I found him making money, 
even with low prices for his sugar and even if the plantation itself was not favor- 
ably placed ; not only this, but 1 found plantations yielding steady and sufficient 
age under judicious management which in previous hands became bank: 

Sut, on the other hand, where I found a plantation heavily encumbered with debt 
and managed by a superintendent, the owner living elsewhere, I heard usually. 
though net always, complaints of hard times. If a sugar planter has his 
and machtmery heavily mortgaged at 10 or 12 per cent. interest; if he must, more- 
over, borrow money on his crop in the field to enable him to turn that into sugar ; 
if then he sends the product to an agent in Honolulu, who ch him 5 per cent. 
for shipping it to San Francisco ; and if in San Francisco enetber agent cha’ 
him 5 per cent. more on the gross retarns, inclading freight and duty, for selling 
it; if, besides all this, the planter buys his supplies on credit, and is charged 1 per 
cent. a month on these, compounded every three months until it is paid, and pays 
almost as mach freight on the sugar from the plantation to Honolulu as from there 
to its tinal market— it is highly probable that be will, in course of time, fail. 

There are not a enterprises in the world which would bear such 
charges and leave a profit te the manager. But it is on this system that the plant- 
ing of sugar has been, to a large extent, carried on for years in the islands. Under 
it a good deal of money has been made, but not by the planters. 


Thus we see that the cultivation of sugar upon the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands is subject to the following embarrassments : First, a scarcity of 
labor; second, a high rate of interest; third, a high rate of freight 
to get their sugar; and, fourth, an exorbitant commission. The 
planter pays 5 per cent. to his home agent and 5 per cent. to his for- 
eign agent in the market where his produce is to be sold. Then if 
they buy upon a credit, they pay at the rate of 12 per cent. per annum, 
and the interest at the end of three months is compounded inst 
them; so that the production of sugar in those islands is weighed 
down by difficulties that do not exist in any other agricuitural dis- 
trict of which I have ever read, and I invite the Senators from Ore- 
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gon and California to cite a parallel. And yet, sir, with all these dif- 
ficulties, as I have said, not only is the foreign population of the is]- 
ands increasing, not only is the depopulation of the half-castes and 
natives diminishing, but the cultivation of sugar under all these em- 
barrassments is profitable. 

Mr. President, if under all theseembarrassments the sugar-planters 
of the Hawaiian Islands can produce sugar with profit, what will be 
the case under the stimulus that will be given to that production by 
the passage of this bill? I have said that they are making a profit, 
and I propose upon that point to give the statistics : 

Tn 1860 they exported 1,444,271 pounds of sugar; in 1°64, 10,414,441 pounds; in 
1868, 18,312,926 pounds; and in 1871, 21,760,” 3 pounds of sugar. 

And in 1875, without going thr: agh the other years, they exported 
25,082,182 pounds. So the export of sugar from those islands within 
twenty-five years has increased about 2,000 per cent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is mistaken in that. I see it stated 
in the majority report of the House committee, which is, according 
to my understanding of the other figures and the whole information, 
that the Pacific States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875, im- 
ported 17,388,000 pounds. 

Mr. NORWOOD. That is correct, but the Senator has misappre- 
hended my point. I am not speaking of what they exported to the 
United States; I am speaking of their total exports. 

Now, Mr. President, I pnt the question to the Senate, if that be so, 
what will be the increase of the production in these islands under the 
hot-bed process that this treaty bill will apply? Considering what 
they have accomplished withont the advantages which will accrue 
after this bill has passed, what limit can be placed to the production 
of these islands? There is but one limit, and that is the area of the 
islands. Within the seven years that this treaty will exist, with the 
thrift of our people, with their mechanical arts, with their superior 
husbandry, with their enlarged industries, with a low rate of inter- 
est, I say that the limit of the production of sugar and rice upon the 
islands will only he found in the extent of territory upon which they 
can be cultivated. 

It is a noticeable fact that when this bill was under consideration 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations the minister who represents 
that foreign government at Washington was before the committee, 
and the main question that agitated the minds of the committee at 
that time was as to the capacity of those islands to produce sugar 
and rice. Upon that question there was no definite information, and 
the honorable minister who had lived in Honolulu for a quarter of a 
century, as he stated, was called upon not only by those who were 
representing the opposite side before the committee but by members 
of the committee to give information as to the quantity of land on 
the islands that could be made available for the production of rice 
and sugar, and the noticeable fact that I have made reference to is 
that that minister was unable to come within 100,000 or even 200,000 
of the correct number of acres. He knew nothing upon the subject 
whatever. He was simply aknow-nothing. They could get nothing 
out of him except that it would be a great advantage to the United 
States that annexation should take place. And right here I would 
remark in passing that it is the most singular fact connected with 
any treaty that I have ever heard of, that the king of the country 
who is seeking to negotiate the treaty should have a minister at the 
seat of the foreign government urging the passage of a bill to carry 
the treaty into effect upon the ground that the ultimate result would 
be to destroy the kingdom which he represents. 

It requires great credulity to come to the conclusion that King 
Kalakaua and his minister plenipotentiary—and, I might say, in some 
respects “extraordinary”—entertain the idea that the result of this 
treaty will be the destruction of his kingdom. On the contrary, they 
desire the enactment of this law and the enforcement of this treaty 
for their pecuniary advantage, and they will reap all the benefits and 
the United States will be the loser. 

Upon this point I desire to read from the Commercial Relations of 
the United States and Foreign Nations, page 707, to show what these 

ople desire and are working for. The report that I now read from 
is authentic and official. 

What we lack are not land and quality of soil, but population and a free market 
to encourage immigration and ules. 

Do they expect that their islands will be so far ee that 
they will naturally fall into the hands of the United States? Are 
they looking to that result? What they want is population and a 
free market. They do not lack land; they do not lack fertility of 
soil, but they do lack population and a free market, and the United 
States Government, with a liberality apemapertan in the history of 
any Government, now proposes to give them exactly what they 
want. 

Mr. President, is it a reasonable hope on the part of the American 
people that when the population of these islands shall increase and 
they become wealthy and proud they will then propose to annex them- 
selves to the United States or that they will be willing to surrender 
their government ® Does anybody suppose that King Kalakaua after 
awhile wilt be wandering on those bald mountains, monarch of all he 
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surveys, Withont a subject and offering his crown and scepter to any- 
one that will accept it? No, sir; King Kalakaua has far more king- 
craft than the United States Government. He sees what his necessi- 
ties are and he sees exactly what are the appliances to be bronglit to 
bear in order to meet them. And with a free market for his sugar 


and rice, with the abundance of land which he has to cultivate, with | 


the fertility of that soil, he knows that population will flow in upon 
him and that it will not be long before the depopulation will be 
checked and the increase of population will be vast. 

But is there any likelihood that he would ever propose to be an- 
nexed to thé United States? On that subject let me refer again to 
Mr. Nordhoff. Mr. Nordhoff considers the question as to whether 
there is any probability of this king surrendering his scepter; and as 
to whether even his subjects will ever consent that it shall be done. 
He says there is no desire on the part of the inhabitants to be an- 
nexed to the United States; even the half-caste population and the 
Chinese in their poverty and squalor are unwilling to be annexed to 
the United States. But when we shall give them the means to have 
wealth, and an annual tribute of from half a million to a million and 
a half of dollars in duties, which they would otherwise pay, we will 
defeat the purpose we have in view, and make it, by our own act, ut- 
terly impossible that we shall acquire these islands except by force 
of arms. 

Now I call attention to the fact that the estimated area of sugar- 
cane lands on these islands is 100,000 acres. There are thirty-two 
sugar plantations now under cultivation. Those thirty-two planta- 
tions embrace less than ten thousand acres. I make a liberal estimate; 
and those plantations produce now about twenty-five million pounds 
of sugar, to say nothing of the molasses. The Commercial Relations, 
which I hold in my hand, says: 


This group is capable of sustaining a population of at least half a million souls, 
and of producing for export a hundred million pounds of sugar, and fifty million 
poands of rice ; an equal amount of manila and ramie-hem p, and other products. 


The product of an acre in those islands, we are told by several 
authorities, on the average is two and one-half tons of sugar; that 
six tons of sugar can be raised, and in one instance upon seven acres 
of land fifty tons of sugar were raised. In this country an average 
crop of sugar per acre is one ton. 

Mr. WEST. That is a very liberal average. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I putiéin order to show that upon these islands 
they can produce two and a half times as much as we can on an 
average yield, and that when they bring their 100,000 acres of land 
into cultivation they will produce 400,000,000 tons of sugar. 

The next peepee is, suppose that we acquire these islands, what 
will they cost the United States? I have shown that even if the pop- 
ulation were so diminished that we can have the hope of acquiring 
the islands, it will take fifty years. At the beginning of this treaty 
we will surrender a half million of duties annually on rice and sugar, 
and it is but reasonable to assume that the increased production and 
consequent increased importation into the United States will soon 
swell our loss to between one and two millions annually. So that 
at the end of fifty years the cost to the Government of the United 
States would be between fifty and a hundred millions of dollars. Put- 
ting it at $1,000,000 a year, it is $50,000,000; putting it at $2,000,000 
a year, Which would be a reasonable allowance upou the production 
of these islands, we should pay $100,000,000, 

Mr. DAVIS. While the Senator is on that point I should like to 
have him state what amount of revenue he thinks would be lost by 
the treaty. I did not hear the Senator's statement. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will repeat, although I have stated it and so 
has the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. WEsT. 

Mr. DAVIS. I heard the statement of the Senator from Louisiana, 
and I want to see whether the two statements agree. 


Mr. NORWOOD. The amount of revenue that is derived by the | 


imports of the Hawaiian Islands is about half a million dollars. Am 
I correct? 
Mr. WEST. Yes, sir. 


Mr. NORWOOD. And the amount of trade, I will state, as I am now | 


} assing on that subject, that the United States Government has with 
those islands upon which we make a profit, I mean the gross trade, 


is about $300,000, so that we are now paying five-eighths-of the | 


amount of trade that we have for the privilege of this treaty. 
.Mr. WEST. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. NORWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. WEST. I wish the Senator to allow me to contribute somewhat 
to the reply which the Senator from West Virginia desired in regard 
to the commerce that is to accrue to this country if this treaty is rati- 
fied. I read from an official presentation of this case as made by the 


couunissioners of the Sandwich Islands as an inducement for the rati- 
fication of this treaty : 


The total value of articles imported inte the Hawaiian Islands, included in the 


treaty of 1866, which are proposed to be admitted into the Hawaiian ports free of 


duty. amounted to $1,003, 424.26, of which $483,711.76 came from the United States, | 


and $519,713.10 came from other countries ; but under such a treaty— 
Meaning the treaty under consideration— 


with its advantages favoring American productions, most, if not all, would come 
from the United States. 


In other words, that we may expect to get most, if not all, of a trade 
of $900,000 rds, y expe g , 


Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, when I was interrupted by my 
| friend from West Virginia I was showing that we are endangering 
the interest of a helpless people. There are about a half million of 
colored people in the State of Georgia, and yet their aggregate wealth 

| is only about $7,000,000. ? 

But, Mr. President, suppose we should acquire the islands, what 
will they be when we get them? Upon this head the inconsistency 
of the Senator from California strikes me as remarkable. He made 
a long and able argument here not long ago to satisfy the American 
people that the importation of the cooly labor upon the Pacific coast 
and the immigration of Chinese should be stopped. The Americans 
on the Pacific slope are driving the Chinese away. But where do we 
find them when they leave California? Have they gone back to 
Chinat No, sir. They have lodged just where we should naturally 
expect them to drift—upon the Hawaiian Islands—and lodged there 
because the production of sugar and the production of rice have in- 
vited them. 

Now, suppose that the treaty be carried into effect, and suppose— 
which I never believe will ocenr—that we'shall acquire these islands, 
what do we get? Do we get American population? Do we get the 
thrifty and hardy sons of New England, or of the South, or the West? 
On the contrary, we shall acquire the native population of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and the cooly population that would be introduced 
there as laborers, and the half-breeds that will be produced by the 
intermarriage of these two classes of people; and who will be the 
capitalists, the people who will be the masters of the islands? They 
will be Americans, it is true; but their proportion to the laboring 
oa on those islands will not be as 1 to 50. The capital will 

ve carried there by them, the profits will be reaped by them, and all 
the interests upon those islands will be owned by them; but the peo- 
ple will be but a cooly colony. 
The honorable Senator from California is very eager in his endeav- 
ors to have this bill pass; but his endeavors are tending to the con- 
summation of a result which I dare say he does not desire. He docs 
not want even by immigration any more Chinese in the United States. 

| He certainly would not advocate the admission of a cooly colony as 
one of the United States; and yet we can acquire no benefits from 
it further than we have now in our commercial relations or had under 
the treaty existing before this treaty was negotiated, unless we do 
annex them to our Government. 

Mr. President, I have shown that the Government of the United 
States in an economical point of view wonld not be benefited by the 
passage of this bill. I have shown, I think, that the acquisition of 
these islands is of no very great importance to our Government in a 
military point of view. The Government of the Uniied States, there- 
fore, I say is in no sense interested in this treaty. The people of the 
United States will not be benefited by it. On the contrary we are 
paying out a vast amount of revenue in grasping after a shadow. 

But, sir, there are some who will be benefited by the passage of 
this bill, but the number is very small. They are a few capitalists 
who reside in Boston and New York and San Francisco. The class 
in Eoston and "Yew York are those who own the sugar plantations 
apon the islands. I have the statistics here which I will quote. 
There are upon the islands in operation now thirty-two sugar planta- 
tions, and of that number twenty-five are owned by American citi- 
zens. There are in San Francisco a few sugar refiners who are in- 
stigating this treaty for their own advantage. 

With the duty off, they can make a profit upon their sugars that 
cannot be thought of by the producers of sugar in the United States, 
and they can finally run the sugars that are produced in Louisiana 
and other points in the United States out of the market. This will 
appear by a very easy calculation. It is said by our friends that the 
sugar will never pass beyond the Pacific coast; that it will never 
reach the Atlantic coast. This is a mistake. At the present time 
sugar, molasses, and rice are imported from the Hawaiian Islands 
into the Atlantic ports. In one notable instance a small shipment 

| of molasses camearonnd the Cape, went to New York, thence to New 
Orleans, and was sold at a profit. Oversixty-seven thonsand pounds 
of rice within a short time were imported from those islands into the 
Atlantic ports. 

I mention these facts simply to show that the assumption that the 
rice and sugar from the Hawaiian Islands will never interfere with 
the rice and sugar produced on the Atlantic Coast is entirely without 
foundation. With a duty of two and one-half cents on rice and an 
average duty of about three cents upon sugar and of five cents a gal- 
lon upon molasses, those articles have already been imported and 
sold at a profit in our Atlantic ports. 

The sngar and rice planters in Hawaii and the refiners in Califor- 

nia will be benefited by this treaty. There are no other persons who 
| are interested in it. Are the people of California interested in this 
bill? If you will except the sugar refiners, they are not. And why 
| doIsayso? The cost of transporting sugar from the Atlant*c States 
and California is about equal to the duty upon sugar imported into 
the United States, so that when the producer of sugar comes from 
Honolulu with his cargo to San Francisco and puts it upon the mar- 
ket for sale the only competition he will have will be the sugars that 
have been introduced from other countries subject to duty or sugars 
that may be shipped from the Atlantic coast over the continent with 
| the freight added, so that he will be enabled to command his own 
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price, which cannot be affected except by the price of other sugars 
with the duty or the freight added. 

A word as to who will be injured by carrying this treaty into effect; 
and this is the saddest part of this question. There isa class of peo- 
ple who will be injured by it, and that class I in part represent. The 
Senator from California hoped that this question would not be con- 
sidered in a sectional light. I do not propose to treat it in a sectional 
light at all; but I do propose to say a few words in reference toa 
class of people who live mainly in but one section of this country. 
which class of people are more interested in the defeat of this bill and 
the non-fulfillment of this treaty than all the United States besides, 
because upon the duty that now is imposed upon sugar and rice their 
livelihood depends. The production of rice in the South has gone on 
increasing, until its production from 1865 to 1875 has increased, in 
round numbers, from 11,000,000 pounds to 82,000,000 pounds? Why 
has that increase taken place? Simply because two and a half cents 
a pound duty was imposed upon rice, and but for that there is not a 
single rice plantation in the whole of the South that would not have 
been abandoned at the close of the war. Rice-planters have been 
here before the Committee on Foreign Relations, and on a former oc- 
casion before the Committee on Finance, and they have shown that 
their profits lie within the duty that is imposed on rice. The price 
of rice from eleven and a half cents in 1865 has fallen to five and a 
half cents. Take two and a half cents from five and a half cents and 
you reduce the price of rice below the cost of production. It cannot 

»e produced at three cents a pound. 

I hold in my hand a memorial that was laid before the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. It is signed by delegations from South Caro- 
lina, Georgia, and Louisiana, and sets forth the merits of this ques- 
tion. Lcall attention to these facts, that dependent upon the produc- 
tion of rice and sugar in South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana, 
there are over two hundred and fifty thousand people, and of that 
number the whites are so small a proportion that they are not worth 
considering in the estimate. There is invested in the State of Loui- 
siana a total of $50,000,000 employed in producing sugar and rice. If 
this treaty is carried into effect, to put the question in the simplest 
form to prevent all exaggeration, the interest of these people will be 
hazarded by the Government of the United States. I go further and 
say that we are not only periling the interests of those people, but I 
have shown you that the stimulus of those products in these islands 
will be such that mn peeraete will be brought in competition with 
the sugar and rice produced in the United States, and will finally 
bear down the prices of those products until they will go below the 
cost of production; and when that occurs the cultivation of sugar 
and rice in the United States must be abandoned. My honorable 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] smiles at the idea of the pro- 
duction of rice and sugar in this country ever being abandoned. 

Mr. EATON. No; but that it should be abandoned owing to the 
production in the Sandwich Islands. 

Mr.NORWOOD. If my honorable friend had done me the honor to 
listen to the statistics which I have given, showing how large an 
amount of rice and sugar can be produced in those islands, he would 
not smile. He would have observed that rice already has been im- 
ported into this country from those islands with a duty of two and a 
half cents a pound on it and sold at a profit, and he would have ob- 
served that the production of sugar in those islands can be brought 
to such a point, as appears from the statistics of Mr. Pierce, who 
was the minister to Hawaii, that they can export conveniently 100,000,- 
000 pounds of sugar. 

I was speaking of the injury that would be sustained by the col- 
ored people of the South. I appeal to those who claim to have been 
humane to them that they shall continue their humanity, to those 
who have been philanthropic to the colored people to continue their 
yhilanthropy. They have in their wisdom made them citizens of the 

Jnited States. They have taken them from a condition of mental 
darkness, that no other people on this continent has ever been under, 
and have placed them on a common platform with all other American 
citizens. I ask that those who have done this work shall continue in 
what they consider their good work; that they shall not now, after 
lifting these people up by one hand, strike them down with the other ; 
that they shall not when they ask them for bread give them a stone ; 
but that they shall continue to sustain them, to maintain them, and 
prevent them from retrograding into barbarism. Suppose that capi- 
tal and labor within the Southern States should be divorced, and the 
interest of one should be adverse to the interest of the other. Then 
my honorable friend from Connecticut says there would be anarchy, 
and he is correct. It would be different from the condition of affairs 
in any other section of the Union, and why? Because the races are 
nearly equally divided; one is black and the other is white. The black 
is the laborer and the white is the capitalist. To-day they are mutu- 
ally dependent, but if to-morrow you should divide them and say that 
capital and labor are no longer dependent upon each other in these 
States, that the white man has no further interest in the black man 
than that dictated by humanity, you would organize anarchy; and 
you, Mr. President, [Mr. SPENCER in the chale,] Waaer as well as I do 
that such would be the result. There is no greater calamity that can 
befall a people than that capital and labor should be antagonized. 
When that day sball come the governments in ten States in this Union 
will retarn to their original elements, and you will have to reconstruct, 
and reconstruct when you will have adiscordant element that no power 
can control. You never can unite inclose bonds of sympathy two races 
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as diverse as the white and the black when you separate their mutual 
interests. With the white race it is different; with the Mongolian 
race it might be different ; but between those races which are the an- 
tipodes of the human family such can never be the result. Therefore 
I appeal to those who have been philanthropic to this race not now to 
turn their backs upon them. What kind of humanity is that which 
will deny sustenance to this people? What kind of philanthropy is 
that which will now turn its back upon them and legislate for the 
heathens in the Pacific Ocean? What kind of statesmanship is that 
which will strike down two of the great industrial interests of this 
country, rice and sugar, for the purpose of stimulating them in the 
far-off islands of the sea? 

I say that there is not only imminent danger of your destroying 
the rice and the oo interests of the South and turning loose three 
hundred thousand blacks to run as savages through the wilderness 
and of desolating a rich and a fruitful tract of country which has 
hitherto bloomed and blossomed under cultivation by the black race 
managed by the white race. but that you will reduce that population 
to a condition of starvation; for when the white man of the South 
shall withdraw his helping hand from the black man, he will be help- 
less and will go back to a state of barbarism. 

Mr. President, if it was only a conjecture and a reasonable conjec- 
ture made to the mind of this Senate that it would imperil the inter- 
est of this people, it should give them pause. This Hawaiian treaty 
is a matter of no great consideration. I have shown that but few 
pecans are interested in it. I have shown that the Government will 
ose revenue by it annually. I have shown that there is no prospect 
of ever acquiring those islands and if we should that it will be at the 
end of fifty years, long after all who are within the sound of my voice 
will be sleeping beneath the sod. I have shown that instead of ac- 
quiring them we are now setting upon foot a process by which we 
will make it impossible that we shall ever acquire them, becanse we 
are now building up a kingdom, that otherwise would perish. We 
are stimulating a sane, Ween, if we hold our hands off, the 
probability is that, unless immigration shall increase there without 
this stimulus, that oh ang would gradually die away. and then 
they might make application to become a sister-republic instead of 
continuing as a kingdom. I have shown these things; and I say that 
the bare suggestion that we may destroy the interests of the black 
race should make us recede. What greater cruelty can be practiced 
by this Congress than to impose upon the ignorant colored men of 
this country? When I say impose upon them I do not mean hood- 
winking them, deceiving them, cheating them; but I mean that im- 
position which carries them to the earth beneath a weight which they 
cannot bear. Yet those who have set them upon their feet propose 
now to strike them to the earth again and put them in a far worse 
condition than they were in before. Then they had masters; those 
masters had an interest in them; they cared for them; they healed 
them when they were sick and ministered to their wants. They did 
it not only from interest, but humanity; but if you break the bond 
of interest that holds the white and the black together in the South, 
the end will be want first and destruction after to the blacks. 

Wisdom suggests that we should foster our own people rather than 
the heathen in the isles of the sea. Enlightened statesmanship looks 
first to home, and then looks abroad. Philanthropy can do no better 
work than to care for the heathen at its own door; and that political 
economy is the best which provides for the domestic general welfare. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by U. 8. Grant, 
jr., his Secretary, announced that the President had on the 12th 
instant approved and signed the act (8. No. 1007) concerning the em- 
ployment of Indian scouts. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. No. 84) extending the time for the redemption of lands 
held by the United States under the several acts levying direct taxes, 
and for other pu 8; 

An act (S. No. 413) establishing the port of Saint Paul, Minnesota, 
as a port of appraisal ; 

An act (8. No. 852) for the relief of Elisha E. Rice ; 

An act (S. No, 1021) allowing the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
to carry the mails in their new iron steamships; and 

An act (8S. No. 1036) to provide for the printing and distribution of 
the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the years 1874 and 
1875. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1577, and for other purposes. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from California to yield to me to 
present a conference report. 7 
Mr.SARGENT. Certainly, if it does not displace the regular order. 
Mr. WINDOM. I present the report of the conference committee 
on the Indian appropriation bill. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no need to read it at this present mo- 
ment. Let it be read when we act upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro er Does the Senator desire the present 
consideration of the report 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish it read at this moment, until we 
consider it. Ido not ask it to goover until to-morrow, but that it be 
laid aside for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will lie on the table for 
the present. 

SIXTEENTH AND SEVENTEENTH JOINT RULES. 


Mr EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from California to allow 
to be taken up, as a matter of courtesy to the House, a resolution the 
House has sent here euegennns, as they supposed, the sixteenth and 
seventeenth joint rules 

Mr. SARGENT. If it will not lead to debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It should not lead to debate. If it does, we can 
lay it over. 2 ; : 4 

Mr. SARGENT. I will yield subject to a call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the six. 
teenth and seventeenth joint rules be suspended for the remainder of the session, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that subject I offer the following resolation : 

Resolved, That the resolution of the House of Representatives presented this day 
in the following words: “Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate con- 
curring,) That the sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules be suspended for the re- 
mainder of the session,” be respectfully returned to the House of Representatives, 
with the statement that as the House of Representatives has not notified the Sen- 
ate of the adoption of joint rules for this present session, as proposed by the res- 
olution of the Senate of the 20th day of January last and transmitted to the House 
of Representatives on the 22d day of the same month, there are no joint rules in 
force. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The areca is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year end- 


ing June 30, 1877, and for other purposes ; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 
THE HAWAIIAN TREATY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I should deem myself wanting in 
my duty if I consumed at this late hour any considerable time of the 
Senate in debating the question now under consideration; but I 
should consider myself more wanting if I were to allow the measure 
to pass in silence. The Senator from California seems to have taken 
the charge of this bill, and the Committee on Foreign Relations ap- 


to indicate that there is a greater local interest than general interest in 
the bill. [twas argued bythe Senator from California that there was 
something of honor involved on the part of the Senate in passing the 
bill at the present time. I hold that the Senate is as independent of 
the Executive as it is of the House, and in this bill, where it was es- 
pecially provided in the treaty from which it originated or which was 
the cause of this bill, that the treaty should not go into operation until 
the laws necessary to carry it into effect should be passed by Congress, 
it isclear that the Senate transcend nothing beyond theirordinary duty 
in giving this bill a thorough scrutiny, and may pass or reject it solely. 
I am quite ready to concede that a body that passed upon a treaty by 
a two-thirds majority is quite capable of passing the bill carrying it 
into effect by a majority; but so far as our powers or duties are con- 
cerned we are as free to upon the merits of this question now as 
we were originally; as free as Adain when he left Paradise with all 
the world before him where to choose. 

I only desire to consider this question in relation to its national 
and political aspects for a moment, not in its local bearing, but to as- 
certain whether it is in harmony with American institutions or not. 
I say for one that it is wholly un-American. It is in conformity with 
the traditions of monarchy, and not in harmony with the idea of a 
republican form of government. Under monarchical forms of govern- 
ment it is true that the executive holds almost omnipotent power in 
relation to treaties, and often in relation even to taxation; but not so 
under a republican form of government, and especially not so in rela- 
tion to this bill. Our Constitution provides that all revenue bills 
shall originate in the House of Representatives. Where did this 
bill really originate? Clearly it originated in the State Depart- 
ment, where the treaty was made, and not in the House of Represent- 
atives. It is therefore, in my judgment, not only a plain violation 
of the spirit of the Constitution, but it is of the most vicious char- 
acter; for if the Executive and the Senate may interfere and make a 
treaty with so unimportant a kingdom as the Hawaiian Islands, we 
may make it with all other powers. If we may make it with Hawaii 
in relation to sugar and rice, why not with Norway in relation to iron, 


or with Switzerland or Italy in relation to silks? There is no stop- 
ping-place when you once enter upon this policy; therefore I say it 
18 a policy clearly un-American and anti-republican. 

Then, in addition to that view, when we come to look at its finan- 
cial aspect, in its effects upon the conntry, taking a broad view of it, 
Lhold that it is clearly our duty not to do anything that would greatly 
injure the sugar-producing interests of this country. It is an article 
that we consume so very largely and which we pay for mainly in coin 
to other countries, that by every possible means we ought to encour- 
age the growth of both the cane sugar and of beet sugar; but this 
is a measure which is calculated to act disastrously upon both of those 
interests. It may be asked how. I assert that the effeet will be pre- 
cisely the same that it would be if the same amount of sugar should be 
smuggled free of duty into the country. What would be the effect 
of smuggling 25,000,000 pounds of sugar into this country? We 
all know that it would operate to the great injury of ali those who 
are engaged in the business of importing sugar into this country. 
Take the port of Portland; and I am sorry not to see my friend, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] in his seat. The port of Portland, 
Maine, has been built up by the molasses and sugar trade of the West 
India Islands, and its present prosperity largely — upon that 
interest. How will his constituents like it to have that interest seri- 
ously embarrassed, as it will be, by this measure? We know that at 
the present time Cuba has raised or is about to raise her export duties 
upon sugar. Of course that increases the profits upon the importa- 
tion of Hawaiian sugar, and if it operates upon the interests of sugar 
importers on the Atlantic coast as the large frauds in the smugglin 
of silks a year or two since operated in New York, it will confase ont 
destroy the profits of the whole year’s business. While I am disposed 
to hold treason as a great crime, yet I am the last man who would 
strike down the national interests of oursouthern brethren—prosperity 
makes good citizens—and I regard this as a measure affecting great 
and vital interests of the South. Instead of doing anything to dis- 
courage the growth of sugar and of rice in the Southern States we 
ought by every possible means with any, even ordinary, statesman- 
ship to increase the products, both as a profit to that community 
and to prevent the large annnal exportation of coin for the payment 
of our imports of foreign sugar and rice. 

This measure will not be likely to operate much to the benefit, as 
my friend from California thinks, of California. The cost of sugar to 
consumers will be diminished but very little. There are but a small 
number there engaged in sugar refineries, and they are the only class 
of people who will be largely benefited by it. If they have not al- 
ready made bargains with tho sugar producers of Hawaii by which 
they are to share some portions of the profits which will be derived 
from the entrance of the sugars free of duty, their profits will not be 
very large, and in the end the Hawaiian sugars will rise in grade and 
no longer need much refining. There are none of the sugar plantations 
which are owned by Hawatians. They are all owned by Americans 
and other foreigners. If this was to benefit the people of Hawaii we 
might look upon it with more tolerance, but the people of Hawaii are 
unwilling to Tae: they love idleness and dissipation, and they have 
already by the action of their Legislative Assembly sent out agents in 
order to obtain Chinese cooly laborers to supply their expected wants. 


| I find in a Hawaiian paper which is upon my desk that they appro- 
pear to have abdicated all control over it. I regret that this seems | 


—— in the Legislative Assembly $5,000 to send to China for Chineso 
aborers, and the act of the agent was criticised in their legislative 
halls becanse instead of going to China for these coolies he went to 
San Francisco, and obtained four hundred of them. This shows how 
little interest the people of Hawaii have in this matter. 

When this treaty was under consideration it was represented that 
it would cost the Government of the United States in its Treasury De- 
partment but $370,000. I want to show that, basing the estimate 
upon the returns of last year,ending December 31, 1875, the loss would 
have been $530,000. For thelast fourmonths the loss would have been 
$200,090.04, and showing that even for the present year it will be over 
$600,000. There is no one who is acquainted at all with the facts who 
does not estimate that this product will not only be largely increased, 
but whatever they have heretofore sent to other countries or con- 
sumed themselves will be at once sent here; because instead of con- 
suming their own sugar they will import sugars from abroad in order 
to obtain the profit of duties that are relinquished upon whatever 
they may send here, where they will obtain the same prices received 
on duty-paid sugars. 

In addition, no one can soberly deny but what the amount of the 
sugar products and rice products in Hawaii may be largely increased. 
Unquestionably they can be very largely increased, at least to four 
times their present amoupt, which would amount to something like 
a loss of two million ona a half dollars of revenue annually. We 
are to pay this to a sugar-producing country where our trade is now 
in a more healthy state than with any other sugar-producing coun- 
try in the world. It isa little singular that in selecting this country 
with which to make a reciprocity treaty in relation to sugars we 
should have selected the very place in all the world where our trade 
is in a healthy condition. Instead of going to some other country to 
which we export but a smal! amount in comparison with the amount 
of our importations, we go to Hawaii, where the only balance that we 
really paid last year in coin was $40,000 of-silver. 

It seems to me very extraordinary that this should have been done. 
We are not to gain anything in trade with Hawaii, as we already 
nearly monopolize it. The only increase of their population in con- 
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sequence of this treaty will be the increase of the cooly population 
which does not and cannot, as is quite notorious, consume any large 
amount of our manufactures. The amount of gain that we are to 
bave in this affair is the relinquishment of only about thirty or forty 
thousand dollars of Hawaiian duties now levied upon the American 
manufacturers. If there is any member of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations here I should like to ask him what is the Hawaiian duty 
upon lumber. I think it is a matter that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations ought to know and probably do know something about. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ten percent. ad ralorem. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think it is not that. I know that a very con- 
siderable amount of our exportations are now free, and there is but 
10 per cent, levied upon anything that I am aware of. They must 
have provisions, breadstuffs, aud meat, and they must also have lum- 
ber. I do not k»ow what the amount of duty upon lumber is, but 
that is one of the largest items that is in the trade. For this petty 
sum that they are to relinquish, thirty or forty thousand dollars, we 
are to relinquish somewhere about $600,000 this year, and more here- 
after, increasing year after year until the expiration of the treaty. 

I consider this one of the worst possible bargains that ever was 
presented to the American Senate. Usually it has been claimed that 
the Americans in diplomacy have been the equals of other nations; 
but here we allow ourselves, by long importunity touching a measure 
that has been pending and pushed for ten years, at last to be cheated 
more than 10 or 20 to Lin a matter of dollars and cents, and much 
more than that as a question of pational economy. In relation to 
these poor people out there, I see an account in this paper, already 
referred to, as to their legislature, composed of nobles and representa- 
tives. This paper says: 


A month bas elapsed since the Assembly met, and the policy of the government, | 
as it may be gathered from the budget—tho only tangible utterance that has come 
from the ministry—may be summed up in these words: “More Chinese,” “ In- 
creased expenditures and increased debt.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What paper is that? 

Mr. MORRILL. = Itis The Pacific Commercial Advertiser, published 
at Honolulu, Hawaii, under date of June 3,1876, Then again, I find 
in looking over it, several matters of interest: 

During the discussion upon the resolution, a is usual in the assembly— 

That is, upon the discussion of the vote of the want of confidence 
in the ministry, I believe— 

a great deal of irrelevant talk was introduced about the useless nature of the 
treaty, some declaring it would do no good to the poor natives, but only to sugar- 
planters, and others who were already rich. 

I think they were pretty sensible. Then there was a discussion in 
relation to the consideration of the treaty, and a claim that it should 
be sent to them to pass judgment upon it; but the ministry would 
not allow it, but claimed they had this whole power, almost as much 
as my friend from California who thinks we should ratify this law 
and vote for it at once because the treaty has been negotiated. 

On Thursday, Mr. Preston offered the following resolution: ‘‘ That a select com- 
mittee be appointed to inquire into and ascertain upon what terms L. Aseu was 
sent to China by the government to obtain inmigrants and why he is returning 


from San Francisco with Chinese, and upon what terms and conditions these 
Chinese were taken on board the vessel chartered, and on what terms they are to 


be landed here,” &c. 

So that it appears the negotiation of this treaty is to make the basi- 
ness of importing Chinese into Honolulu a lively affair, and that, I 
suppose, would not be very disagreeable to my friend, the Senator from 
California, who uttered one of the wost vehement philippics against 
the importation of such persons into San Francisco that I remember 
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ever to have heard. Still the Senator it is fair to presume is in favor 
of having this sort of population increased there, and in the end we 
are to take the island under our flag with its population and what- 
ever incumbrances may exist. 

Mr. Presideut, 1 do not feel authorized to consume any great length 
of time on this subject; but, as I feel that this treaty is desti to 
be terminated at the very earliest opportunity that the Congress can 
lay hands upon it and with more lacrit even than was the reci- 
procity treaty with Canada terminated, I desire to prevent, as much 
as possible, some of the mischiefs likely to arise in consequence of 
insufficient laws upon the statute-books to punish fraud in relation 
to any importations from Hawaii not entitled to the benefits ot this 
reciprocity tariff. It is obvious that there will be a very large temp- | 
tation to frand when they send their sugar here, not worth perhaps | 
but a little more than the amount of the duty imposed upon it and | 
they will be likely to seud what are not strictly the products of | 
Hawaii. We have no rules or regulations now which would author- 
ize our consuls there to ascertain about that fact and to punish any 
attempt that might be made fraudulently to take East India sugars 
and send them here for the products of Hawaii. I merely desire to 
offer an amendment to the bill that shall remedy this defect. Other- 
wise yon leave the door open to the introduction of any amount of 
rice and sugar in a frandulent way, for you cannot distinguish the | 
different kinds of rice, whether one is the product of Hawaii or the | 
product of China, nor can Hawaiian sugar be distinguished from that | 


of India. It need not be said,as it may be by some who are very | 


zealous for the sudden and instant passage of this bill, that the | 
House of Representatives will not be willing to yo an amendment | 


that shall bar out this opportunity for fraud. I therefore ask the | 
candid judgment of the Sevate upon an amendment which I sball | 
propose and which Senators, if they will examine the subject, will | 
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find is indispensable, if they wuuld prevent these frauds. We have 
now a law, section 1737 of the Revised Statutes: 

If any consul, vice-consul, commercial agent, or viee commercial agent falsely 
and knowingly certifies that property belonging to foreigners is property belong 
ing to citizens of the United States, he shall be punishable by imprisonment for not 
more than three years and by a fine of not more than $10,000 

I want to impose a fine ; that, if he shall certify that any sugar or 
rice is the product of Hawaii when it is not, there shall be a law to 
punish the offense. I will say to Senators that while the Secretary 
of the Treasury has power to issue rules and regulations, he has no 
power to punish fora violation of such rules and regulations. There- 
fore while I know that my friend from California will be impatient 
at the slightest reference to any amendment, though it is merely to 
prevent a large amount of frauds, yet I do insist that in point of even 
decent legislation such an amendment is indispensable and will not 
in the least hazard the passage of the bill. I present the following 
amendments and ask that they be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont proposes 
amendments, which will be read. 

The Curer CLerk. In line 22, after the word “force.” it is moved 
to insert “ snbject, however, to be suspended whenever the conditions 
and stipulations contained in articles 2 and 4 of said convention shall 
not be faithfully observed by His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands.” 

Mr. MORRILL. That is in accordance with the usual practice un- 
der such treaties, and there is no provision by which this treaty can 
be terminated short of waiting until Congress should convene, pro- 
vided the Hawaiian government should at any: time fail to execute 
it according to its terms. I wish to leave power in the Executive to 
terminate this treaty if they shall so fail at any time. That is one 
amendment. There are others. Let them be read. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. There are three reasons in way of objection to 
the amendment, either of which in my opinion is fatal to it or sufti- 
cient to show that the amendment itself is unnecessary. The first is 
that the Hawaiian government, if this treaty be at all favorable to the 
people of that country, and especially if it be favorable to that peo- 
ple in any degree proportionate to the representations made by Sen- 
ators upon this floor who oppose the bil), will prevent by their own 
policy and their own conduct any fraadulent practices in their cus- 
tom-houses. ‘That first reason is connected with the second, which 
is 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the other amendments be read. You have 
only heard part of them. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I thought I had heard the whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Then it is worse, probably, than I supposed. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is also proposed to insert as additional sec- 
tions the following: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and -hereby is, authorized from 
time to time to make and prescribe, in addition to requirements for the verification 
of invoices under existing laws, such rules and regulations and conditions relative 


to the evidence, which shall include the declaration nuder oath of the owner, ship- 
per, or manufacturer, and the certificate of the consul, vice-consul, commercial 


| agent, or vice-commercial agent, that any articles of merchandise proposed to be 


exported from tho Llawaiian Islands and to be admitted into the ports of the United 
States of America free of duty under the first article of the convention aforesaid 
are the growth and produce or manufacture of the Hawaiian Islands, as may be 


necessary for the protection of the revenue and in conformity to article 3 of the 
aforesaid convention. 


Sec. 3. That if any consul, vice-consul, commercial agent, or vice-commercial 
agent shall falsely and knowingly certify that any merchandise about to be ex- 
ported from any port of the Hawafian Islands to any port of the United States is of 
the growth and produce or manufacture of the Hawaiian Islands, he shall on con- 
viction thereof in any court of competent jurisdiction forfeit and pay a fine of not 
exceeding $10,000, ai the discretion of the court, and be imprisoned for any term 
not exceeding three years. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. President, those supplementary clauses 
seem to relate to the main proposition which is first stated in the 
amendment, and would not therefore change the views which I en- 
tertain concerning the proposition itself. 

First, then, it is not necessary, because the Hawaiian government 
has a reason for fulfilling the treaty in its precise intent, which is 
strong in proportion to the advantages which the people of that coun- 
try are to derive from the treaty; and just as strong as is the opinion 
or the representation of the Senator from Vermont or his associates 
who oppose this treaty that it is advantageous to the people of 
Hawaii, just in that proportion is the strength of our security that 
they will maintain inviolate the treaty in this particular. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator will excuse me, I have not repre- 
sented that this was going to be any advantage to the people of Ha- 
waii, but only to the planters. I think it will not be of any advan- 
tage to the people. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I will ask the Senator by what process he sup- 
poses this treaty has been attained on the part of Hawaii; that is, 
what influences in the islands have induced the Government to assent 
to the treaty? 

Mr. MORRILL. I would rather not discuss the influences that 
have brought about this treaty. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Then I will assume one of two influences, 
either derived from the people of whom ‘ve speak on the one hand, 
who as is said by the Senator from Vermont are not to derive any ad 
vantages from this treaty, and therefore it follows that they had no 
power in making the treaty and will have no interest in keeping it, 





1876. 


and hence will have no capacity to annul it. But if there are people 


in the Hawaiian Islands who are interested in this treaty, the preba- | 


bility is that they had some agency in the process on the part of the 
Hawaiian government by which it was secured, and the influence of 


that body of people in the Hawaiian Islands will remain and their | 


intluence will be exerted to secure the faithful performance of the 
stipulations contained in the treaty, and they will exert themselves 
in that direction just in proportion to the advantages they derive 
from it. 

Further, the amendment is entirely unnecessary from the circum- 
stance that it proposes that when the Hawaiian government violates 
the treaty the treaty shall be abrogated. We do not need legislation 
to secure that. By the well-understood and uniformly practiced law 
of nations, whenever a treaty is violated on the part of one of the 
contracting parties the other contracting party has a right to annul 
the treaty; and therefore we do not need to legislate, becanse we 
have better security than legislation can furnish. 
faithfully kept by the Hawaiian government, we shall have the right 
in good faith and according to the law of nations to annul it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me a moment to call his 
attention to the fact that the bill which is pending is an exact copy 
of the law found in volume 10 of the Statutes at Large to give effect 
to the reciprocity treaty with Canada, where the subject was articles 
which were the growth or produce of Canada, New Brunswick, Nova 
Scotia, &c. We have followed the exact precedent. In regard to 
the penalties, the other portion of the amendment, section 5442 of 
the Revised Statutes provides : 

Every consul, vice-consul, commercial agent, or vice-commercial agent who 
knowingly and falsely certifies to any invoice or other papers to which his certifi- 
cate is by law anthorized or required, shall be punished by a fine of not more than 
$10,000 and by imprisonment for a term not more than three years. 


It applies to this; it applies to everything. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. But I[ beg to say to my honorable friend from 
California that a reference to the proceedings of Congress in regard 
to the reciprocity treaty with Canada would be the most unwelcome 
precedent for my friend from Vermont that could be offered. 

Mr. SARGENT. That I am aware of. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I imagine that his chief reason for objecting to 
this treaty is the apprehension he entertains that it may be a prece- 
dent at some future time for another reciprocity treaty with Canada 
or some other country on some side of our own territory. 


But the third reason is that the amendment is for the time being 
fatal to the bill. 


is to dispose of it for this session of Congress. 
I do not claim that because this Senate by a two-thirds majority 


has ratitied a treaty it is bound to pass such laws as are necessary 


for the execution of the treaty; but I do say that having ratified a 
treaty by a two-thirds majority, and the facts remaining substan- 
tially as they were when the treaty was ratified, this Senate cannot 
take a different position or fail to carry into effect its own treaty rati- 
fied after debate and due consideration. If there were new facts, if 
there was any disclosure of any improper proceedings concerning the 
negotiation or the ratification of the treaty, if in any sense it was calcu- 
lated to produce results different from those anticipated at the time the 
treaty was negotiated, then the Senate might take advantage of its 
“sober second thought,” supported by new facts and new information. 
But in this case nothing has occurred, and nothing, I may say, has 
been stated on the floor of the Senate in the debate upon this bill 
that was not stated substantially, and I think indeed with more 
elaboration and detail when the treaty itself was under considertion. 

I accept this treaty and the consequences of this treaty not on ac- 
count of the mere advantage one way or the other of the slight trade 
that is going on between these islands and the United States, and if the 
losses of revenue were twice what they are shown to be it would not 
disturb me in my opinion that as a measure of public policy this is 
one of the best opportunities the country has had for the enlarge- 
ment of its trade and the advancement of its commercial influence in 
the Pacific and toward the great nations that lie upon the other side 
of the Pacific Ocean. If there be any reason which can be assigned 
that has substance in it as tending to show the cause of our present 
financial difficulties, the depression of trade, the loss of work, it is 
that as a great producing country, with immense intellectual re- 
sources applied to inventions and improvements, we have advanced 
in production beyond the capacity of the markets we command; and 
the country will, I believe, enter upon a new career in this respect 
looking to the hundreds of millions of people in China and Japan 
who are not our equals in the capacity to produce, but who still have 
the means of purchasing and consuming vast quantities of the pro- 
ducts of the labor of our people and of our machinery. Now.this is 
one step in the right direction. It is not a very long step, but it is 
half way toward the four or five hundred million people on the other 
side of the Pacific Ocean. 

Another reason to my mind is that while we do not desire, and 
certainly for one I do not design, to annex these islands to the 
United States, I still desire to see them in such a condition that 
when the ruling class in that country shall disappear there shall be 
established in the place of the present government a republican 
Government under the control of Americans and animated by the 
ideas of Americans; and if we thrust these people away they must 
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If the treaty is not | 


We know perfectly well that at this stage of the | 
session to adopt an amendment to this bill and send it to the House 
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| now seek aid and protection somewhere else. If we reject this treaty 
| we transfer these islands either to France or to Great Britain, and we 


| diminish our markets, we diminish our political power, we limit the 


influence of our institutions, we cireamscribe American ideas, we 

retard the progress of American civilization in its advance westward. 
| Any one of these considerations is worth more to the people of this 

country than the one-half million or more dollars that you say will 
| be lost by this treaty. 7 ‘ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate lay aside the pending 
order informally that we can take up the concurrent resolution for 
adjournment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand we can have a vote on this proposi- 
tion in a very short time. 


I believe there is only one other speech 
to be made. 


I make this suggestion to the Senate: that by going on 

withont taking a recess we can adjourn the Senate by midnight. If 

| we waste time in the discussion of the order of business we cannot 
do it. Now let us run on smoothly, and I have no doubt we can ad- 

| journ by that time. 

|" Mr. HITCHCOCK I have been waiting patiently nearly all day. 

| I have no disposition to interfere with the passage of the bill of the 
Senator. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that ; I make the suggestion in per- 

fect good faith. I think we can adjourn to-night. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If we take up the resolution of adjournment 

and fix a time—— 
Mr. SARGENT. That very thing may prevent our adjournment, 
because things may arise and Senators do not like to talk agains ttime. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the time was fixed it certainly could be 
| changed if a change should be found necessary. 

Mr. SARGENT. [I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suppose the regular order is my motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is my motion. I should like to test the 
| sense of the Senate. I feel as unwilling to interfere with this bill as 
any one-——— 

Mr. SARGENT. 
utes, I hope. 

Mr. MORTON. 
the bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the vote can be taken, I shall not interpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that one Senator wishes 
his views merely, not occupying much time. Then I believe we can 
have a vote. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate but a 
very few moments in reference to this question. I look upon the 
measure as one of very great importance to this country, and [ differ 
with the views of certain Senators whose ideas seem to be in refer- 
ence to a question of this kind merely dollars and cents. I fear that 
our statesmanship of to-day appertaining to all of us differs very ma- 
terially from what Americaa statesmanship was in times gone by. It 
was once considered good statesmanship to look somewhat to the 
future and the great development of this country and at that which 
would aid in its development and advancement; but nowadays it 
seems to be statesmanship whenever a question arises to take out a 
pencil or a pen and cipher np how many five-cent pieces the United 
States of America will lose at the present time if some measure shall 
be enacted into a law. 

The idea that this proposition should be ciphered and figured on in 
reference to dollars and cents, when the amount is a mere bagatelle 
at best, is something that strikes me as unsound in statesmanship. 
My friend from Georgia, [Mr. NoRwooD,] who has great sympathy 
for the laboring people of Georgia, the colored people—and [ admiro 
his sympathy for them—is very mach alarmed, if this bill should 
pass, for fear that some poor colored man will not be employed to 
do a day’s labor in the cultivation of rice. Therefore he says this 
bill is inhumanity itself, because it destroys the Jabor of those peo- 
ple in the South that are now engaged in rice cultivation. It was 
very amusing to me. I do not know how it affected other Senators. 
The idea that the rice landed from the Hawaiian Islands in San 
Francisco, or on the coast of California, should have an effect on rice- 
raising in Georgia, taking into consideration the great distance of 
travel, the manner of transportation, and all the items that must be 
taken into view, does strike me as something very extravagant. It 
would have just about the same effect upon rice production in Georgia, 
or in any other State, that the tariff on a hand-saw would have on the 
price of pigs in Illinois; just about the same. 

So it is with my friend from Vermont, [Mr. MoRRILL.] He is ter- 
ribly alarmed too’for fear the importation of a few hogsheads of sugar 
from the Hawaiian Islands will affect the sugar crop or the price of 
sugar in Louisiana or some other southern district of country—Texas, 
or somewhere else. Now, when we discover that the amount of duties 
on all the articles received in our Pacifie ports from Hawaii is about 
$300,000, how is that small amount of importation of sugar to affect 
Louisiana and affect Texas and affect the sugar-producing portion of 
the country? That is an argument of course on a certain line, but it 
is an argument in a narrow groove, one of the most narrow grooves 
that any man’s mind can possibly act in. What possible effect couid 
the importation of this small amount have upon the sugar produc- 
tion of our country? Ido not want to get into it; it is too small 


We can get this out of the way in twenty min- 


I suggest to the Senator to let the vote be taken on 


to state 
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business. I do not wish to take out my pencil and count the five- 
cent pieces that might be accumulated in future ages by continuing 
these duties. I will say to my friend from Vermont, who represents 
an agricultural people, that the effect upon his constituents of the 
taking off the tariff on sugar landed from the Hawaiian Islands on 
the coast of California will be just about the same that the tariff on 
wool would have on the price of tobacco. If any man can calculate 
that, that is about the influence it would have, and that is about the 
value of the arguments that have been made in reference to this 
proposition. 

What is the proposition? The proposition to my mind is some- 
thing of more magnitude than this. It is a proposition having at 
least grandness in it so far as the future is concerned. It strikes 
iny mind the same as a question of this kind would if the Senator 
from Georgia or the Senator from Vermont were in command of 
an army to-day moving on an enemy and they were approaching 
close to one another and they found a stream of water and but one 
stream to furnish the soldiers with water; the question would arise 
which one should get possession of that stream first, and there the 
fight would occur, as all men know who are conversant with these 
things. The question then for the benefit of the army is the ques- 
tion of that water, the one that gets possession first. So when 
armies opposed to each other find a hill in advance, either one, two, 
or three miles, of the valleys where they are they naturally seek pos- 
session Of that hill as an outpost, to which the army can be moved 
tor defensive purposes. That is one of the rules we always find closely 
adhered to when we are moving in matters of that kind. So it is be- 
tween the governments of France, England, and the United States. 
These islands in the North Pacific are the outposts of the western coast 
of the United States of America; and in time of war they are like 
the hill or the stream of water that I have described to the United 
States of America, and there the battle would occur for the possession 
of the islands as a coaling station, and every man who has thought 
on this question knows it to be a fact. Then the man who looks at 
this matter, not as to the effect on this country in the future, but as 
to the number of five-cent pieces we may lose or might lose by our 
action, is looking at it as I said in a very narrow groove. 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator yield to me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WEST. How will the ratification of this treaty contribnte to 
the military possession or the naval possession of these islands ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer the Senatoras bestI can. It will con- 
tribute to it in this particular and in this way: If we do not ratify 
the treaty and pass a law carrying out the existing stipulations of 
the treaty, and by that means have the friendly relations existing 
between that government and ours that would naturally give us that 


right, and would naturally cause it, like the ripe apple on the tree, to | 


fall into the hands of the one who first shakes the tree, we are prevented 
from finally getting possession of that which is desirable to thiscountry. 
If we strike this down and allow other nations to take the position 
we have now a chance to get by commercial treaties of the same char- 
acter, they would cause these people to desire friendly relations 
with them more than with us, and they would affiliate with them and 
not affiliate with us. If afliliation and sympathy and feeling exist 
between the two governments, that naturally will in time to come 
give us possession of the islands which are desirable to us at this or 
at any other time. That is my answer. 

Mr. WEST. As the Senator has kindly answered that question to 
his satisfaction, will he tell me how the Government of the United 
States by ratifying this treaty can hold these islands against astrug- 
gle with Great Britain, without fortifications and defenses; and must 
we not necessarily after consummating this treaty so fortify these 
islands that we may make a stronghold there? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is a question that the Senator himself knows 
has nothing on earth to do with the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WEST. That may be, but I should like to have the Senator’s 
answer to it, 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I will give the Senator this answer: It 
would not necessarily at all require us to fortify the islands. Our 
friendly relations are a fortification in our favor to a certain extent 
and give us the right of occupancy in a time when we might be in 
danger. It is the fortification of good-will toward this Government 
which is as strong a fortification as that that may be made by mili- 
tary science, and the only kind of a fortification that exists between 
governments having friendly relations is the fortification of good-will, 
of kindly relations between the two. That is all the kind of fortifi- 
cations that can exist between governments. That is my answer to 
os question, and if the Senator has another I will try to answer 
that. 

It does seem to me that my friend from Vermont and my friend 
from Georgia are trying to demonstrate the necessity in this country 
of adopting the Chinese-wall system, having no relations whatever 
with any other nations of the earth; walling yourselves in until the 
time of peril comes and then the walls must fall; walling yourselves 
in from that which every man by looking on the map can see is of 
vast importance to us now and will be in the future. Without going 
over the history of the recent war we find that vast importance was 
attached to these islands at that time, and certainly it is not expected 
that they will not be of the same inportance in future years if the 
same state of things should exist, and the same state of things may 
exist that did at that time. 
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Now, sir, my theory in reference to these islands and all other con- 
tiguous islands to the United States of America dotted around our 
coasts that stand as an outpost, that stand merely as the little com- 


| pany of advance guard that you send out in front of an army to look - 


out and spy out the enemy, is that we ourselves in times gone by have 
not looked as well to our interest as we should have done. If we had, 
the outposts surrounding us to-day would have been in the possession 
of the Government of the United States, and with these outposts in 
our possession this Government might defy the combined power of 
all the nations of the earth. When | say “outposts” I mean all those 
outposts which approach our borders either east or west. Lam for 
that kind of statesmanship that does look to the future and that does 
not wait until the time comes when we are called upon unprepared 
to make that exertion which the nation cannot without great prepa- 
ration make. We have had some experience in reference to prepara- 
tions that are necessary to be made when a surprise comes upon us, 
and ‘the tale is told in the annals of this country in the last few years, 
in the annals in reference to its blood, in reference to its failures, in 
reference to its successes, in reference to its expenditures. The tale 
is amply unfolded there, giving warning to us that the necessity exists 
at all times to be ready for that which cometh at the hour we know 
not of. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, the concluding remarks that have just 
been submitted by the Senator from Illinois meet my sanction ; there 
is no difference of opinion between us on that subject; but I contend 
in furtherance of that very idea, that the step that you are now about to 
take will defeat it virtually and positively; that you are about to so 
subsidize these islands as to actually remove them beyond your do- 
main or your possible occupation or ownership of them at a future 
and a proper time. 

The Senator said in response to a question that I put to him a while 
ago that this treaty would so Americanize these islands and so con- 
tribute to our influence upon the spot that it would be an easy mat- 
ter at all times to maintain friendly relations and profit by them. 
Does he know what the history of our relations with the islands is at 
the present time? Does he know that to-day they are as much Amer- 
icanized as if the American flag flew over the islands? If he does 
not, here is the only authentic history we have on the subject, and I 
will read it to him. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have read it. You will not add to my information 
by reading if. 

Mr. WEST. It is very difficult ever to give the Senator from IIli- 
nois any information; but perhaps it may benefit some others. Mr. 
Nordhoff says: 

Itis plain thatthe island trade is so largely in our hands that no other nation can 
be said to dispute it with us. If our tlag flew over Honolulu we could hardly ex 
pect to have a more complete monopoly of Hawaiian commerce than we alrea:ly 
enjoy. Moreover, almost all the sugar plantations, the most productive and valu 
able property on the islands, are owned by Americans, and the same is true of the 
greater number of stock farms. 

Our political predominance on the islands is as complete as the commercial. In 
the present cabinet all the ministers except one are Americans. 

I submit what possible advantage do you gain, what possible ad- 

vance do you make toward the possession of these islands by subsi- 

dizing them for the period of seven years. I repeat again, does it plant 
one gun, does it raise any fortification, or contribute in any way to 
oar military or forcible maintenance of the islands against any 
European power? Does not the Senator know that immediately 
upon the outbreak of hostilities between this country and Great 
Britain, to use his own figure of speech, that would be “the very 
stream of water,” that would be the very vantage-ground which 
would be sought to be occupied by both countries? If we want these 
islands as a military protection, let us buy them, let us fortify them 
and make them useful, but not give away the money of the people of 
the United States in a useless piece of speculative diplomacy. 

The Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. BOUTWELL] spoke of the 
great advance that this country had made in production beyond the ca- 
»acity of consumption. He said that this was a step, but not a very 
leew step, toward the commerce of the 400,000,000 or 500,000,000 peo- 
ple of the East. Yes, “it is a step, but nota very long step.” What 
are you reaching out and grasping for? The commerce of 50,000 peo- 
ple, I repeat again, and that is all. What becomes of this maguiii- 
cent vision that looks to the increasing and growing industries of this 
country to be promoted by this measure? It is a mere vision, ani e.1- 
braces no greater commerce than pertains to one-third of the popula- 
tion of this city. He said he did not care if it cost twice the treas 
ure, twice the estimate that was put upon it at the expense of this 
country so long as we could acquire possession. Then we are to un 
derstand that according to his estimates he is willing to spend 
$4,000,000 a yearto get a treaty with these islands; $25,000,000 frittered 
away in seven years for what? At the end of that time that peop! 
and those enriched sugar-planters on those islands will turn to you 
and tell you, when they have had the benefit of your subsidy for 
seven years, they will endeavor to maintain their independence. 

Sir, the Senators on this floor who desire the acquisition of these 
islands by the ratification of this measure present the only stumbling- 
block that appears to my vision in the way of that acquisition. We 
cannot acquire them under this proposition; it is idle to talk of it, 
and due retlection would bring us to that conclusion. 

May I be permitted to say one word in connection with the amend- 
ment that has been offered by the Senator from Vermont, and that is 
in regard to smuggling. There can be no question but what foreigu 
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sugars will be introduced into these islands to the extent of their 
consumption by all the native population, and perhaps more. Every 
pound that they can produce will be sent to this country. There you 
will have side by side with their native production the foreign im- 
port, and 1 ask you when such an inducement as will be held up to 
them or to their merchants or to those engaged in commerce to adul- 
terate that sugar and adulterate that rice with a foreign product 
whether they are not likely to succumb to temptation? You can 
adulterate Sandwich Island sugar and Sandwich Island rice 20 per 
cent. with the production of India and nobody can detect it, not the 
most efficient expert that we have in our employ. 

Then the Senator from Massachusetts argued that the people there 
would be interested in preventing this smuggling. Are not the honest 
people all over this land interested in preventing smuggling? Does 
not the illegal introduction of smuggled goods into this country im- 
mediately conflict with the legitimate profits of your honest trader ? 
Do the efforts of the honest trader in this country prevent illegiti- 
mate productions, and will it not doso there? The amendment that 
has been offered is eminently proper. 

This treaty, as it reads in the third article, says: 

Under such rules and regulations and conditions for the protection of the rev- 
enue as the two governments may from time to time respectively prescribe. 

I ask what has this Government prescribed for the protection of 
the revenue in that case? Can the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
existing laws, make the needed regulations? I think not. 

Mr. SARGENT. He did so under the reciprocity treaty with Canada. 

Mr. WEST. There never was any attempt there, that lam aware 
of, to evade them, and the proposition is idle that because a certain 
number of honest men are interested in seeing the. laws faithfully 
administered that is an insurance that they will be, without penal 
provisions for their violation. I think the amendment is eminently 
proper, and without it you will not only be obliged to pay this rev- 
enue to these islands, but you will be defrauded by one-fifth of it at 
least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely wish to say that there is a provision in 
the treaty that the Hawaiian Islandssball not concede similar privi- 
leges to any other country. If that should be violated, then it would 
be in the power of the President to terminate the treaty under my 
amendment. I think that the time between our adjournment from 
March and the next succeeding session of Congress might sometimes 
be too long to wait. Of course Congress can terminate the treaty 
whenever they please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire action on 
all the amendments at once? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; on the first one by itself, to insert in the first 
section the power of suspension on the part of the Executive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the first amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposing to insert additional sections. 

Mr. MORRILL. In spite of all that has been said, I do insist that 
there will be no power to punish fraud that may be committed unless 
this proposition shall be adopted. I therefore ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. I wishtostate thaton this bill, and, as I understand 
from my friend from Oregon, [Mr. MITCHELL, ] also on these amend- 
ments, I am paired with the honorable Senator from New York, [ Mr. 
CONKLING, ] who is now necessarily absent from the Senate. I wish to 
say also while I am up, not totakeanytime, that while I agree to what 
the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. LOGAN J has said about the desirability of 
political control or friendship at least with these islands and all 
others, the gravity of the question as it will ultimately result is in 
the circumstance that under our particular form of government when 
any of these islands become a part of the United States it will almost 
necessarily be followed by their being introduced into the govern- 
ment of the country and they will assist in making laws for the peo- 
ple of the United States, and unless their populations are homogenous 
with our own and their local institutions are similar to ours, it will 
be an element of unhappiness and discord and injury rather than of 
public benefit. I should, therefore, hesitate a long time before I 
took any step that would loek to the incorporation into the American 
Union of these outlying islands on either side of the continent, for 
that involves too much for republican liberty dependent upon con- 
siderations that have often been mentioned. But on this particular 
topic, as I have stated, I am paired. 

wish to say also that I do not agree with what has been stated by 
the Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT, ] that we are under any 
more obligation to pass this law than we were to agree to the treaty. 
We agreed to the treaty with the express stipulation that it should 
not take effect until the legislative department of the Government, 


the Senate and House of Representatives andthe President acting in | 
that character as a check upon legislation, should also pass the neces- | 


sary laws to carry it into effect. [do not hold, therefore, that we are 
bound to carry this treaty into effect by law unless in our judgment 
we believe it right in itself that it should be carried into effect. 
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There is no point of honor or of public faith, that I can see, that is 
involved in it. If it were otherwise it would be perfectly useless to 


| incorporate into a treaty such a limitation; and it would be just as 


absurd to my mind as it would be where an agent is making a con- 
tract for his principal without authority to stipulate that the con- 
tract should not have force until the principal should agree to it, and 
then to assume that the principal was bound to agree to it because 
the agent had made that conditional arrangement. 

I am not by any means prepared to say that the President and 
Senate would not have had absolute power under the Constitution 
to make this treaty without any such provision for legislation. lam 
not going into that. But it being in it, it appears to me to be per- 
fectly plain that the legislative branches of the Government are un- 
der no obligation except the obligation to do right in respect of the 
subject. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should vote for the amendment if I did not 
believe the matter was already provided for by law. I think sec- 
tion 5442 of the Revised Statutes provides for it expressly. It ren- 
ders it criminal for any false invoice to be made in regard to any for- 
eign merchandise whatever. Believing, therefore, that it is already 
provided for, I shall vote against the amendment. 

I voted for this treaty before ; and when the Senate by two-thirds 
ratify a treaty, while I will not say they are compelied to act upon 
it, it at least puts us in a false position unless some change in public 
affairs has taken place after such action of solemn ratification of a 
treaty not to vote for the legislation to carry it into effect. I shall, 
therefore, vote for the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL,] on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called) I am paired with 
the Senator from New York,(Mr. CONKLING.] I should vote in favor 
of the amendment. 

Mr. MORTON, (when his name was called.) Some few hours ago, 


| supposing I was going out of the Senate for a while, I paired with the 


Senator from California [Mr. Boor] on this question. He is not 
now here and perhaps has gone out supposing that I would be absent. 


| If he were here he would vote for the amendment and I think I should 
| vote against it. I shall not vote. 


Mr. McCREERY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on this 
Hawaiian treaty with the Senator from Iowa, (Mr. Wricut.] He 
favors the treaty and I am against it. 

Mr. KELLY, (after first voting in the negative.) On Saturday I 
paired with the Senator from Virgivia [Mr. WiTHERS] andas [ thought 
the pair would expire this morning, but he has gone away under- 
standing that he is paired all the session. I shall have to withdraw 
the vote I gave against this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn, if 
there be no objection. ° 

Mr. KELLY. I understand the Senator from Virginia went home 
on account of sickness in his family. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 7, nays 30; as follows: 

— Cockrell, Gordon, Key, Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, and 
yest—7. 

NAYS—Measrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Davis, Dawes. Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, 
Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Logan. McDonald, McMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Oglesby, 
an, Randolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Win- 
dom—ov. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania. Conkling, Conover, Cooper, Dennis, Dorsey, Edmunds, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Florida, 


| Kelly, MeCreery, Merrimon, Morton, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, That 


man, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—s4. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MORRILL called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered, 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, it was my purpose to have spoken 
upon this bill at some length. I am physically unable, however, ta 
do so this morning, even if I thought it advisable; but after the last 
vote, which has so overwhelming!y defeated the important amend. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, the object of which was 
to protect the interest in behalf of which I intended to speak, it would 
be a sheer waste of time to attempt an elaborate argument, I shall 
therefore content myself with protesting against thia proposed legis- 
lation to carry into effect a treaty so partial in its operations and so 
unjust to one section or one portion of the people of this country. 
There were a number of objections to this treaty to which I proposed 
at onetime toaddress myself. Oneobjectionislocal; anotheris general 
inits character. One objection lies against its policy, another against 
its principle. It aims a death-blow at important interests in one 
large section of the country without any corresponding benefit to 
other sections, and therefcreitought notto pass. It isatleastof doubt- 
ful constitutional sanction; it places in jeopardy the good name of 
the Government for fair dealing with other nations with whom we 
have treaties, and on these accounts ought to be rejected. 

But, as J said, I propose simply to offer my protest, and not only 
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mine, but the protest of the people whose interests are involved, most 
lamentably involved, by this partial and short-sighted policy. Sir, I 
know the southern rice and sugar planters, and it is not too much to 
say of them that no portion of the American people are more capable 
of self-sacrificing patriotism ; and if you will propose a measure which 
shall admit duty free or upon light duty all articles of foreign manu- 
facture which the people of this country consume, they will yield toit as 
cheerful a support asthe people of any othersection. They have inher- 
ited by birth and have maintained through their entire lives the doc- 
trine of free trade, or rather the imposition of duties for revenue alone ; 
bat, sir, is it surprising that they should antagonize with all their feeble 
power a bill which proposes to single out from ail importations those 
productions upon which all their prosperity depends? Imyself am a 
free-trader in the sense of a tariff for revenue alone, and whenever 
there shall be introduced into the Senate a bill to open our ports to 
English iron, to English steel, to French manufactures, to Great Brit- 
ain’s manufactures, and to the manufactures of all the world, I shall 
go as far toward its support as is consistent with the security of need- 
ful revenues and as far probably as those who now so actively support 
this partial, one-sided, obnoxious measure. 

I am here to vote for general laws, for equal burdens, and equal 
rights, and I can never, though I should stand alone, give my sanc- 
tion to any bill which discriminates against the interests of any por- 


tion of the American people. It is not just, Mr. President, and beg- | 


ging the pardon of the majority of the Senate who choose to force this 
egislation at a heavy cost to the people of my section, I must say 
that it is not only unjust, but it is inconsistent with that mutuality 
of interest and that equality of burden which was guaranteed by 
the Constitution and by the very organism of the Union itself. 

Is it just to experiment for the benefit of the whole people and for 
the benefit of a foreign people in the South’s productions and the 
South’s cost? Much less is it just or politic or statesmanlike to try 
that experiment at the hazard of the sole material interests of that 
— of the southern people who by the vicissitudes of war have 

een made poorer than any people in all the history of the past. 

Senators tell me that this legislation will not interfere with the 
interests of the rice and sugar planters. But, sir, when Senators tell 
me that they are better advised of the interest of these planters than 
the planters themselves, who are intelligent, cultured, capable—the 
peers of any who hold seats upon this floor; when legislators thus 
answer arguments, then debate is useless, I repeat, sir, these planters 
know their interests, and they feel that upon- this bill hangs not 
only their future interests, but may involve their ability to gather 
their growing crops. They feel that the passage of this bill may in- 
volve the possibility and even the strong probability of having their 
plantations abandoned on the very eve of their harvest. Yet Sena- 
tors tell us that they are to be the judges, and that all these appre- 
hensions are groundless. I trust they may be; but I will never con- 
sent to legislation which is of such doubtful constitutional support, 
of uncertain effeot upon the general revenues, and which by its dis- 
criminations fills with alarm so large and intelligent a body of citi- 
zens, Whose whole fortunes, already palsied by disease, are to bear all 
the burden of the change. I do not expect the Senate to heed these 
admonitions ; for it has just voted a proposition to so amend this 
bill as to make it certain that no other rice or sugar shall be admitted 
free except that grown upon these islands. Sir, what guarantee have 
you that there will be admitted into San Franciscoand the Pacific ports 
only the productions of those islands? Is there anything in the law, is 
thereanythingin thecharacterof the people with whom youare treating, 
is there anything in your ability toenforce this law by spies and inform- 
ers, by ships and cruisers, that guarantees to us that these islands will 
not become a great funnel through which will be emptied into your 
yorts free of duty the productions of Cuba and India and China? 

Ve are not dealing with Canadians or Englishmen ; but with semi- 
savages, Whose moral sense would be less shocked by a violation of 
the treaty than by the loss of the profits which gigantic smuggling 
will insure. Iam not a merchant; but a shrewd trader with capital 
could organize an establishment in the city of San Francisco, another 
on the island of Hawaii, and another in Cuba, and another at Hong- 
Kong, and could pour into your Pacific ports year by year free of 
duty more rice and sugar, in spite of all your laws, than the Ha- 
waiian Islands are worth or ever will be worth. Will enterprising 
gentlemen be wanting in such a scheme? How will you prevent it? 
Are you going to send your men-of-war to enforce your law in these 
far-off islands, and make this great western ocean Pacific only in 
name? Is this the price we are to pay for so contemptible results as 
are promised-or can be secured by this treaty? Sir, I am amazed 
that the proposition submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] received but seven votes in this body. It will not be 
twelve months before we shall have hogsheads of sugar by the thou- 
sand grown on the island of Cuba, tierces of rice by the myriads 
grown in China, entering our ports with the frank of Kink Calico 
(Kalakaua) upon them. 

But, Mr. President, as I said, it is idle to discuss this measure. I 
will not take the time of the Senate any longer. Let me once again 
repeat, however, that you are proposing a grave injustice—injustice 
to the southern planter of rice and of sugar; injustice to the laborer 
who produces these commodities; injustice even to the West, whose 
productions of wheat and corn and meat these planters are now able 
to consume, but which they may no longer be able to purchase when 
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this bill shall become a law. It cost originally $100 per acre to re- 
deem these rice lands from the swamps; they have cost since the war 
$50 to $70 per acre to resubdue and refit them, and they now cost 
from $10 to $20 per acre per annum to cultivate them. And when 
they shall become no longer valuable because the product which hag 
made them valuable becomes itself almost valueless, then these labor- 
ers must abandon these fields, and these lands themselves be aban- 
doned to the waters from which they have by the labor of genera- 
tions and so great an expenditure of money been redeemed. 

One word more and I shall close. These planters, intelligent, well- 
informed, and honest, believe that they are in absolute danger, if 
this bill shall pass, by reason of the panic which it will create in the 
minds of their laborers of having their plantations abandoned and 
their present crops lost. 

Now, Mr. President, I appeal to fair-minded Senators to postpone 
the consideration of this bill until the present crop shall have been 
gathered. Then, if the panic shall come, let it come when these 
burdened and paralyzed people shall be better prepared to meet it. 
But do not bring upon them this disaster after they have engaged 
their labor and planted their crops upon the supposition this great 
Government would be incapable of such partial law-making or of 
making them an exception to its rule of protection. Sir, what would 
Pennsylvania say if it were proposed to introduce iron free? What 
would Connecticut say if her products were brought into competition 
with free imports from some other nation? Georgia, Louisiana, 
South Carolina, Alabama, and Texas only ask that the consideration 
which has been shown to other States shall be shown to them; and, 
if nothing more, that they at least shall be spared this blow until 
their harvest is ended. I therefore move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill until the second Tuesday in December next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
the postponement of the bill until the second Tuesday in December 
next. 

The motion was not agreed to—ayes 8, noes not counted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the bill, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING.] He 
would vote for the bill, and I should vote against it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, (when his name was called.) On this bill I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Ropertson.] If 
he were here he would vote “ nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KELLY, (when his name was called.) I was paired with the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WiTHERS;] but the Senator from Arkan 
sas [Mr. CLAYTON] has kindly agreed to pair with the Senator fron. 
Virginia for me, so that I am at liberty to vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. CLAYTON, (when Mr. WITHERS’s name was called.) As has 
been stated by the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. KELLY, ] I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WiruEers.] If he were here he 
would vote “ nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McCREERY, (when Mr. WRIGHT'S name was called.) I am 
paired on this question with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Wrignr. } 
He would vote for the bill, aud I should vote against it. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. On this bill I am paired with the Senator from 
Connecticut, [Mr. BannuM.] If he were here he would vote “ yea,” 
and I should vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 12—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christiancy, Cragin, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, Jones of Ne- 
vada, Kelly, Kernan, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, Mitchell, Morton, Oglesby, 


Paddock, Randolph, Sargent, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Win- 
dom—29. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bogy, Booth, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Jones of Florida, Key, 
Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, West, and Whyte —12. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Clayton, Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Gordon, 
Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, MeCreery, Maxey, Merri- 
mon, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, Withers, and 
Wright—30. 

So the bill was passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1877, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieu- 
tenant Joseph F. Irons, late of the First United States Artillery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 516) forthe relief of Floyd C. Babcock; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 24) providing for the postponement of 
the publication of the Army Regulations. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate of July 24, 1876, a statement of the number of civil ofli- 
cers employed in the Treasury Department from 1859 to 1875, inclu- 
sive; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, for the purpose of submitting a few 
remarks, which will not take more than ten or fifteen minutes, I move 
that the Senate now take up the resolution to print the President’s 
message in relation to the Hamburgh massacre. 

Mr. SARGENT. Cannot the Senator make his remarks on the re- 
yort of the committee of conference on the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I shall take no more time on the one than on the 
other, and I may as well make my remarks now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to appeal to the Senator from Arkansas. 
I gave notice this morning that as soon as this Hawaiian matter was 
finished I should again ask the Senate to take up the House resolu- 
tion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I ean finish my remarks while Senators are dis- 
cussing this question, if the Senate will allow me to take it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But somebody else may want then to say some- 
thing on the same question. I hope the Senator will withdraw his 
motion and let me call up the constitutiona: amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will give way, I will ask to take up 
a conference report, and he can make his speech on that just as well 
as on anything else; and it is a conference report that ought to be 
taken up. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Very well; I am willing. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I was wishing to make a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois has the 
floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to take up the conference report on the sub- 
ject of artificial limbs for crippled soldiers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Kansas objected to that report 
to-day. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to take it up; it was reported on Saturday. 

Mr. INGALLS. I made no objection to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be taken up on motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the motion will not be agreed to, for it 
will lead to considerable debate ; and now while the Senate at this 
time in the day is somewhat fuller than it is at any other time, I wish 
to get a straight vote on the question of the constitutional amend- 
ment. I shall not oceupy the floor myself, if I do at all, for exceed- 
ing ten suinutes, and I am advised that very little is to be said on 
the other side as very little could be as a matter of course as every- 
body understands, and therefore I hope my friend will not insist upon 
that but will let me get a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to ask the Senator a question. He says the 
report will lead to considerable debate. I ask him why it will lead 
to debate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because I have understood my friend from Kansas 
to say that it would, and that it changes the state of the law as it has 
hitherto been understood to be. It may be a correct change. I say 
nothing about that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state what the proposition of the conference 
report is. The law has been for years that every soldier, sailor, or 
marine who had lost an arm or a leg in the service of the United States 
should have every five years either a leg or arm supplied or commu- 
tation therefor. The last Congress gave to the soldiers who had lost 
an arm above the elbow ora leg above the knee $24 a month pension, 
and provided that they should not receive commutation for an arti- 
ficial limb. This bill re-instates that provision that they shall have 
it, and they ought to receive it more thanany other men. That is all 
there is of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not debate the merits. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lam not going to debate the merits, but I am stat- 
ing the proposition so that the Senate shall understand it. Now I 
move to take it up, and we shall see whether it leads to debate or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope we shall not take it up until we dispose 
of the constitutional amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Illinois. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 8; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. LOGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I may as well give up the constitutional amend- 
ment. I can neither get the floor nor a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. GORDON. I think if we take the division over again there 
will be a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objection, the Chair 
understands. The ayes have it, and the report is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will count the Senate. I do not 
want to make any disturbance if a majority of the Senate is opposed 
to taking up the constitutional amendment, but I wish the Chair to 
count the Senate and see whether there is a quorum present. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, (after counting.) There is a quorum 
present. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bad passed the bill (S. No. 897) 
granting a pension to Andrew Evarts. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : ; 

A bill (S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of 
the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap; 

A bill (S. No. 1005) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site 
for public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1975. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on tho 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of arti 
ficial limbs to disabled soldiers, seamen, and others, having met, after a fall and 
free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the House concur in the first and second amendments of the Senate, as fol 
lows 


In line 1 strike out “ persons ” and insert “ officer, soldier, seaman, and marine 

In line 5, after “application,” insert “or commutation therefor as provided and 
limited by existing laws.” 

The House concurs also in the proviso added to the end of the bill with an amend 
ment of the word “ not” insgrted between the words “ shall” and “ be" in the first 
line ; so that it will read: “That this act shall not be subject to the proviso of an 
act entitled ‘An act toincrease pensions,’ approved June 18, 1874.” 

JOUN A. LOGAN, 

J. B. GORDON, 

NEWTON BOOTH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. M. RUSK, 

A. V. RICE, 

JOHN C. BAGBY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I favor the adoption of this report. 
I believe that this Government ought to furnish aid to these disabled 
soldiers. I am not right sure whether the Government ought not to 
furnish aid to some of the soldiers who have been disabled since the 
war in some of the Southern States. I am not right sure whether 
this Government ought not to furnish aid to some of the widows and 
orphans who have been made widows and orphans because the Gov- 
ernment would not give them that protection which it has given to 
its citizens in foreign countries; but upon this subject I shall make 
no further remark. I have risen for another purpose. 

Mr. President, a duty which I owe to the State of Arkansas impels 
me,even at this late day in the session, to refute certain erroneous 
statements which have been made in this Capitol and elsewhere con- 
cerning its State debt. It has been asserted by democratic speakers, 
democratic newspapers, and within the past few days by an honora- 
ble member of the other House, that the debt of the State of Arkan- 
sas has been under republican rule increased to the extent of about 
$15,000,000. How erroneous these assertions are, I shall now proceed 
to show. I send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of the Recorp of August 
19, containing a speech delivered by Hon. Taomas L. JONEs, of Ken- 
tucky, and ask that so much of the same be read as is marked: 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

But as the American mind, especially in these degenerate days, is apt to inquire 
how the money is handled, how collected, and how disbursed, whence it cometh 
and whither it goeth, and the answer to these questions makes up the verdict of 
the American people as to the honesty and morality of their public servants or 
rulera, perhaps no better illustration can be given of the condition of the Southern 
States and of the character of their rulers than the table which I submit, showing 
the debts of those States at the end of the war when their governments were in 
their own hands, and what they were at the end of reconstruction when their gov 
ernments were in the hands of others. 

Virginia.—Debts and liabilities at close of the war, §31,938,144.59. Debts and 
liabilities January 1, 1872, $15,480.542.21. 

North Carolina.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war—principal, $9,690,500 ; 
interest, $1 261,316; whole amount, $10,951,816. Debts and liabilities January 1, 
1872, $34,887, 467.85. 

South Caro!ina.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $5,040,000. Debta 
and liabilities January 1, 1272, $39, 158,914.47. 


Georgia.—Debdts and liabilities at the close of the war, nominal. Debts and lia 
bilities June, 1271, $50,637,509 

Florida.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $221,000. Debts and lia- 
bilities January 1, 1872, $15,763,447.54 

Tennesace.—Debts at the close of the war, $20,105,606.66. Debts and liabilities 
January 1, 1872, $45,6-8,263 4¢ 

Arkansas.— Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $4,036,952.87. Debtaand 
liabilities January 1, 1872; $19.761,265.62. / 

Louisiana.—Debdts and lia ies at the close of the war, $10,099,074.34. Debts 
and liabilities January 1, 1872, $50,540,306.91. 

Texas.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, nominal. Debts and liabili- 
ties January 1, 1872, $20,361,010.61. 

Alabama.—Debts and liabilities at the close of the war, $5,939,658.87. Debts and 
liabilities January 1, 1872, $38,382,967.34. 

Thus it will be seen that the republican Legislatures, composed in the main of 
negroes and carpet-baggers, elected at the dictation of the party in Federal power, 


invoived the ten States enumerated in the enormous aggregate debt of more thau 
254,000,000 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to yield that I 
may move that the concurrent resolution sent from the House for 
the adjournment of Congress be taken up. I wish to move an amend- 
ment to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope not at the present time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Very well. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move to take up the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. WINDOM. Thope it may not be taken from the table. The 
Indian appropriation bill has not passed yet, and cannot passif there 
be a single objection to it until to-morrow. Certainly it is not ex- 
pedient to pass the adjournment resolution fixing atime prior to that 
to which the Indian appropriation bill may be postponed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota to 
say that the Indian appropriation bill cannot be reported this even- 
ing. 

Mr. WINDOM. It cannot be passed until to-motrow if there be a 
single objection to it. One objection carries it over. It was reported 
from the conference committee to-day and a single objection carries 
it over until to-morrow. It certainly would not be prudent to pass 
the resolution until we know that that important bill can be passed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Arkansas give way to me 
to move for a recess from half past five until eight o’clock ? 

Mr. WEST. No, we had better sit it out. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On the statement of the Senator from Minnesota, 
I shall withdraw my motion for the time being. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to say that I reported the bill some time 
ago and would be very glad to call it up, but an objection has been 
made and I am unable to do so at present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to give notice that at the earliest practi- 
cable moment after the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of I shall 
call up the concurrent resolution for adjournment, because I believe 
this Congress ought to adjourn. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Willthe Senator from Arkansas yield to a propo- 
sition for a recess from five o’clock to half past seven, or whatever 
time may suit the Senate ? 

Mr. WEST. ‘That will involve a session to-morrow. 


Does the Senator from Arkansas 
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Mr. CLAYTON. After the conclusion of my remarks I will yield. 

The honorable gentleman after undertaking to give a statement of 
the ante bellum and existing debts calculated up to January 1, 1872, 
of ten southern States, winds up by saying: 

Thus it will be seen that the republican Legislatures, composed in the main of 
negroes and carpet-baggers elected at the dictation of the party in Federal power 


involved the ten States enumerated in the enormous aggregate debt of more than 
$224,000,000. 


Now, Mr. President, a gentleman who undertakes to deal in figures 
affecting the credit of ten States ought tu be at least correct in his 
arithmetic. Let us see whether he is or not. By adding together 
the amounts stated of the debts of each of the ten States at the close 
of the war it will be found to aggregate $85,333,000, and by adding 
together the entire debt existing, as stated, on the Ist of Jannary, 
1872, it will be found to aggregate $360,661,626.01; deducting the ant: 
bellum debt from the entire debt we have what is claimed to have 
been created under republican rule, amounting to $272,328,432.68, in- 
stead of over $224,000,000, asstated by Mr. JoNES; adifferenceof about 
$12,000,000. If in the simple matter of addition and subtraction the 
honorable gentleman is so inaccurate, what must we expect from him 
when he undertakes to ascertain down to the very cent the exact debt 
of each of the ten States alinded to? 

To show that he is as unreliable in the detail of his figures as he is 
in his sum-total,I need only expose the error in his statement of the 
debt of Arkansas, which he fixes at $19,761,265.62 on the Ist day of 
January, 1872, and of the creation of which he attributes $15,725,312.75 
to republican rnle. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a copy of the 
Little Rock Daily Herald of August 10, 1876, one of the organs of the 
democratic party in Arkansas, which contains a tabulated statement* 
“showing the bonded and floating debt of the State of Arkansas to 
June 30, 1876,” for which the editor states he is indebted to the cour- 
tesy of Hon. W. R. Miller, the present auditor and democratic candi- 
date for governor in the State of Arkansas. I find this statement 
also published in the Gazette, another democratic organ, and vouched 
for as accurate. In this statement the total debt of the State is 
given at $17,306,823.50, being $2,454.442.12 less than the amount stated 
by Mr. JonEs. It will be seen by reference to this statement that the 
debt has been increased since 1572 as follows: 


*Statement showing the bonded and floating debt of the State of Arkansas June 30, 1276. 


Character of bonds. 


Principal. 





5 per cent. State Bank bonds 1837 

6 per cent. State Bank bonds 1438 

6 per cent. Real Estate bank Bonds 1838, letter A........ 
6 por cent. Real Estate bank Bonds 1838, letter C 


6 percent, Gating BARES BBE ..o0.. oo. cecccvvcccosccusvessns cocsesvesseccecsescesees 


6 per cent. funding bonds 187 
10 per cent. ten-year bonds 1874 
7 per cent. levee bonds 

6 per cent. bonds 1875, (Loug 


RAILROAD-AID BONDS. 


Memphis and Little Rock 
Arkansas Central 

Little Rock, Pine Bluff and New Orleans . 
Little Rock and Fort Smith ................ 
Mississippi, Ouachita and Red River 


Outstanding Treasurer's certificates redeemable with ten-year bonds .............. 


Total bonded debt ..............-----+ 
& per cent. State scrip 
5 per cent. State seri 
No interest-bearing 


- 


Total debt 


In September, 1869. 


tate scrip paulietealasdsiciieiandpactesteediaiichintinaeiasdidbanalicn 


' 
$10, 000 00 | $19, 750 ! 
108, 000 00 | 215, 400 
000 00 | 953, R15 5s 
5, 000 00 85, 500 
, 000 00 253, 975 
516, 690 
26, 996 
625, 335 45 
11, 760 00 


750 50 

323, 400 00 
1, 491, 815 53 
130, 500 00 
1, 197, 995 00 
2, 781, 690 00 
303, 496 00 
2, 612, 109 19 
267, 760 00 


2, 709, 222 48 | 9, 138, 496 22 


Total. 


| 
ee - 1 


| €1,2 0,000 | $270, 090 | $1, 470, 090 
1, 350,000 | 366, 960 1, 716, 960 | 
1,200,000 | 326,175 | 1,526, 175 | 
1, 000, 000 | = 2R&, 000 1, 228, 000 

600,000 | 167, 235 767, 235 


| Principal. | Interest. | 


5, 350, 000 00 1, 418, 460 00 | 6,768, 460 00 


1, 354 65 


15, 908, 310 87 

21, 433 7 
1, 300, 389 54 
76, 689 32 
sntaqemeenl . 1 $08; GIB. 63 


17, 306, 823 50 





Real-estate bonds, No. 1 to 500, inclusive, dated January 1, 1840, amounting, principal and interest, January 1, 1870, to $1,370,000, were con 


verted into funding bonds, dated January 1, 1870, and numbered 491 to 1860, inclusive. 


The indebtedness of the State on these bonds is as follows : 
Thirteen hundred and twenty bonds* outstanding June 30, 1876 
Interest from January 1, 1872, to June 30, 1876 


Total due as funded 


Of the above 338 Real Estate Bank bonds, letter A, are held by the Treasurer of the United States in trust for the Smithsonian Institution. 
Interest to June 30, 1876, after deducting amount credited from the 5 per cent. fund and all payments through the State treasury ...... brecsenrescsadoartes 


One hundred and sixty-eight funding bonds of 1870 are held by the Secretary of the Interior in trust for various Indian tribes. Principal. ... 


$1, 320, 000 00 
356, 400 00 
1, 676, 400 00 
538, 000 00 
953, 815 53 


Principal. .. 


1, 491, 815 53 


Interest to June 30, 1876, after deducting amount credited for keeping United States convicts in the State penitentiary and all payments 


through the State treasury 


Total held by the United States as trustee. ...........--....2.---- ee eeeeee- ee 


Treasurer's certificates, redeemable with ten-year bonds, bear interest at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum. 


193, 200 00 


1, 685, 015 53 


* Nots.—Fifty of the 1 370 bonds have been received into the State treasury in payment for swamp and internal improvement lands, leaving outstanding 1,320 bonds. 








Rela 





1876. 


Ten per cent. ten year bonds, issued in 1874 
Six per cent. bonds, issued in 1875 








Re ieee eethededuibinne<tan cance wisi ain 


To this should be added bonds issued in aid of the construction of 
railroads since 1872. - .. 





en eg ae a isahaweke 900, 000 00 
Also the accumulated interest on the State debt since that time, 

tel te CUE OR Rika vce eb sncotcewsnds venceesercéence< 3, 000, 000 00 
Making a total increase of debt . ............ ceecee recess cccceecccces 4, 432, 500 00 
ek i HE WED dc acocnmerccsedesnanses cocdedcentcetscuceesess 2, 454, 442 12 





Which is the difference between the actual debt as shown by the 
statement just referred to and the amount stated by Mr. Jones as - 
existing in 1872, we find an error in his statement amounting to.. 6, 886,942 12 


In other words, he has simply fallen into an error of about $7,000,000 | that what I say is correct. 


in stating the debt of Arkansas alone. The error which may exist in 
his statement of the debts of other States I will leave for others to 
say, though I do not doubt that it will be found that they are equally 
extravagant and erroneous. When we deduct these erroneous figures 


from the figures given by Mr. JONES, which are $19,761,265.62, we find | 


the actual debt of the State to be $12,874,323.50. This was the actual 
debt at the time he states. Deducting from this amount $5,051,265.62, 
which was the ante bellum debt, we have $7,823,057.88, which is the 


amount of debt contracted under republican rule at the time to which | 


the gentleman refers, a difference of about $8,000,000 between his 
statement and the correct figures. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in relation to the 
character of this debt. Over $5,000,000 of it was entailed upon the 
people by ante bellum democratic administrations, and grew out of the 
State loaning its credit to two worthless banks which failed soon 
after receiving the loan. The history of their transactions, if I had 
time to detail them, would in comparison make the worst case of car- 
pet-bag financiering respectable. Four million three hundred and 
jifty thousand dollars of the debt of the State arose from the issue of 


bonds to aid in the construction of railroeds under an act of the Leg- | 


islature which was submitted to the people and ratified by them al- 
most unanimously, only about five thousand voting against it. 
Whatever may be said as to the impolicy of issuing bonds to aid 


in the construction of railroads will apply to other States of the | I would much rather see them here than see the men who when the 


Union and to the United States itself, and in this case the responsi- 
bility must attach to the people of Arkansas without regard to party ; 
for they not only favored it, but ratified it with their votes. Under 
this law the railroad companies were required to pay both the prin- 
cipal and interest, and (he people never were taxed one cent for that 
purpose. While the republican party were in power the railroad com- 
panies were made to pay the interest, but since the democratic party 
have come in power they have been relieved from that requirement 
by a repeal of the law. This rather saddles this debt upon the people 
or repudiates it altogether. 

Three million dollars of bonds were issued for the construction of 
levees, and were based upon the swamp lands of the State and made 
receivable for the purchase of the same, in which manner about one- 
third of the issue has been liquidated. The people of the State were 
not taxed one cent for the payment of interest on these bonds. 

Of the floating debt of the State nearly one million was created to 
pay the expenses of the militia which were called into the field dur- 
ing my administration to suppress the Ku-Klux rebellion of 1869. Had 
the democratic party in Arkansas obeyed the laws under republican 
rule as we do under democratic rule, this debt would never have been 
incurred, and much valuable property and many still more valuable 
lives would have been saved. 

Mr. President, it has been charged for several years, and more es- 
pecially of late by democratic orators and democratic newspapers, 
that in the States of the South where the republican party has been 
and is in power the governments have been and are characterized by 
robbery, peculation, and all manner of fraud and corruption. But I 
assert as a fact which I think cannot be denied, especially so far as 
relates to my own State, that since the democratic party has come into 
power there they have not through their courts been able to fix 
upon a single republican formerly holding official position the crimes 
and a they have charged upon them. What is true of 
Arkansas I believe to be true of other Southern States which were 
formerly under republican rule and now under democratic. 

What does this prove? Either one of two things, that their charges 
have been false, or that the democratic party does not punish crime. 
That it does not punish crime in many instances where the criminal 
is a democrat and the victim a republican I am well assured; but I 
do not believe that the democratic party in the South would be very 
loth to punish crime when perpetrated on the people of those States 
by those they call the thieving radicals. 

Now, Mr. President, does it not seem, in the interest of good gov- 
ernment, to protect the people in the future against crimes, that if 
these crimes were perpetrated by republicans in the South they should 
have been fixed upon their authors, who should have been brought 
to condign punishment. Are we to believe that southern democrats 
are so enamored with southern republicans as to shield them from 
the just punishment of such great offenses? I think not, but rather 
that when brought to the test they are unable to substantiate the 
charges they have so industriously circulated. 

A few words upon another subject, Mr. President. It is asserted 
of late, and our democratic friends take great pleasure in it, that 
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wherever the republicans are in power in the Southern States the 


| condition of affairs is characterized by disorder and lawlessness, and 
— 532, 500 00 | 


that wherever the democratic party is in power there peace and quiet 
is the result. Well, Mr. President, I do not admit that this is se. I 
know that in many instances it is not. But suppose we admit it; 
what does it show? It simply shows that the republicans in the 
South obey the laws and respect the existing authorities, whether 
those laws or those authorities be republican or democratic; while 
on the other hand it can be shown that democrats do not obey the 
laws when administered by republicans and do not respect the an- 


thorities when those authorities happen to be republicans. I need 


Trenton, 
Coushatta, Vicksburgh, Grant Parish, and lately, Hamburgh, to show 
It is true we have quiet in some of the 
Southern States, my own among the number, that are now under 
democratic rule, and why? Simply because republicans do not or- 


| ganize Ku-Klux Klansand do not resort to violence, assassination, and 


murder to secure their political ends; and for that reason you have 
peace. Mr. President, we should have had no war, all would have 
been peaceful and lovely, perhaps even to the present time, if it had 
not been for the fact that the democratic party of the South was 
called upon to live under republican rule in 1861. Rather than do 
that they deluged the country in blood, and rather than do so to-day 
they are ready to resort to such atrocities as characterized the late 
proceeding at Hamburgh, in the State of South Carolina. I wish I 


| could believe that in case the republicans should carry the coming 


election in Arkansas the democrats would live under our govern- 
ment as peaceably as we have under theirs. The history of the past 
leaves but little room for such credulity. 

Mr. President, much has been said of late about the fact that men 
who held positions in the confederate army occupy seats in this and 
the other Chamber. Let me say that in any Sonthern State where 
the democrats are really in the majority it is right that they should 
send democrats to represent them here, and when they do send deimo- 
crats, I hope they will continue to send here the men who bore the 


| brunt of battle in a gallant attempt to sustain a cause which I be- 


lieve they thought at the time was just. So far as I am concerned, 


| war swept over the South urged their neighbors to the front but 


staid themselves at home upon the pretext that they were the own- 


| ers of the required number of slaves which under confederate law ex- 





empted them from military service, men who when the Federal ar- 
mies marched into the South were Union men and when the Federal 
armies marched away were confederates. In my experience during 
the war 1 saw many such men, and Lam compelled to say [have but 
little respect forthem. I say I would much rather welcome men who 
fought for the flag of the confederacy here representing democratic 
constituencies than these other men to whom Lallude. They fought 
gallantly and well in a cause which is now lost forever, and which al- 
though now known to be a bad one, as before said, the; then believed 
to be just, and no word has ever or shall ever fall from my lips de- 
tracting from that gallantry. 

So far as I am concerned, I take great pleasure in embracing this 
opportunity to say here that I make no complaint because southern 
democratic constituencies have seen fit to send to represent them men 
who followed the flag which at that time the whole mass of the south- 
ern people unfurled. 

With these few remarks, Mr. President, I shall not detain the Sen- 
ate longer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that at five o’clock the Senate take a 
recess until half past seven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate take a recess from five o’clock until half past seven. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Say from half past five to eight. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will accept that; half past five to eight. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate take a recess from half 

yast five until eight o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is this a debatable question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I must ask for the yeas and nays, because 
of a matter that the public have a good deal of interest in. Senators 
may not get here in the night. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
17, nays 21; as follows: 


The question is on the conference 


YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Christiancy, 
Cragin, Dawes, Ferry, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Logan, Mitchell, Pad 
dock, Patterson, and Spencer—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bogy, Cameron of Wisconsin, Clayton, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, 
Eaton, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, Kelly, Kernan, Key, McMillan, Maxey, Morrill, 
Oglesby, Sargent, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Wadleigh, and Whyte—21. 

ABSENT—Mesasrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conkling, Conover, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Hamlin, Har- 
vey, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, McCreery, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, 
Norwood, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, Wallace, 
West, Windom, Withers, and Wright—33. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on concurring ip 
the conference report. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, believing that the bill upon which | nor did I know at that time that he or some other Senator or som, 


the report of the committee of conference bas been made was in viola- 
tion of an existing statute, that it was intended to circumvent a pro- 
vision of that statute by indirection, and that it was in its provisions 


discriminating and unjust to classes of pensioners who are not named 
in the bill, I took oceasion wl 


the bill, in my opinion, shonld not become a law. I am in favor of 
the most liberal pensions to all classes who can properly be held to 
be within the purview of a pension law 
crimination, to invidious partiality, and to an attempt by any one 
whatever to accomplish by indirection what it is deemed impossible 
to effect by direct methods. This bill proposes to give to soldiers who 
are unable to use artificial limbs commutation once in every tive years. 
I call the attention of the Senate to the remarks that were made by 
the Senator from Illinois when this matter was previously before the 
Senate as to what was the object and intention of the law. The re- 
marks were made on the 22d of July, which was Saturday, and ap- 
peared in the Recorp of the following Monday : 

Mr. Eomunps. How does it differ from the law? 

Mr. Locan. It does not differ at all except to change from the Secretary of War 
to the Quartermaster the furnishing of transportation. It is the same bill precisely 


except these changes and extending to every five years, which was the intention 
of the law 


Farther on the Senator from I}linois said: 

I aw now willing to make that change— 

That is, the change suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. ANTHONY ]— 
and make it conform to the original law. That is all there is of the bill. The Sur- 
geon-(ieneral gives a construction that he cannot re-issue these artificial limbs. 
‘The commutation is the same and everything is the same, except the change I have 
stated 

In the course of the debate I called the attention of the Senator 
from Hlinois to the provisions of the law approved June 18, 1574, 
which increased the rate of pension to persons who have lost either a 


leg at or above the knee or an arm above the elbow to $24 a month. 
1 he prov Iso) 18: 


Provided, That no artificial limbs, or commutation therefor, shall be furnished to 
such persons as shall be entitled to pensions under this act. 


The Senator from Illinois, when his attention was called to this 
act, expressly declared that the bill which is now under consideration 
Was not, and was not intended to be, in conflict with the provisions of 
thatlaw. Lasked him whether the intention of the bill was to give 
the pensiover increased pension and commutation for a limb that he 
could not use. He replied: 


Mr. LOGAN There is no sanch object at all 


The law was passed without refer- 
ence t 


! Phe object is just what is expressed on the face of the bill, to 
give the man an artificial limb who lost a leg or arm in the service. 


I replied to him that he had the right to that now. The Senator 
from Illinois then said: 


Mr. Locan. He had the right to it except that the Surgeon-General construed 
the law not to extend further than the first five years. Hence it cuts him off; and 
this is only to extend it every five 


pensions 





' years as the original intention of the law was. 
That is what the bill means, and that is all it was intended it should mean. 

He repeated that statement once or twice more, and the bill was 
passed, with an amendment inserted upon my motion: 

Provided, That this act shall be subject to the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act to jucrease pensions in certain cases,"’ approved June 18, 1874, 

Now, to show that I was right in my construction of the object and 
purpose of this bill, and to show how disingenuous the advocates of 
the bill are, it comes back with an amendment suggested by the 
committee of conference to the amendment offered by me by the in- 
sertion of the word “not” between the words “shall” and “ be,” ex- 
pressly excluding the bill from the operation of the law of June 1s, 
1®74, showing that the view I then took of it was correct,and that 
the statements which were made by the Senator from Illinois are not 
borne out by the facts, and that the object and purpose is as I stated, 
to accomplish the circumvention or repeal of that part of the law of 
June 18, 1874 by indirection and to accomplish this by the report of 
a conunittee of conference. 

I think it is unjust, as I said, because it discriminates in favor of 
one class of pensioners and against all other classes who are not 
named in the bill. The bill ought not to pass for another reason, 
and that is because it is retroactive. It provides that the period at 
which the commutation shall be given shall date back to June, 1370— 
more than six years. But if the Senate desire to pass the bill, if they 
desire to have accomplished by this method what the advocates of 
the bill are unwilling to submit as a distinct proposition, I have 
nothing tosay. I felt that, asthe chairman of the committee having 
these subjects in charge, being intrusted to a certain extent with the 
administration of the revenue of the Government in this direction, it 
was my duty to call the attention of the Senate to the objects and 
purposes of the bill and to the unfair and incorrect argument upon 
which the bill is attempted to be forced through. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not know that it is necessary for 
Senators to defend themselves every time that other Senators think 
some little advantage has been taken of them. I presume there is no 
desire to take any advantage of any one; 1 know that there is not on 
my part; and I say to the Senator from Kansas now that at the time 
we were discussing the bill I understood it just as I then stated it, 


hen it was before the Senate on its pas- | 
sage to call attention to those facts and to urge certain reasons why | 


; but I am opposed to dis- | 


| are made an exception. 


committee had inserted a proviso in a pension law recently that 
deprived a part of these soldiers of this apparatus. I did not know 
that; hence I stated what Idid. The House committee that reported 
this bill may have noticed that. I had not, and until my attention 
was called to the provision which I will read I was totally ignorant 
| of it. The only distinction I could discover between this bill and the 
original law was the change that I stated which applied to the 
Quartermaster-General instead of to the Secretary of War, and that 
the word “person” was used in this bill instead of “ officer, soldi: r, 
sailor, marine.” These were the only two changes; but on examina- 
| tion I find that the Pension Committee in reporting a billin 1874 put 
| this proviso to a little short bill. This is the bill: 
That all persons who are now entitled to pensions under existing laws, and whe 
have lost either an arm at or above the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, shal 
be left in the second class and shall receive $24 per month. 

The proviso is, “‘ Provided that no artificial limbs or commutation 
therefor shall be furnished to such persons.” 

That is the proviso which the Senator had reference to that I was 
totally ignorant of. That is tosay, they got a proviso in a pension 
bill in 1-74 that prohibited all persons who had lost an arm at or 
above the elbow and all who had lost a leg at or above the knee 
from receiving this apparatus. If there are any soldiers in this 
country who have been so unfortunate, and there are a great many, 
as to have lost an arm at or above the elbow or a leg at or above the 
knee, it does seem to me that they are the ones who should be en- 
titled to this apparatus, as much so as any others certainly. This 
bill does change the law so that the commutation shall be furnished 
by the Quartermaster-General instead of the Secretary of War, and 
it does change the law so as to include these particular persons who 

All other persons under the law as it exists 
now can receive this apparatus, except those I have mentioned. 
That exception being put in a pension law, this bill curesthat defect, 
and my attention was called to it. As Isaid, the House committee 
had noticed it; I had not. 

When we examined the bill before the Military Committee it was 
not in reference to the pension law, but in reference to the existing 
law as to limbs; and this was the only change I saw in the bill, and 
I so stated. That was the only error there was in the statement; but 
I say now, although tbat error was made innocently on my part, yet 
had I known this exception to exist at that time I would have per- 
sisted in the passage of the bill with just as much earnestness as I 





persist in the passage of it now, because it was right then and it is 
right now. If the Senator thinks that it is right to furnish an appa- 
ratus to all soldiers who have lost a hand, or a foot, or both feet, or 
both hands, and that it is not proper to furnish them an apparatus if 
they have lost both legs above the knee or both arms above the 
elbow, then I am willing to say that his theory ought to be adopted 
by the Senate of the United States; and that is all there is in this. 

The House concurs in all the Senate amendments except this one, 
and they insert the word “not” in that, and the managers on the part 
of the Senate agreed to it, for the reason that by examination of the 
law and a comparison of the law we find that all persons receiving 
pensions who had lost a limb in the war were entitled to this appa- 
ratus except those who were so unfortunate as to lose a leg above the 
knee or an arm above the elbow, or both. We thought they cer- 
tainly were entitled if anybody else was, 

Now a word as to the proposition the Senator suggests in reference 
to its being retroactive. The law as it stands, section 4788 of the 
Revised Statutes, is: 

Every person entitled to the benefits of the preceding section may, if he so elects, 
receive, instead of such limb or apparatus, the money value thereof. at the following 
rates, namely: For artificial legs, $75; for arms, $50; for feet, $50; for apparatus 
fur resection, $50. 

This, then, re-enacts the law as it stood in 1874. In 1874 all persons 
had received this apparatus or had received the commutation money ; 
hence this bill does not give commutation to any but those who made 
the second application. It does not apply to the first application, for 
that has already been received, bit only gives them authority to 
make the application once in every five years. The law in section 
4791 provides that the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
furnish to the persons embraced by the provisions of section 4787, and 
we change this so as to use the words “ Quartermaster-General” in- 
stead of * Secretary of War.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Dlinois is a tritie 
unjust in the argument that he makes when he attempts to suggest 
or intimate that the intention of the Committee on Pensions when 
they recommended the passage of the law that was approved on the 
isth of June, 1874, was to exclude certain classes of pensioners from 
the benefits of the law. The fact is that by that act the men who 
had suffered the class of disabilities therein named were raised from 
the third to the second class; the rate of their pension was increased, 
I think, $9 per month upon the representation of the Commissioner 
of Pensions and a bureau of medical officers there that they ought to 
receive that sum in consideration of the disability which the loss of 
the leg or arm at the points named inflicted upon them, They were 
therefore placed in the possession of a much higher pension than they 
had before, and the object of that was to compensate them for the 
loss that they had suffered, and the Pension Bureau and the board of 
examining officers thought that the sum of $24 per month was a 
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reasonable sum to pay them, taken in connection with the general 
«tandard that had been adopted for various bodily injuries. And at 
that time, in consequence of the fact that every ian who has lost a 
lex, whether he can use an artificial leg or not, applies either for the 
leg or for the commutation, the Commissioner of Pensions thought 
that justice to all these classes of men required that when these men 
accepted this higher grade of pension they should net be entitled to 
the commutation for the limb unless they could use it. That was the 
sole object of the law. There was no discrimination against a given 
class of pensioners. On the contrary, they were rated in the class 
above What they had previously been rated at, and the object of 
the law was to give them compensation which the Bureau said was | 
a reasovable equivalent for the loss they had received when compared 
with those allowed for other classes of injuries. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will ask the Senator, does he believe that becaus 
a man isso badly wounded that he cannot use the apparatus he 
ought not to have a higher pension than the man who cau use the 
apparatus ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Why, Mr. President, I do not believe that the rate 
of pension is high enough to make it a proper equivalent in any of 
these cases. The Senator from Illinois would not lose his leg for $24 
a month; neither would any of us. It is in no sense whatever an 
equivalent or compensation; bat it is the rate that has been estab- 
lished by the Government as the nearest approach to equity when 
it is taken into consideration with the sams that are allowed for other 
loalily injuries, such as the loss of a finger or the loss of a hand or the 
loss of the sight of an eye. This is not an independent, isolated case 
to be considered by itself. Of course we all admit that the pension 
of 324 per month 1s no equivalent for the loss of a leg; neither is the 
&§ a month that is paid to the soldier any equivalent for his total 
disability ; nor is $50 a month that is paid to those who require the 
constant care of others any equivalent or compensation for their ab- 
solute helplessness; but the Government can afford to pay only so 
much; they have established a certain rate, and they have appor- | 
tioned between the different classes of disabilities the different sums 
named in the pension law, and this is one that was adopted upon con- 
sideration and upon what were believed to be equitable grounds, and 
for the purpose of avoiding the continual claims that are made for 
artificial limbs or commutation for them by persons who cannot use 
them. Of course if the man cannot use the artificial leg, if he is so 
injured that he cannot use the artificial leg, there is no reason why 
the Government should pay him forit. If the rate of pension that 
he receives is not high enough, give him more; but do not pay hima 
pension and at the same time give him an equivalent for an artificial 
limb that he is not able to use in consequence of the injury he re- 
ceived, 

Mr. LOGAN. I have only to say in reference to that that if a man 
has his arm off at the wrist and you can give him a hand, that is all 
right; he is entitled to it; he may make useof that; but if his arm 
is off above the elbow, so that he cannot use it for any purpose what- 
ever, he can only get the saine character of pension as others, but he 
is not entitled to an artificial limb. Why? 

Mr. INGALLS. Within the last two years in consequence of that 
very inequity that the Senator complains of, in consequence of the 


injnstice that he complains of, they have been raised from the third | 


to the second class. That was why the bill was passed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that they have been raised somewhat. 
Some get $3 a month and some get $15 and some $4 a month only, 
and on up to$24a month. Those who can use their arms or legs get 
$24amonth? Now you add an apparatus that others cannot use to 


walk about. If they cannot use that apparatus they get $75 a leg. | 


That is a little more than $1 a month additional. Every five years he 
gets $75. For the sixty months he gets a little over a dollar a month. 
That is all. I ask the people of this country if a man is so badly 
wounded that he cannot use an apparatus to walk around on 
whether they object to increasing his allowance in this way $1.25 
a month? That is all it means. I do not think this Government 
ought to be so niggardly as it is in reference to these things. If a 
poor cripple who cannot walk a step comes into this Hall and asks 


for a little increase of pension, there is as much noise over it as if it | 


was a one-hundred-thousand-dollar cotton claim. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Kansas | Mr. INGALLS] was 
speaking, as I understood him, of men so disabled that they cannot 
use an artificial hand or leg. I should like to inquire of him or of the 
Senator from Illinois what, in the view of the Senator from Kansas, 
would become of cases like this? Here is a man whose arm is off 
below the elbow; he can use an artificial hand; or his leg is ampu- 
tated and he can use an artificial leg. That man afterward becomes 
disabled. He is partially paralyzed, or he is overtaken by disease, 
or he gets too weak to do manual labor and go about. He would not 
protit by the higher rate of pension given to men who were originally 
so disabled that they could not use an artificial limb; nor would he 
in any way that I can see receive anything as the equivalent for his 
limb; but he simply would become a loser of so much, owing to the 
fact that he had become so much more prostrate, so much more help- 
less. It strikes me that there must be a pretty large percentage of 
such cases; and I suggest to the Senator from Lllinois, in aid of his 
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argument, that whatever there is in them tends to show that the idea 
for which he is conteuding is a just and proper one. 

Mr. LOGAN. There are, I will say to the Senator, as I undet 
stand—I have not the data so exactly that I can state the number 
correctly—bat I have been informed by those who have inquired—that 
there are about fifteen hundred persons of this character, called pen- 
sioners of the second class, with a leg off above the knee or an arm 
off above the elbow. It is to them that this applies, and none other. 

The rest all get this apparatus, or get their commutation, except this 

fifteen hnnudred, or whatever the number may be. I understand fif- : 
teen hundred have a leg off above the knee or an arm off above the 

elbow. They are excluded. This bill puts them back and makes 

some other changes. I think they are more entitled to it than any- 

body else, and that this provision ought to have been inserted in the 

law. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if 
under the present law soldiers who have been crippled in this way 
can renew the apparatus or get commutation for it? : 

Mr. INGALLS. By express provision of law they are entitled to 
artificial limbs or commutation therefor once in five years. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Then I think those who cannot wear them are y 
clearly entitled to commutation. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the point exactly. f 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the soldier who can wear it is given the ap- 
paratus and then $9 a month is added to his pension, with a view to 
recompense that man, but no future issue of apparatus, then it will 
he fair to give those soldiers who cannot wear it a commutation. Lf 
the soldiers who can wear the apparatus are entitled to an arm or a 
leg every five years, surely the soldiers who cannot wear it are enti- 
tled to commutation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the first act, which was passed on the 
16th of July, 1862, there was simply provision made for the pur 
chase of artificial limbs for soldiers and seamen disabled in the serv- 
ice, to be expended under the direction of the Surgeon-General. The 
first amendment to that law was on the 2#th of July, 1866, and the , 
Secretary of War was then directed to furnish transportation to dis- 5 
abled soldiers to and from their places of residence to the places 
where they could procure the artificial limbs. In 1864 a provision 
was made extending the benefits of the law to officers, providing that 
all officers in the military and naval service should be entitled to the 
same that the soldicrs and marines were entitled to receive. On the 
I7thday of June, 1570, the law was passed to which reference is made in 
the bill. That law provides— 

That every soldier who was disabled during the late war for the suppression of 
the rebellion, and who was furnished by the War Department with an artificial 
limb, or apparatus for resection, shall be entitled to receive a new limb or apparatus 
as soonafter the passage of this act as the same can be practically [practicably| 
furnished, and at the expiration of every tive years thereafter, under such regula 
tions as may be prescribed by the Surgeon-General of the Army: Provided, That 
the soldier may, if he so elect, receive, instead of said limb or apparatus, the money 
value thereof, at the following rates, viz: For artificial legs, $75; for arms, $50; 
for feet, $50; for apparatus for resection, $50. 


And this was placed under the control of the Surgeon-General. On 
the 30th of June, 1870, an amendment was passed to that law pro- 
viding that the benefits of all the acts then in force should be ex- 
tended to all officers, soldicrs, seamen, and marines; and there is 
where the words come in which have been put into the bill in the 
conference committee by amendment instead of simply “officers, 
soldiers, seamen, and marines.” The law of June 30, 1870, was incor- 
porated into the Revised Statutes, and was amended by the law of 
| June 18, 1874. 

It does seem to me that justice, equity, and fair dealing, as ex- 
hibited in all the legislation of Congress from 1862 up to June 1%, 
1874, require that the provisions of this bill shall be extended to the 
officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines, and I do hope that the bill will 
pass as the conferees agreed to it. I think it is nothing more than 
simple justice and equity to these soldiers that the provisions of the 
bill shall be extended to them. It simply fixes the date, the 17th of 
June, 1870, as the beginning of the period of five years, and during 
every five years from that date they shall receive an artificial arm or 
leg, or in lieu of it every five years they may receive $75 or $50. This 
is a very smallsum; it does seem to me they are entitled to it; and I 
hope the report will be concurred in. 

The report was concurred in. 


PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate take a recess from five 
o'clock until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
me to call up a bill which I have tried to get up and which has been 
read twice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and yield to the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is only to alter the date in regard to the pave- 
ment of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish to make a conference report which 
the House wish acted upon. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I see no reason why the Senator from Vermont 
should interpose his bill now. Le can have it passed at any time. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to me to make a conference report? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
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amendment of the Senate to the bill of the louse No. 3168, entitled “An act relat- | 


ing to partition of real estate in the District of Columbia,” respectfully report that 
that they have met, and after full and free conference have agreed to recommend, 
and do recommend, to their respective Houses es follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same, with the following amendment : 

Strike out all after the word “may” in line 3 of said amendment and insert “in 
the direction of the court be compelled in any court of competent jurisdiction to 
make or suffer partition of such estate or estates. In proceedings for partition, 
all persons in interest shall be made parties in the same manner as in cases of equity 
jurisdiction. And in proceedings for partition under this act the court may, in ac 
dition to the powers herein conferred, exercise such powers as are or may be con- 
ferred by virtue of the general equity jurisdiction of the court. 

“Sec. 2. That the court, in all cases in decreeing partition, may, if it satisfactorily 
appears that said lands and tenements, or any estate or interest therein, cannot be 
divided without loss or injury to the parties interested, decree a sale thereof and a 
division of the money arising from such sale among the parties according to their 
respective rights and interests 

Src. 3 
require on good cause shown that the sale be made for cash, the purchase-money 
shall be payable one-third on day of sale, one-third in one year, and one-third in 
two years thereafter, with interest, the deferred payments to be secured to the 
parties, according to their respective interedts, by good and sufficient mortgage 
upon the premises so sold, which shall be subject to the approval of the court.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

FREDK. T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
T. O. HOWE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. LAWRENCE, 
SCOTT LORD, 
GEO. F. HOAR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in, 


REPAVEMENT OF 
Mr. MORRILL. 


PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 
I now ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield 


to me for the purpose of having the Senate concur in House bill No. | 


4085. The bill has already been read, and I think there will be no 
opposition to it. If there is to be any debate, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will yield, if 1 do not lose the floor for my 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill which he has named. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No, 4085) to repeal part 
of section 5 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the repavement of 
Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 19, 1876. 
part of section 5 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the repave- 
ment of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 19, 1876, which pro- 


vides “that said pavement shall be fully completed and ready for | 


use December 1, 1376.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Has there been any amendment to the bill since it 
came from the House ? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is just as it came from the House. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED RECESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now ask the Senator from Rhode Island to allow 
me to take up and pass a bill appointing a joint commission on the 
silver question, which was proposed by the House to which there was 
an amendment of the Committee on Finance, in effect the same as 
the joint resolution of the House but putting it in the form of a bill 
and appropriating enough money to carry it out. 

Mr. LOGAN. J shall object to taking up that bill at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. LOGAN, I will not object to taking it up after awhile. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate take a recess from half 
past five to eight o'clock, 

Mr. SPENCER. IL ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to 
permit me to offer a resolution. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the question will be taken on my motion 
now, and then I will yield the floor. 

Mr. EATON. 1 hope my friend from Rhode Island will not press 
hismotion. Ihave no doubt he has a very good dinner at home, but 
yet I trust he will not press this matter, Let us go on and finish the 
business now, without a recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate take a recess from half past five until eight 
o'clock, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

ALABAMA ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SPENCER. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that the late election, August 7, 1876, in the State of Ala- 


bama— 
Mr. COOPER. 
Mr. SPENCER. 
formation, 


I object. 
I should like to have the resolution read for in- 


The Senator from Vermont moves | 


| 


That in all such sales, unless the court shall by special order direct or 


It repeals all that | 


| jection being made. 
| not in order. 





Avuaust? 14, 


Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be reported for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, as follows: 


I object. 

i have a right to have it read for information. 
Not without notice, I take it. 

I think I have a right to have the resolution 


Whereas it is alleged that the late election, August 7, 1876, in the State of Ala. 


| bama for State ofticers and members of the Legislature—— 


Mr. COOPER. The resolution cannot be read under the rules, ob- 
I objected and I object now. The reading is 


Mr. SPENCER. You can object to the consideration, but not to the 


| reading of it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can object to the con- 
sideration, but the Senator from Alabama asks for the reading of the 
resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Alabama can read it himself 
and avoid dispute. 

Mr. COOPER. But can it be read by the Clerk without unanimous 
consent ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee ob- 
jects to its being read at the desk. The Senator from Rhode Island 
suggests that the Senator from Alabama read it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Rule 14 provides that— 

When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same is objected to by any 
Senator, it shall be determined by a vote of the Senate, and without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
object. 

Mr. COOPER. The point of order I make is this: There is no ques- 
tion before the Senate and a Senator cannot call for the reading of a 


So the Chair understands. 
It does not lie within the power of one Senator to 


| paper unless there is a question before the Senate, under that rule. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
move the reading of the resolution? 

Mr. SPENCER. I suppose it is in order for me to give notice that 
I shall offer on the first opportunity the following resolution : 


Whereas it is alleged that the late election, August 7, 1876, in the State of Ala. 
bama, for State officers and members of the Legislature, was characterized by 
great frauds, violence, and intimidation, whereby the freedom of the ballot was in 
a great measure destroyed, a reign of terror established, ballot-boxes stuffed, pre- 
cincts where large republican majorities existed were not opened for voting, ob 
macles were interposed to prevent registration, so that a popular majority of more 
than 10,000 was overcome and in its place was given an apparent but fraudulent 
majority of more than 40,000; and whereas the Legislature thus chosen will have 
the election of a Senator to represent that State in this body; and whereas, if 
these allegations are true, a great number of the citizens of the United States 
have had their rights under the Constitution and laws of the United States wick- 
edly violated: Therefore, 

Resoloed, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair to inves- 
tigate the truth of the said allegations and the circumstances attending said elec- 
tion, with power to sit during the recess, to visit said State to make their investi 
gations, to send for persons and papers, and to use all necessary process in the 
performance of their duties; and to make report to the Senate during the next 
session of their investigation and findings; and that the said committee be author- 
ized to employ a clerk and a stenographer. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Dees the Senator from Tennessee 
object to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to submit on this question of order that 
under the rules the Senator from Alabama has a right to submit his 
resolution, but it must lie over for consideration one day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think he had a right to have it read at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He had a right to offer it, but ob- 
jection was made to its present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought the Chair had been led to acquiesce in 
the notion that the resolution could not be submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all. The Chair stated that 
if objection was made to the reading the question would be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. There being no business before the Senate, the 
Senator from Alabama had a right to submit his resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely suggest that on being submitted, it be- 
ing a paper properly submitted, we should have a right to hear it, as 
a paper which has not incidentally come in, but a thing submitted 
for the action of the Senate; and for that purpose the Senator had 
a right to have it read at the desk, and if anybody objected it must 
lie over for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee, the 
Chair understood, rose to object to its reading, but as the reading was 
in order, he now objects to its consideration, and the resolution goes 
over under the rule, 

COAST SURVEY REPORTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a concurrent resolution to print extra copies of 
reports of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the use of the 
office, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. It is the usual resolution which when presented is always 
passed. There is no provision for gratuitous distribution, but it 
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merely provides for the printing of copies for the use of the Superin- | Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 


tendent of the Coast Survey. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much will it cost? 

Mr. ANTHONY. There are only two thousand copies; I move its 
present consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 1,000 ex- 
tra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 
encing June 30, 1874, aud that the same number of copies of his a for the year 
ending June 30, 1875, be printed for distribution by the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the resolution of the House pro- 
viding for the final adjournment of Congress be taken from the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK. LIask my colleague to give way one moment, in 
order that I may ask the Senate to proceed to consider the bill which 
I asked to have considered this morning. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. After this is acted upon my colleague can get 
his bill up. 

Mr. ANTH( INY. Does not the motion of the Senator from Nebraska 
{ Mr. Hrrcncock } require unanimous consent ? 

Mr. LOGAN. In that case I object. 

Mr. WEST. The resolution was reported on Saturday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was reported on 
Saturday and lies on the table. The motion is to take it from the 
table, which is in order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘To jfass that resolution now is to decree that we 
shall give up all the business now before the Senate. We cannot act 
upon the constitutional amendment, we cannot act upon a very im- 
portant matter which the President has submitted to us with regard 


to Indian hostilities, and we shall not transact our executive busi- | 


ness. It puts it in the power of any Senator to prevent the comple- 
tion of any business now before us. We ought to transact our busi- 
ness first, and then pass the resolution. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 suppose the idea is to amend the resolution 
which came from the House and fix a later date. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We can fix the date when we finish the business. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President 

Mr. LOGAN, Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to say a 
word? 

Mr. WEST. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave but this to say. I do not see what the anx- 
iety of the Senator from Nebraska is. There are some two or three 
measures here that he has taken a very great interest in during the 
session. He exhibited considerable interest in the passage of a cer- 
tain bill that I am very desirous of getting up. It is now on the Cal- 
endar and I hope we shall reach it. It is known as the bounty bill, 
and I hope the Senate will not adjourn until it votes upon that meas- 
ure. Besides, there are other matters. The conference report on the 
Incian bill has not been agreed to, and there are quite a number of 
things. I cannot see why the Senate is so desirous of taking up the 
adjournment resolution at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Illinois what the con- 
dition of the bill is with reference to Indian hostilities ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understand that the Indian hostilities bill is 
now on our table awaiting the action of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir,itis. There is another matter I desire to call 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to, and it is this: Sev- 
eral days ago, at the suggestion of the President of the United States 





Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have a recollection, too, that the House did 


| fail on that day to pass the bill, and that the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs also failed to make that report. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I will say that I 
do not get up here for the purpose of criticising the Honse or the Sen- 
ator, but the idea that the Senator should say he had a promise from 
me to report a bill I do not understand. Iam only the organ of the 
committee. The committee would have to act on it and agree to it. 
He is making a statement that is going a little further than is neces- 
sary. I said then, and say now, that if the House refused to act 


} upon the bill I should introduce a proposition to call for volun- 


teers; but if the House will act on the bill I consider it better than to 
call for volunteers. Cavalry regiments can be more readily filled up 
to go against these Indians than to make a eall for yolunteers and 
organize them. For that reason I prefer the bill which has gone to 
the House, and I hope the House will act upon it. If they fail to act, 
however, we shall take the next best means we can. Inasmuch as 
the Senator lives on the border and has been so desirous with refer- 
ence to protection against these hostilities, it does not seem to me that 
it is the best course for him to ask for an adjournment until the House 
act upon a measure of so much importance, 

Mr. WEST. I must insist that, as I obtained the floor from the Chair, 
there shall not be a cross-firing here between Senators the whole time. 
Some other Senators want tosay a word. I wish to bring to the atten- 
tion of the Senate the condition of our affairs here, and to show that 
it is impossible for us to adjourn to-day unless we have the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate; that any one Senator's objection will 
continue the session until to-morrow, because the Indian appropria- 
tion bill lies on the table. It has been reported to-day, and unless 
we get unanimous consent to consider it we must sit to-morrow. If 
we can have an understanding here, under the guidance of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, that that bill shall be con- 
sidered, we shall know that we can adjourn. Otherwise any Senator 
has it in his power to make us sit to-morrow. Now let us consider 
that bill, and if there is objection to it we shall have to sit to-morrow. 

Several SENATORS. Let us take it up now. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Louisiana says we cannot 
adjourn to-day. I have said nothing about adjourning to-day. I 
have simply asked to take up the resolution in order to fix upon some 
time to adjourn. I believe we can and ought to adjourn to-day. 

Mr. WEST. Suppose somebody should object to the bill? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ido not believe any Senator on this floor will 
take the responsibility of preventing action on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, which he can do by a single objection. 

Mr. WEST. ‘Try it and see. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If he does I am perfectly willing that he shall 
take that responsibility. I certainly have no desire to dictate to any 
Senator on the floor, but I believe that after nine months of weary, 
almost useless, session—because I believe there has been but little 
good and a great deal of evil done--the country and the Senate, a 
majority of them, are ready to adjourn and adjourn promptly. I 
certainly think a majority of the Senate might be registered upon 
that question. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have been pressed to call up the conference re- 
port on the Indian appropriation bill, and I now ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed to the present consideration of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has 
moved to take up the adjournment resolution. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. WINDOM. [ask if it does not require unanimous consent to 





and the Secretary of War, we passed a bill and sent it to the House 
authorizing the recruiting of twenty-five hundred cavalrymen for the 
purpose of filling up the ranks of the cavalry to go against the Indians 
who are perpetrating acts of hostility upon the white settlers on the 
frontier. That bill has not yet been acted on by the House. I say to 
the Senator from Nebraska who was very anxious, as both the Sen- 
ators from Nebraska were, afew days ago to have a resolution passed 
calling for volunteers, that I cannot understand his anxiety about the 
resolution for final adjournment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not a few days ago, but a few weeks ago. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; a few weeks ago, then. If the House 
fail to act on the bill authorizing the filling up of the cavalry regi- 
ments, I have a resolution in my pocket to offer to the Senate which 
I will then ask the Senate to pass authorizing the President to call 
out volunteers; but I do not desire to do that if the House will act 
upon the other bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say to the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs that I wish he would introduce his resolution at 
once. 

Mr. LOGAN. I propose to introduce it if the House fails to act on 
the other bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know how long a time is requisite to 
convince the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs whether 
or not the House intend to pass either of the bills for the increase of 
military forces in the Northwest. I have a recollection of a promise 
from the honorable Senator, made several days ago, that if the House 
failed on that day he would before the close of the session of the Sen- 
ate on that particular day report a bill to allow the acceptance of 
volunteers by the President. 





take up the report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itdoes. The report will be regarded 
as before the Senate unless there is objection to its present considera- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. WEST, (to Mr. Hircucock.) I told you so. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew my motion. 

Mr. WINDOM. Is there any way under the rules by which the re- 
port can be taken up? I want that understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One objection prevents the report 
from being considered to-day. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the adjournment resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The idea of our agreeing to any definite moment 
of adjournment until the business that is indispensable is disposed of, 
and we know that it is disposed of by the signature of the President 
toevery appropriation bill, not one of which can he sign constitution- 
ally after we have adjourned, is perfectly absurd, as it appears to me. 
I do not intend to stand in the way of the Indian appropriation bill 
being considered at the proper time and its due order; but other bills 
have had the consideration of the Senate, and we have endeavored 
to get them up from time to time, and they have been laid aside, that 
are very worthy of great consideration, and I do not intend that any- 
| thing shall be taken up out of its regular order, reported from a com- 

mittee to-day, until other matters of at least oneal public importance 
are disposed of. That is my reason for objecting, and until they are 
| disposed of I shall continue to ask that the rules of the Senate be en- 





forced. I am as anxious to go home as anybody else is, but the idea 
| of now agreeing that the resolution of the House with a future time 


































































ee 


eae 


Chiesa esas 


~ , 


Eo, ia 


Fu 


Pe a 


5980 


named, as it must be, of course—it is perfectly competent to take it 
up, I admit, and amend it—but the idea of fixing any honr until we 
shall have known that the business which is indispensable is disposed 
of, is in my opinion entire folly. As soon as the business absolutely 
indispensable is disposed of, then we can take up this resolution and 
put the time twenty minutes ahead, and if the House agree to it we 
are dissolved. They would not wish to agree to it anysoener. They 
ought to reject a time themselves if we were to send it over now, un- 
til we know that essential measures to carry on the Government have 
received the approval vf the President. 1 hope my friend, therefore, 
will not insist on pressing this taking up now. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate take from the 
table the adjournment resolution from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesasrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton. Hitchcock, Jones of Flor- 
ida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, MeCreery, McDonald, Maxey, Norwood, Oglesby, Pad- 
dock, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, and Whyte—21. 

NA YS—Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis 
consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Harvey, In 
galls, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Patterson, Sargent, 
Spencer, West, and Windom—24 

ABSENT—Mesars. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Brace, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis. Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Ham- 
lin, Howe, Johnston, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, 
Wadleigh, Wallace, Withers, and Wright—26 

So the motion to proceed to the consideration of the resolution was 
not agreed to. 


RECESS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess until eight 
o'clock, 

Mr. OGLESBY. No recess now. 

Mr. EATON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken resulted—yeas 
23, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wis- 
consin, Christiancy, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Jones of 
Nevada, Logan, McDonald, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Patterson, Sargent, Spen- 
cer, West, and Windom—23 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Harvey, Ingalls, 
Jones of Florida, Kelly, Kernan, Key, MeCreery, Maxey, Norwood, Oglesby, Pad- 
dock, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, and Whyte—22. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Ilamilton, Hamlin, Hiteh- 
cock, Howe, Johnston, Merrimon, Morton, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, 
Wadleigh, Wallace, Withers, and Wright—26. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until eight o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate re-assembled at eight o’clock p. m. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.G.M. ApamMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
cominittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (IL. R. No. 3165) relating to partition of real estate in the 
District of Columbia. 


THE SCHOOL AMENDMENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the House resolution for the amendment of the Constitution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 1) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the resolution, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, the Senate, by a majority vote, has 
substituted the article reported by the Judiciary Committee for the 
article proposed and passed in the House of Representatives and sent 
here. The article sent here by the House declared that— 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibit- 
ing the free exercise thereof; and no money raised by taxation in any State for the 
support of public schools or derived from any public fund therefor, nor any pub- 
lic lands devoted thereto, shall ever be under the control of any religious sect or 
donomination ; nor shall any money so raised or lands so devoted be divided be- 
tween religious sects or denominations. 

That was the proposed article which had been brought to the at- 
tention of the public many months ago by a gentleman of distinction 
[Mr. Blaine] in the party with which he acted and very well known 
to the country ; and I believe that it met with no considerable oppo- 
sition in any quarter. It declares that money raised in a State by 
taxation for the support of publie schools or derived from any public 
fund therefor or any public lands devoted thereto shall not be under 
the control of any religious sect or denomination, nor shall any money 
so raised be divided among the sects or religious denominations. 
Were this before the Senate I would support it. 

I should be opposed, if the people of a State were entirely of one 
denomination, and that the one to which I belong, to placing moneys 


raised for the support of public schools under the control of that re- 
ligious denomination. 
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But there has been another article proposed here and adopted by 
a majority of the Senate; and as I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to this proposed article I will read it. I invite attention to 
the various provisions of it. 

ArticLe XVI. 

No State shal] make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohib. 
iting the free exercise thereof; and no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualitication to any office or public trust under any State. No public property, 
and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or under the authority of, the 
United States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal corporation, shall be 
appropriated to, or made or used for, the support of any school, educational or 
other institution, under the control of any religious or anti-religious sect, organ. 
ization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or tenets of any religious 
or anti-religious sect, organization, or desomination shall be taught; and no such 
particular creed or tenets shall be read or taught in any school or institution sup. 
ported in whole or in part by such revenue or loan of credit; and no such appro- 
priation or loan of credit shall be made to any religious or anti-religious sect, or- 
ganization, or denomination, or to promote its interests or tenets. This article 
sball not be construed to prohibit the reading of tho Bible in any school or institu. 
tion ; and it shall not have the effect to impair rights of property already vested. 

Src. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to provide for tho 
prevention aud punishment of violations of this article. 

I cannot, with my views of what is wise either for the Federal 
Government or for the people of the respective States, vote for this 
proposed article. I ask the attention of Senators to the leading prin- 
ciple or idea which the wise men who framed the Constitution of the 
United States followed in framing it. It was that the Federal Gov- 
ernment, which was to be the Government and to act for the people 
of all the States, should have those powers which were essential to 
action by that Government on subjects as to which the people of all 
the States had a common general national interest. It was to be a 
Government with power to make treaties with foreign countries, to 
provide for the general defense, to furnish a currency, to regulate 
commerce, and to have jurisdiction over other matters of like char- 
acter in which all the States had a common general interest and 
upon which the people of the several States could not properly act. 
The framers of the Constitution believed also that it was wiser and 
better that the people of the several States should reserve to them- 
selves and exercise all those powers of government which related to 
home rights, if I may use that term, to the internal affairs of the 
State, to the regulating of the domestic relations, to the title to 
property, the modes in which it could be transferred ; in a word, that 
the people of each State should have the exclusive power to manage 
their local and internal affairs as they thonght best for their own hap- 
piness and prosperity. I think all experience shows how wise this 
was and is. 

It was and is wise in reference to the perpetuity and strength of 
the Federal Government, which extends over a very wide section of 
country, over communities living in different States and having dif- 
ferent views as to their local matters and State governments. The 
Federal Government will be strong and the people contented while 
the people of each State manage their own local affairs and the Fed- 
eral Government in its action is restricted to general national affairs. 
But when in reference to these local affairs of a State, these home 
matters, the representatives front Massachusetts or New York have 
a voice as to what shall be done in California as to local State mat- 
ters, the people of Ohio shall have a voice in the local affairs of 
Missouri, we can readily see that there will not be as much content- 
ment, and I do not believe there would be as much of good govern- 
ment and prosperity, as if the people of each State managed these ° 
local affairs for themselves. It makes the Federal Government 
strong to leave local affairs to the people of the State, because the 
people of different States then do not come in conflict in the Halls of 
Congress as to local government and policy, in regard to which they 
may have very different interests and views. The founders of the 
Federal Government had the wisdom to perceive the advantage of 
leaving to the people of each State the control and management of 
their local State matters. 

Believing this to be wise, believing that nothing but evil will grow 
out of allowing the Representatives of one State to have a voice as to 
the local affairs of another, I have believed, and all my teaching and 
experience confirm me, that we should have pa in the Federal 
Government only over those matters as to which the people of all the 
States have a common, general interest and as to which the people 
of a State could not act for themselves. 

Now, Mr. President, in my judgment this wise principle which has 
worked so well in the past is violated by the proposed amendment 
reported to the Senate by the Judiciary Committee, and which is now 
under consideration. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the Senator this question, 
whether the amendment as it came from the House does not violate 
the principle for which he is contending ? 

Mr. KERNAN. Lanswer with entire frankness that to some ex- 
tent it does. ’ 

Mr.EDMUNDS. It does to every extent as far as it goes. 

Mr. KERNAN. I willanswer frankly that I believe that the matterof 
educating children may be wisely left to the people of each State. I be- 
lieve that it isa home right; I believe that it will be exercised best in 
that way. I believe that our experience shows that there is no serious 
difficulty in its being exercised wisely and well by the people of each 
State for themselves. But I recognize that moneys raised to support 
common public schools are a fund to support asystem which pervades 
the Union ; this system is regarded with great interest by a large por- 
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tion of our people; and it is a single subject. Inasmuch as there was 
danger that sectarian dissensions would arise in regard to the com- 
mon-school moneys, inasmuch as it was asserted that efforts were 
being made to divide these moneys between the religious denomina- 
tions, and there was great danger that the subject of the common 
schools would be made a political question and sectarian prejudices 
aroused as an element in political contests, I was willing to adopt the 
Blaine amendment, in the hope and belief that it would quiet these 
groundless fears as to the common schools and avert the evils which 
spring from religious prejudices. 
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Therefore I say that while I believe that it is wiser and better to | 


leave the people of each State free to maintain their schools as they 
vee fit and I do not believe there will be any diversion of money raised 
for the support of common schools to other purposes, especially as 
in many State constitutions, as in that of New York, there are pro- 
visions which forbid the application of money raised for common 
schools to any other object. Yet if it would allay that which Lregard as 
the greatest evil that ever comes among a community, strife and bit- 
terness in reference to religious creed, I was willing to vote for the 
Blaine amendment, although, as the Senator from Indiana says, it is 
against the principles [ believe to be wise. 
posed amendment now before the Senate as going far beyond that 


proposed by Mr. Blaine; and in my judgment, instead of allaying | 
strife and dissension, it will increase them and bring evil to our | 


schools, to our institutions, and to the people of our country. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator kindly tell us 





Mr. KERNAN. As I promised to get through in a few minutes, and | 


want to state my views without arguing them, I must decline to yield | have never belonged to a Christian sect; but the time comes when 


now, and after I am through, if my friend wishes, I will answer him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was asking for light. 

Mr. KERNAN. 1 know my friend wants light, but he has got a 
fine intellect and he does not expect to get it from me, I fear; but if 
he does, what little light I can shed will be shed more intelligently 
by allowing me to proceed quietly in stating what my views are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator declines to allow me to ask 
him a question? ' 

Mr. KERNAN. Yes, sir. 

As I said, I think the proposed amendment before the Senate vio- 
lates seriously, in many ways, the principle to which I have alluded 
of giving the Federal Government supreme power only over national 
subjects; and as to internal affairs, local matters in the States, the 
people of the several States should exercise the power as they re- 
served it in the original Constitution, untrammeled. 

I have said that, in my judgment, the proposed amendment would 
be a very wide departure fromm correct principles. As to the first 
clause I have no comment to make; this declares that— 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohib- 
iting the free exercise thereof; and no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any office or public trust under any State. 

That provision has my most hearty commendation; but for all that 
it is not necessary to put it in the Federal Constitution. That mat- 
ter was discussed in the convention that made the Constitution, and 
it was not thought wise to put in any such provision, but to leave it 
to the States; and we have gone on little less than a century, begin- 
ning with clauses in the constitutions of many States, making dis- 
tinctions on account of religious creeds, and 1 believe they have all 
disappeared from every State constitution except that of the State of 
New Hampshire; and I venture to say that will soon be changed. 
There is a provision in the constitution of that State that no one can 
be elected governor unless he is of the Protestant religion, and so as 
to members of the Legislature of the State. But Iam willing to trust 
that to the people of that State, believing that very soon in this age 
of ours and in this country of ours they will adopt the liberal pro- 
visions which are found in the constitutions of the other States on the 
subject of the sacred rights of conscience. In the constitution of my 
own State in reference to any interference with a man’s conscientious 
convictions as to religion it is declared : 


_The free exercise and enjoyment of religious profession and worship, without 
discrimination or preference, shall forever be allowed in this State to all mankind. 


It makes no religious test a qualification for any office; and this I 
believe is true as toother States except New Hampshire. Therefore 
I assume as to this provision which I have read, the first clause in 
the article, there is really no need for it. It would be an insult to 
the people of every State in this Union, New Hampshire included, to 
say that there was danger that they would begin now to establish a 
State religion, or begin to prohibit its exercise, or make religious be- 
lief a test or qualification for holding office. 

_ I cannot conceive that there is any need of our having a constitu- 
tional amendment to guard the people of a State against anything of 
that kind, and I say it very sincerely, because I realize that if there 
1s a prejudice of that kind perchance it exists most strongly against 
those with whom I believe in reference to matters of religion. 

But I ask attention to what follows: 

No public property, and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or 
under the authority of the United States, or any State, Territory, District, or 
municipal corporation, shall be appropriated to, or made or used for, ‘the support of 
any school, educational or other institution, wander the control of any religious or 
anti-religious sect, organization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed 
ov tenets of any religious or anti-religious sect, organization, or denomination shall 
be taught, Aud no such particular creed or tenets shall be read‘or taught in any 
school or institution supported in whole or in part by such revenue or loan of credit. 


DOS | 


In the constitutions of some of the States the people have thoueht 


| it wise to insert a provision that no funds or property of the Staie 


should be given to any private institution, but should be used only 
to support the institutions of the Government; but this provision 
under consideration is not of that character. This seems to be aimed 
at something else. This leaves the United StatesGovernment to vote 
away any amount of public land to a corporation to build a railroad 
or do some other work ; but the United States Government could not 
under this amendment give a piece of land te Bishop Whipple for an 
Indian school or church. I allude to him because I know he is the 
zealous Episcopal bishop of Minnesota who has taken such an inter- 
est in trying to civilize and protect and christianize the Indians. 
While we may give to railroad jobs under this proposed amendment 
any amount of public lands, we cannot give him a site out of the 
public land for his little church or for his mission school, becausé of 
course he would teach the Indians the creed of that denomination of 
which he is a bishop. 

Let us go a little further. How are you to get on under this 


|} amendment? This Government has soldiers’ homes; it has, I be- 





| lieve, some hospitals in this District that it aids to support, and some 
But I consider the pro- | 


other good Christian benevolent institutions; but what will be the 
effect of this amendment? “No particular creed” is the language 
“or tenet ” can be “read or taught ” in yoursoldiers’ home or in your 
school for orphan children or in any other institutions supported or 
aided by the Government. Take the soldiers’ home. A man is there 
who has gone there and is taken care of there because of the wounds 
he received or ill-health he incurred in the public service. He may 


he does desire religious ministrations. He is on a bed of sickness. 
He has from the mother that reared him perchance, or from his 
friends, or from other associations, a leaning to the Methodist denom- 
ination and sends for a clergyman of that church and asks that he 
may be tanght that form of Christianity; and yet with this amend- 
ment in force, he cannot in that institution be taught that creed. So 
with an orphan asylum supported in whole or in part by the United 
States. You may say there are but few such institutions under the 
Federal Government, and I shall spend no time on them. Come to 
our State governments. Here are juvenile reformatories. The chil- 
dren are gathered in there, the little waifs whose parents are either 
dead or from some misfortune or vice do not care for them. They 
have committed a petty offense, the first step in crime. 

In the State of New York we have two or three reformatories for 
children under sixteen who have committed crime. The State re- 
formatories are supported entirely from the public treasury. Do my 
friends mean to say that we shall put in the United States Constitu- 
tion an iron rule to bear upon the people of every State that they 
shall not permit any Christian creed to be “read or tanght” in such 
an institution to these children? It is at war, it seems to me, with all 
that is wise and all that is good in the State. Go to States where 
such institutions exist, and there is no difficulty, if we keep this out 
of politics and act like wise Christian men, like Christian men where 
each believes he is right and ought to have the means to practice that 
which he believes to be his duty in reference to worshiping his 
Maker and means to allow everybody else to do the same and will be 
zealous that everybody else shall have the same right. In the re- 
formatory at Rochester, New York, there is no trouble. It is a State 
institution; the board of trustees arrange that the clergymen of the 
various denominations can go there and the boys can attend the re- 
ligious service and teaching according to their faith or that of their 
parents. We cannot deal with juvenile delinquents so as to reform 
them except by endeavoring to supply the place of parents, by teach- 
ing them some form of the Christian religion ; and in a country like 
ours in these institutions the only way is to allow the children to be 
won back to the ways of morality and religion by allowing the 
clergymen of the denomination for which they have a preference, and 
against which they have no prejudice, to instruct and teach them the 
creed of their parents. But this amendment would prohibit the 
teaching them any creed. 

Take the State prison. We send men there for reformation; and 
under this provision, as it is a State institution maintained by State 
funds, there could be no particular creed or tenet read or tanght to 
a man either in the chapel, where they have one, or in his cell. 

A man is under sentence of death in prison. He had a mother of 
some religious creed who taught him in his boyhood the prayers and 
the observances of the church to which she belonged. He has com- 
mitted crime; he is to be executed as a criminal; he is to face his 
Maker, and the memory of early years comes back, and he asks to 
have brought to him a clergyman of the denomination to which his 
mother belonged. The clergyman comes to him and is ready to teach 
him as he wants to be instructed, in that creed which he has from 
some cause or other, conviction or prejudice, a desire to be instructed 
in; and yet under this amendment,he cannot read or teach him the 
religious tenets and creed that he wants to know and the faith in 
which he wishes to die. 

Take your State hospitals and prisons. They are institutions of 
the State, supported entirely by the pnblic money, and in every one 
that I ever heard of in our State, in every jail, every reformatory, 
and every prison, the keeper that would not send for the minister of 
the gospel of that religions persuasion which the inmate wished and 
allow him to teach him and read to him and have him unite with him 
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in the religious service to which the person was attached, or instruct 
him in that which he wished to be instructed in, would be denounced, 
and there would be a cry of indignation at such a violation of the 
rights of conscience by people of every creed. But this amendment 
forbids the reading or teaching of any creed or tenet of religion in 
any such institutions, 

1 happen to have—and I speak of it with commendation to the State 
of Massachusetts—the law which was enacted in that State in the 
year 1875, April 15; and yet that law cannot be carried out in their 
public institutions if this amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States were in force except as you incur the penalties which 
Congress may enact underit. I will read that law: 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
(Chapter 126.] 
An act to provide for religious instructions in prisons. 

Be it enacted, &c., aw follows : 

Sxc. 1. No inmate of any prison, jail, or house of correction in this Common- 
wealth shall be denied the free exercise of his religious belicf and liberty of wor- 
shiping God according to the dictates of the conscience within the place where 
such inmates may be kept or confined, and it shall be the duty of the officers and 
boards of oflicers having the management and direction of any such institutions to 


make such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry out the intent and 
provisions of this act. 


Src. 2. Nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to impair the a 


line 
of any prison as far as may be needful for the good government and safe custody of 
its inmates 


Sec. 3. ‘Lhis act shall take effect upon its passage. 
(Approved April 15, 1575.) 


A man in one of the institutions named in this act desires to be 
taught and instructed in the tenets and creed of one of the religious 
denominations or he desires to have the service of the church he be- 
longs to read tohim; they would be reading or teaching the tenets 
of some creed, and although they would be obeying the law of Massa- 
chusetts, it would be violating the Constitution of the United 
States if this amendment were adopted. 

Another law, that I chance to have in my hand, is one recently en- 
acted in the same year, 1875, by Ohio. Allow me toread that and see 
how the spirit of that law which I submit every Christian man will 
approve would be crushed out by this constitutional amendment. 

oro. 
A bill to secure the liberty of conscience in matters of religion to persons impris- 
oned or detained by authority of law. 


Secvion 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That as lib- 
erty of conscience is not forfeited by reason of conviction of crime or by reason of 
detention in any penal, reformatory, or eleemosynary institution, or any house of 
refuge, work-house, jail, or public asylum of the State, no person in any such inati- 
tution shall be compelled to attend religious worship or institution of a form which 
is against the dictates of his or her conscience; and it shall be the duty of every 
director, trustee, superiutendent, or other person having in charge any such insti- 
tution to furnish equal facilities to all such persons for receiving the ministrations 
of the authorized clergyman of their own religious denomination or persuasion, 
under such reasonable rules and regulations as the trustees, directors, managers, or 
superintendents shall make; but no such rules shall be so construed as to prevent 
any clergyman of any denomination from fully administering the rights of his de- 


nomination to such inmates: Provided, That such ministration entail no expense 
on the public treasury. 


See. 2. This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


That is the spirit of our institutions; that is the spirit in which the 
people of the States are acting, providing that these criminals even, 
these outcasts that go to the poor-houses or reformatories, may call 
upon a Christian minister of the religious denomination which he 
prefers, and there he shall be allowed to teach and minister to him in 
the State institution; this would be in violation of this amendment if 
it were made a part of the Constitution. 

But go a little further. We all know that in our communities, and 
especially in our cities, there are large numbers of children who are 
gathered by the benevolent and the charitable and the good of every 
creed in our land; orphan children who have no mother, no father, 
no one to keep them from running in the streets right into the State 
prison and becoming a curse to the community and becoming a de- 
struction to themselves. The Protestant ladies appeal to the benevo- 
lent and they build their asylums as they havedone in almostevery city 
of our State, in some of them more than one. They appeal to the be- 
nevolent to help them; they have collections in the churches, they have 
fairs. The institution is mainly erected and supported with donations. 
They gather in these children, and essslenale the State gives them 
aid or the city gives them aid Upon economical principles they can 
ailord to give them aid, because it is the cheapest way of prevent- 
ing them from becoming criminals and making them useful members 
of society ; and yet must they go on without teaching those children 
any religious creed? If it chances to be members of the episcopal de- 
nomination who founded and have the charge of such an institution, 
they teach and bring them up in that form of creed and worship which 
they themselves believe in. In a word,they make themselves fathers 
and mothers to the fatherless and to the motherless, and they do by 
them just what every sincere Christian father and mother would do 
by their own children ; and yet that is to be forbidden. If the insti- 
tution chance to be in distress, if—as now and then happens—the 
whirlwind takes the roof off their asylum or the flames destroy it, 
they cannot receive from the State or city a donation if this amend- 
ment is adopted, except on the condition that no religious creed shall 
be taught the children. 

In my own city (andit is a good illustration of what I want to say) 
there are two orphan asylums that are a credit to any place. They 
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have gone on side by side in the utmost harmony; the promoters of 
each think better of the other for what they are doing. One is un- 
der the Protestant ladies’ board of trustees; the other is under the 
Sisters of Charity, who lookafter the Catholic orphan children. There 
is no prejudice there. If a Protestant lady finds an orphan child 
whose parents were Catholics she takes it to the institution under 
the charge of the Sisters of Charity. If the others find destitute or- 
phans of Protestant parents they take them to the Protestant institu- 
tion and ask them to take them. We have a poor-house ; it is a good 
establishment, and it is the only place the county can send the orphan 
children to that are paupers. There are no means for education in 
the institution. More than ten years ago it was suggested, and the 
board of supervisors of the county ordered, that all the children under 
a certain age that came to the poor-house should be sent to one of 
these asylums. The board directed, in the real spirit of doing good, 
the superintendent to send the children who came there, if of Cath- 
olic parentage, to the Sisters’ asylum, and to send all the others to the 
Protestant asylum, and the county pays them less for educating and 
caring for them than it would cost in the peor-house. Thus we have 
brought up and educated in these asylums children that would go 
from the poor-house without instruction, without the habits of use- 
fulness. They readily get places as they advance a little in years. 
Each of these asylums teaches the children, as children in my judg- 
ment should be taught, that religious creed which those having the 
institutions in charge believe and practice. 

Our State has occasionally given them aid, and there has been no 
jealousy and no trouble. When they have been overburdened there 
has been inserted in appropriation bills a clause giving each aid; 
there has been no jealousy, no wrangling, but real good, a great re- 
lief to the community from the expense of paupers and from the ex- 
pense of criminals. But this could not be done under the amend- 
ment. Each is under the control of a religious denomination—in 
each a religious creed is taught. 

The best practical principle is to leave all these matters to the State 
and to the neighborhood. You will there find Christian charity among 
all. The only strife will be which will do the most good to these 
little children for the sake of that Saviour who said, “Suffer little 
children to come unto me.” 

Take hospitals. Such institutions have to be supported in some 
degree usually by public funds and in part by contributions from the 
benevolent. A man in the hospital sick, brought to thoughtfulness 
by his condition, warned perchance by the nurse or the physician that 
he will soon have to appear before his Maker, asks them to send for 
a minister of one of the religions denominations, selecting one for 
himself. He tellshim “I had a little religious instruction in youth, 
not much; I want to be taught the tenets of your church; explain 
them to me; teach them to me.” It cannot be done; the hospital is 
supported in part by the State. He does not want a mere general 
form. He asks to be instructed in that which he wishes to under- 
stand. 

I submit, Senators, that when you reflect on afew of these things 
there is no need of doing that which is detrimental to the good that 
is done in this way. But come to private hospitals, got up as they 
are by the contributions of the benevolent and charitable members 
of some church. These hospitals occasionally apply to the State or 
the city for aid. They are doing good. They are caring for the poor 
sick cheaper than they can be cared for in public hospitals. Take 
the hospital in my own city. It is in charge of ladies of a particular 
creed who give their services because they think it their duty. They 
started without anything and they have won their way so that they 
are sustained alike by Protestants and Catholics. Every sick person 
who is poor and has no place to go to is received without regard to 
creed; and every clergyman is invited to visit and every patient may 
send for the clergyman he likes and he comes there and reads and 
teaches and administers unto him according to the form of worship 
that patient desires. 

In the Protestant hospitals, under Protestant trustees, if there was 
a Catholic there, though they might not think well of his creed, 
if he desired the priest of his religion, they would send for him and 
have him come and read to and teach him and administer to him the 
rites of the Catholic religion. Yet all that must be stopped because 
these private institutions very generally get some aid from the public 
treasury. 

This is a land of charitable, benevolent, and Christian people. Say 
what you please, you will find in every corner of it, in every denom- 
ination people who have fervent convictions for their own creed and 
people who would always give every other person, and especially in 
an institution, public or private, opportunity of having precisely the 
ninistrations that he desired and which he believed essential to his 
salvation. If itis a public institution under this amendment, you 
must shut out all denominations having any creed or any particular 
tenets. If it be one erected by private benevolence which does a 
great deal of good and relieves the State from a great deal of pau- 
perism, takes care of panpers better than they can be elsewhere, you 
may apply to the State, and if the State gives you aid you must at 
once shut ont the ministers of the gospel of every creed, although 
your patients desire to have their ministrations before they go in 
their last sickness, to meet their Judge, to account for all they did or 
omitted to do on earth. Te. 

I object to this amendment. It is not, in my judgment, wise ; it 1s 
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not, in my judgment, im accordance with the spirit of Christian char- 
itv as it exists inevery denomination of Christians. 

“But it has been said that it applies only wherein a particular 
creed or tenet is taught. Each denomination believes that 
creed and its forms and its doctrines are true. 
their charge, they will so bring them up in that creed. In sickness 
they will have the patients attended by a clergyman teaching the 
creed which the patient believes in. 

Now, I submit that we should not say that all these institutions 
which get aid at all from the public funds or which are established 
by the State must bar their doors against every such thing. In this 
country where the denominations of Christians differ in form and in 
tenets of religion to some extent, you can only bring up the child in 
the asylum; you can reform the criminal only by giving him an op- 
portunity to practice in the institution where he is that creed to 
which he is attached or as to the truth of which he has convictions. 

How does this amendment look to a Christian? In our funda- 
mental law we not only provide that the Federal Government shall 
give no money for any such purpose, but throughout this broad land 
in every State we are to put in the Federal Consitution an iron rule 
that they shall not aid an institution of charity because it is under 
the control of the Methodist denomination or they teach its doctrines 
to the inmates. Although they are dving a great work for those who 
have been criminal, who were and are of their faith, to those who are 
orphans and of their faith; although they do good and are benefiting 
the State by bringing them up in morality, by instructing and incul- 
eating and indoctrinating them with the views of Christianity they 
profess, yet you say we will cut them off, we will shut out Chris- 
tianity and anti-Christianity. I cannot quite conceive what state of 
things there is to be in an orphan asylum, a hospital, or a reforma- 
tory. These charitable institutions will be founded and they will be 
managed by zealous hands and active feet belonging to one or the 
other ef Christian denominations. They have their faith, and so be- 
lieving they do not want to protrude their views upon others, but 
they gather up their own pauper children, their own pauper sick, 
their own pauper aged in these institutions. Yet you say the State 
shall not encourage them in their need by aiding from the treasury 
according to the will of the people of the State, becanse they teach 
that creed that makes them these ministering angels and zealous 
workers. 

No city can aid the institution, no country can do it, no State can 
do it. While they can give to any other enterprise they shall not 
help with the public funds these zealous people who give their labors 
and their lives to thiswork. All Christian denominations have these 
zealous men and women, and by this amendment you say neither 
State nor city shall aid them, although a roof cannot be closed over the 
orphan children who are being cared for, in a place where they can be 
brought up and where it is the will of the State they shall be brought 
up, unless you banish religion and religious teaching. 

I trust therefore that we will dismiss this idea. ‘Take the ragged 
school; take any other school that is gotten up by benevolent people. 
Take the city of New York, where they have schools for these ragged 
boys that were running to destruction, and wheve they teach them in 
schools under charge of almost every denomination. Our State has 
thought it wise, where so much has been done by these denomina- 
tions to relieve the State from pauperism and crime and make good 
citizens of those who else would be a burden, to aid them, and we 
have done it and done it very cheerfully. Certainly if it was a 
Protestant institution I would do it all the more cheerfully, because 
they were educating those children in the creed which the parents 
and friends of the children wish them to be educated in. Bat this 
amendment cuts them off from aid if they teach the child the religious 
creed of its parents. 

Therefore I am opposed to putting anything in this Constitution 
that becomes a bar upon the people of the State as to what they may 
deem wise as to all these institutions. They are home duties; they 
are home objects; the people will correct if there is any abuse. 
These institutions reform those who otherwise would go untaught 
for want of parents, that would go to destruction because the poor 
boys and girls would learn crime in the way they were left long be- 
fore they learned anything about that creed and that Savior who 
— to save them and whose Christian people they should grow up 
to be. 

One farther suggestion. The last clause is: 


Sec. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the 
prevention aud punishment of violations of this article. 

If the article stood without this, laws in violation of it would be 
void. The courts would have to so declare them. But by this you 
transfer to Congress the questions. Of course I entertain great respect 
for Congress; but it is not the best body in the world to be legis- 
lating on the subject of this amendment. 

There will be irritating contention and litigation as to the mean- 
ing of this article. 
propriation to an institution under the control of one religious sect 
there may be to an institution under the control of sects united. 
Then what is the meaning of the term “ particular creed or tenets?” 

I trust, therefore, the amendment will not be adopted, but that we 
shall leave the States to manage their domestic institutions as the 
people in each State may choose. The Federal Government will be 


its 


stronger; there will be more satisfaction with it, and the affairs of | support of any one of those denominations, 


It may be claimed that while there can be no ap- | 


| where it isso difficult to legislate much 


If children are under | 


the State will be better administered than we can do it in Congress, 
, and where from our not being 
familiar with the wants of th people of the States it is so difficult 
to act wisely or well concerning matters which affect them peculiarly. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, Protestant though I am, and sprung 
from ancestors who belonged to the straightest sect of Irish Presby- 


| terians, and imbibing the prejadices which I must confess attach to 








| such surroundings, nevertheless I fail not to remember that I was 


born in a State colonized by Roman Catholics, in whose soil the ban- 
ner of religious toleration was first planted on this American conti- 
nent. For the obtension of religious as well as civil liberty the Ro- 
man Catholics of Maryland, represented by the patriotic Carroll of 
Carrollton, pledged their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honors 
in the revolutionary struggle. Should I, as a representative of Mary- 
land, vote for this amendment, I should deem myself faithless to the 
spirit of the history of my native State. In my judgment the danger 
is not present which this article, proposed in response to an ephemeral 
popular demand, is designed to avert; and it seems to me, to use plain 
words, nearly an accusation against a large body of fellow-citizenus 
as loyal to republican liberty as we proclaim ourselves to be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima question ? 

Mr. WHYTE. Iam going to speak but three minutes by the watch, 
and I beg my friends not to interrupt me. I will yield, however, for 
a question if the Senator desires to put one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question I wished to ask was precisely in 
point to what the Senator was saying, that there was no present 
danger of the kind to which he alludes, whether he had read the 
mandate ordinarily called the encyclical letter and the syllabus of 
errors promulgated by the holy Pontiff in 1864 on this very subject ? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes; but 1864 is not 1876 by a long shot. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It lacks twelve years of it. 

Mr. WHYTE. Anda good many things which people did in 1864 
they do not do to-day, I am happy to add. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that he under- 
stands that the principles or declarations of. this letter have been 
changed, or withdrawn, or modified? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see the proof of it. 

Mr. WHYTE. Has the Senator read Archbishop Purcell’s recent 
letter on this very subject ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Archbishop Purcell is not the Pope. 

Mr. WHYTE. But Archbishop Purcell, I suppose, would not speak 
in opposition to the desires of the Pope—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know. 

Mr. WHYTE. Any more than some gentlemen here speak in op- 
position to the will of the republican party. 

_I was about to say that the first amendment to the Constitution 
prevents the establishment of religion by congressional enactment ; 
it prohibits the interference of Congress with the free exercise thereof, 
and leaves the whole power for the propagation of it with the States 
exclusively ; and so far as I am concerned I propose to leave it there 
also. 

Called away from this Chamber, Mr. President, to discharge other 
duties for my State, and fearing that I may be absent when the vote 
on this amendment is taken, I desire thus publicly to record my op- 
position to the passage of any such amendment, whether coming from 
the House of Representatives or emanating from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I have already once called 
attention to the resolution as it came from the House. That resolu- 
tion proposed to amend the Constitution of the United States so as 
to prevent any moneys raised for public schools, or lands dedicated 
for public-school purposes, from being under the control of any re- 
ligious sect or denomination, or from being divided among them, and 
that is all there is of it. It did not propose to prohibit any State or 
the United States from raising any amount of mouey by taxation, or 
from voting any amount of property for the support of any religious 
sect or denomination, or for any sectarian or denominational school, 
but the division of money already raised for public schools or the di- 
version of property already dedicated to the support of public schools 
is in the most solemn manner by this resolution of the House de- 
clared by the House and every man who voted for it a great public 
evil; not only an evil, but an evil of such magnitude and of such im- 
minence as to call for a constitutional prohibition. Such is the clear 
declaration which the House have made to us, and every man who 
voted for that resolution has made to us, of the evil to be guarded 
against. Whatisthisevil? In what does the evil consist? Cer- 
tainly it is no greater evil to do this wrong, for the resolution admits 
it to be a wrong, indirectly than it would be to doit directly. What 
then is the evil, and what are the principles which would be violated 
without this constitutional provision? I take it to be this: In a 
country situated like ours, where the conscience is left free, where 
religious toleration is universal, where the people are divided into a 
great number of churches and sects, with a very large proportion, if 


| not a majority, of the population be!onging to no church or sect, and 
| where our public schools could never be maintained unless placed 


upon a footing of substantial equality among all people who may 
choose to send to them, it would be wrong to raise money by taxa- 
tion or to appropriate property belonging to the whole people for the 
That I take it is the real 
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principle upon which it becomes wrong to do this very thing which | that kind. I certainly had seen no difficulty of that kind, and I am 


the House proposes to prohibit. The principles, it will be seen there- 
fore, are much broader than the resolution ; and what has been an 
enigma to me is that those who can go so far as to admit the evil stop 
so far short of a remedy. 

Now, Mr. President, is the thing itself any worse when done indi- 


rectly, by first raising the mosey or devoting the property to public | 


schools and then dividing it among the various sects for the sup- 


port of their sectarian schools, than if the same result were accom- | 


plished directly by raising the tax or appropriating the money or 
property directly for the purpose of supporting the same sectarian or 
denominational schools? If there be any difference, is not the latter 
the more obvious and manifest, and the one which would naturally 
first occur to the mind of any man seeking by a constitutional amend- 
ment to provide a remedy? What would be thonght of the law- 
makers who should provide carefully for the punishment of aiders 
and abettors in a crime, but leave the principal offenders to go free 
and unpunished? Able and honest minds, in attempting to provide 


an enactment against a direct wrong, or one committed by direct | 


neans, dosometimes from a failure to foresee the various methods by 
which the same wrong may be indirectly committed fail to make 
suflicient provision against it when committed by indirect means. 
But this is the most notable instance which has ever come under my 


observation where the author of an important prohibitory provision | 


has so clearly seen and provided against the wrong when attempted 
indirectly and has yet been utterly oblivious of, and made no provis- 
jou against, the same wrong when done or attempted directly. But 
such is the fact. While this resolution prohibits the division among 
sects or for sectarian schools of any money first raised by taxation for 





or property which may have been devoted to public schools, it leaves | 
both the national and State governments at perfect liberty to raise | 


by taxation any amount of money and to appropriate any amount of 
money or property directly to or for the use of any such religious 
sects or denominations and for any schools or institutions under their 
control or direction, though the main or entire purpose of such schools 
may be instruction in and the propagation of the peculiar denomi- 
national or sectarian system of religion or religious belief or eate- 
chism of such sect or denomination. It does not prohibit even the 
diversion or division to or among such sects or sectarian schools of 
uny money or public property unless raised by taxation for or de- 
voted to public schools. Now we all know that as a general thing and 
in most of the States the various church or denominational schools 
are private schools and not properly included under the designation 
of “public schools” at all. 

I will not charge upon the authors or supporters of this House res- 
olution any wrong motive and am confident that many, if not most, 
who gave it their support entertained no sinister purpose ; but I am 
compelled to say that if I had been the warmest advocate for secta- 
rian or denominational schools and for taxation and the donation of 
public property to their support, and could have been base enough 
to wish to deceive Congress or the nation by a mere sham which 
should pretend to discountenance or prohibit taxation or the dona- 
tion of public property for such purposes, but which should leave the 
power completely intact to continue or perpetuate the same wrong 
directly which it professes, and only professes, to prohibit being done 
indirectly, I should not only have given the House resolution a silent 
but an active support. But I confess I should have felt not a little 
tremulous lest the trick might be discovered, and lest the figure which 
I had presented as a veritable lion in the combat against sectarian 
influence in the schools should, by the ears and hoofs protruding, 
stand exposed as a very different animal dressed in the lion’s skin. 

But, Mr. President, believing that neither any church nor any 
denominational school should be supported or aided by taxation or 
by appropriation of public property, | have from my youth up steadily 
mivocated this view. It is a principle essential to the success of 
any system of public education in this country, and is, or at least 
should be, far above all mere party politics, and I am as intensely 
desirous as any man can be to see it entirely beyond and outside of 
the field of party politics, where it may always be safe whatever 
party may be in power. This is a favorable time to accomplish this 
desirable end, and I hope we shall avail ourselves of it and ward off 
at once and forever all the threatened dangers to arise from the vio- 
lation of this great principle. All this will be accomplished if the 
resolution reported by the committee shall pass and become a part of 
the Federal Constitution. 

I can see no possible reason, resting upon any true or just principle, 
why all men who are in favor of an entire separation of chureh and 
state, in favor of full religious toleration and freedom of conscience 
and of perfectly equal rights among all churches, sects, and societies 
should not support this substitate offered by the committee, 

The only ground on which the House resolution can be justified at 
all rests upon a fundamental principle which justifies and requires 
all the provisions of this substitute; and the principle itself can only 
be eflectually secured by such a constitutional amendment as this 
substitute proposes. When this is done the question is taken out of 
politics, but not before. 

Mr. President, I certainly did not think, and I am not yet con- 
vineed, notwithstanding the able argument of the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. KERNAN,] that the meaning of this substitute ig such as 
he has attributed to it in reference to hospitals and institutions of 


| 


quite satisfied that the fair construction of the substitute propos: d 
by the committee will not justify the remarks made by the Senator 
from New York; but on that point the chairman of the commitivc 
who presented the amendment will undoubtedly answer for himself. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the resolution as it came from the 
House embodied every objection upon principle which it seems to mu 
can be raised to the amended sesibation as reported by the commit- 
tee, but it was imperfect. I presume by inadvertence, I assume not 
by intendment, it was imperfect, and would have amounted to but 
very little. It simply prohibited a State from diverting a fund raised 
for public schools, set apart for public schools, to the support of sec- 
tarian schools. It prohibited a State from diverting a fund raised by 
the sale of land or by taxation or from any other source, avowedly 
and originally a school fund, from being afterward changed from this 
original purpose to the support of sectarian schools, but it did not 
prevent a State from levying a tax directly for the support of secta- 
rian schools. It would not prevent a State from appropriating money 
out of the general treasury for a sectarian school; it simply protected 
a fund already made and set apart originally as a school fund from 
being afterward diverted to the support of sectarian educational insti- 
tutions. 

Now, does it require argument to prove that that resolution is 
imperfect and will amount to scarcely anything when any State in 
the Union without violating it can lay a tax of five mills or ten mills 
for the support of sectarian institutions? The principle contended 
for by the Senator from New York is that all such matters should be 
left exclusively to the State. If it is proper tointerfere and prevent 
States from diverting school funds created for that purpose to the 
support of sectarian schools, if it is proper to interfere with a State in’ 
that respect, is it not equally proper to prevent a State from levying 
an original tax for the support of sectarian schools? I think the ar- 
gument of my friend from New York upon that point was imperfect, 
for he admits that it is proper to prevent a State from taking an orig- 
inal school fund and diverting it, but the House amenfment ailows 
a State to levy a tax for the same purpose. 

Then the amendwent as it came from the House violated every 
general objection that can be offered. The Senator from New York 
took the ground that the Constitution of the United States should 
not interfere with a State upon the question of schools or religion, 
and my friend’s argument amounts to this—and if I donot state him 
correctly I wish he would correct me—that the States should be left 
free if they see proper to establish sectarian schools by public taxa- 
tion, and that if the State of New York desires to levy a tax and col- 
lect money of the people to establish, if you please, Protestant schools 
on the one hand or Catholic schools on the other, should be left free 
to do that, and we should not interfere by a constitutional amend- 
ment to prevent her. That is my friend’s argument, that the States 
should be left free to establish a religion or to establish sectarian 
schools; in other words, to give the power to give a particular reli- 
gious sect the advantage of the government and support by public 
taxation. That is my friend’s argument I think, and if I do not state 
it correctly I want him to correct me, because it is a very important 

oint. 

: Mr. EATON. In other words—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS (To Mr. Morton.) That is notthe friend you called 
for. 

Mr. MORTON. No, it is not. 

Mr. EATON. I hope the honorable Senator from Vermont will call 
on me by and by. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never shall, you may be sure. 

Mr. KERNAN. I said that it was violating what I believed to be 
the true principle to put in the Constitution restrictions on the States 
in reference to schools. Now, having answered frankly, permit me 
to say another thing. I am and always have been entirely opposed 
to favoring one sect rather than another by any appropriation. Hence, 
even as to these charities, I argued in our constitutional convention 
of 1866 that I was in favor as to these institutions in the State, if the 
people found there was any abuse, of having a provision which would 
require when they gave to these hospitals, orphan asylums, and 
things of that kind, that they should either give each pro rata ac- 
cording to the number they eo or cut them all off. My prin- 
cipal point is that I do not think it is wise as a principle, though I 
was willing to waive that for the purpose I stated, to put in the 
Federal Constitution restrictions on States in reference to these domes- 
tic institutions. 

Mr. MORTON. Iam glad then to find that I was right. My friend 
says that he would be opposed to having a State legislate for the 
benefit of a particular sect. I certainly understand that to be his 
feeling; but that is not the point. It is not a question of what his 
preference is or my own might be. The point I make is that my 
friend insists that each State shall be left free, if she sees proper, (o 
establish and support at the public expense denominational schools, 
Catholic schools if you please, or Protestant schools; that the State 
shall not be deprived of the power to establish that kind of a school 
if a majority of her people are in favor of it. That is the impor- 
tant point upon which I am glad to find that my friend admits that 
I stated him correctly. 

Mr. KERNAN. You do not understand me to say that I favor that! 

Mr. MORTON. O, no; my friend does not favor it; he is opposed 
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to that kind of legislation certainly, but he does favor this: he favors 
the idea that New York should be left free whenever such a thing 
occurs, if she sees proper, to establish Catholic schools and have them 
supported by public taxation, or to establish Protestant schools and 
have them supported by public taxation. There is where the great 
danger comes in. This admission made by my friend covers the whole 
ground of this proposed constitutional amendment. 

My friend says there is no danger. Well, Mr. President, in my 
judgment there is danger. That cloud is looming above the horizon ; 
jt is larger than it was a few years ago; and I might ask my friend 
if there is not danger in his own State; I might ask him if there 
have not been abuses in his own State. 

Mr. KERNAN. There never has been the least danger in that State, 
and I do not think there has ever been any abuse of any serious char- 
acter. 

Mr.MORTON. Iask my friend if there have not been large amounts 
of money given for the support of denominational institutions in his 
own State, given out of the public treasury or raised by public tax- 
ation? 

Mr. KERNAN. Money has been given to institutions of this char- 
acter, hospitals, orphan asylums, conducted by various denomina- 
tions; but never in my judgment was there any serious abuse. I be- 
lieve there has been a good deal of fairness in the division among the 
various sects. 

Mr. MORTON. I shall not go into a history of the legislation of 
the State of New York. I have been reading and hearing very much 
on that subject for some years past. It isin my opinion an essential 
principle of American liberty and one upon which the perpetuity of 
our Government depends that we shall have perfect freedom of relig- 
ious worship, that there shall be noestablished church, no religion 
established by law that is taught by law, and that so far from the 
States being left free to establish a church if they see proper, or to 
establish denominational schools at public expense, I believe that 
the safety of this nation in the far future depends upon their being 
deprived of any such power. I believe that the example of one State 
establishing a religion, or doing what amounts to the same thing in 
principle, establishing denominational schools to be supported at 
public expense, endangers the perpetuity of the nation. The sup- 
port of a school by public taxation is the same thing in principle as 
an established church. If we can appropriate money to establish, if 
you please, a Catholic school, it involves the whole principle of sup- 
porting the Catholic Church at public expense, or if you please a 
Protestant school and the support of a Protestant Church at public 
expense. The power to educate children in a particular faith at the 
public expense involves the same principle as tbe support of that 
church at public expense, and the one inevitably leads to the other. 

Now, sir, that there should be perfect freedom of religious opinion 
in our country is essential to our life as a nation, and we cannot have 
that and we cannot have perfect equality except upon the condition 
that religion shall not be maintained at public expense and that de- 
nominational schools of religion shall not be maintained at public 
expense. Every sect is left free. The Catholics may have as many 
schools as they see proper and teach their religion, and so may Protest- 
ants—no abridgment oftheir freedom. They have the largest liberty; 
but when it is done at public expense and all are taxed for their sup- 
port, then the principle of equality is gone. 

Mr. President, I have heard some talk to-night about hospita's and 
orphan asylums. My friend from New York has said something on 
that subject. Ido not intend, so far as I am concerned, to be diverted 
from this great question by what is said in regard to orphan asylums 
and hospitals. There is a great principle underlying this amendment, 
and it seems to me it is one that should receive the support of all 
parties. It may not be perfect in its phraseology; perhaps it is sus- 
ceptible of improvement iu that particular; but I am speaking of the 
general and broad principle. If the phraseology does not suit my 
friend, let him offer to improve it, let him suggest where it can be 
corrected, but his objection goes to the whole amendment. 
brings me back to the great admission made by my friend that each 
State should be left free, if she sees proper, to establish a church and 
to establish denominational schools and support them by public tax- 
ation, and that there should be no interdiction of such a thing in the 
Constitation of the United States. There is the broad principle on 
which we separate. I regard that doctrine as being fatal, if carried 
out, to the liberties of my country. 

My friend from Maryland spoke about the history of Maryland, 
that Maryland was colonized by Catholics who established religious 
toleration, and that, as I understood, he would insult them if he 
voted for this amendment. Perhaps I did not understand my friend 
correctly 

Mr. WHYTE. 
history. 

Mr. MORTON. Why against the spirit of its history? Are not the 
Catholics left free as ever in Maryland? Are they interfered with 
more than Protestants? Certainly not. How then is it against the 
spirit of Catholic sentiment and toleration in Maryland? If Mary- 
land is prohibited from establishing Catholic schools and supporting 
them at publie expense, and if Protestants are prohibited from doing 
the same thing, are they not still on an equality, and I ask how the 
spirit of Catholic toleration can be violated ? 


I said I should be voting against the spirit of its 
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embrace the great doctrine that religion shall be left to the indi- 
vidual? They may support it, they may teach it, but they shall not 
force it upon their neighbors through the schools or in the church. 
The principle is precisely the same; the right to establish a denomi- 
national school and support it at public expense as the establishment 
of religion and paying the officiating clergyman out of the public 
treasury. The fact is the first would be the most effective in the 
accomplishment of the purpose. 

Now, Mr. President, if there are objections to this phraseology, I 
hope our friends will point it out. If this amendment can be improved 
in its language, let us have it done. Do not let us stand criticising 
phraseology to-night. The question is too great, it is too far-reaching. 
I hope my friends will object to the phraseology, if they do not like 
that; but my friend from New York did not put it on that ground; 
he put it on the broad, great principle that every State should be left 
free, if she sees proper, to establish a church or establish denomina- 
tional schools and support them at public expense. There is a prin- 
ciple we can all understand. We can all be on the one side or the 
otherside of that question. I am glad to have it brought here to-night. 
If this resolution is broken down or if it shall fail to receive the two- 
thirds majority, the country ought to know the ground upon which 
it is placed. 

It is very important to have this resolution specific. In framing 
constitutional amendments the objection is that they are too gen- 
eral in their character. The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 
which we supposed broad, ample, and specific, have, I fear, been very 


| much impaired by construction, and one of them in some respects 


almost destroyed by construction. Therefore I would leave as little 
as possible to construction. I would make them so specific and so 
strong that they cannot be construed away and destroyed by courts, 

This is not anew idea. The idea of free schools not denominational 
but general, the idea of a free church not supported by the govern- 
ment or maintained by the government is an original one in Ameri- 
can liberty. It has always prevailed in thiscountry. Now it is pro- 
posed to give it form and put it in the Constitution. It has been in 
the minds of our people for one hundred years; but circumstances 
have occurred in the last fifteen or twenty years proving that there 
is danger and that the time has come when this idea which has been 
somewhat nebulous in its character should receive distinct form and 
enunciation and go into the fandamental law. There can be no dan- 
ger in putting it into the Constitution, in saying that no State shall 
establish a church or establish a religions school supported at public 
expense. What danger is there in it? Why should any man oppose 
it, unless he wants the State to do that in a particular case? If any 
one believes that a particular church ought to be established by law 
or that children ought to be educated in peculiar doctrines at public 
expense, then he ought to oppose this amendment. But if he thinks 
that all such education should be at private expense and that that 
given by the public should be general in its character, if he be- 
lieves that no church should be established, why oppose this amend- 
ment? It isno more for Protestants than it is for Catholics. It isno 
more against Catholics than it is against Protestants; it puts all on 
the same level precisehy, takes from one church precisely what it 
takes from the other. It is not a measure of favoritism. Let my 
friend bear it in mind that this is offered in a country where to-day the 
majority in every State are Protestants. It is offered in what may be 
called a Protestant country. But I trust that men of all parties, of 
all religions, and of every kind of education recognize the importance 
of maintaining this as a free country in which there shall be no estab- 
lished religion, and religion shall not be taught by law at public ex- 
pense. 

Mr. EATON. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. My friend from Indiana used this language, if I have 
him down right: *“ Circumstances have shown that there is danger.” 
I use his own words. Will he be kind enough to say to the Senate 
in what the danger consists? 

Mr.MORTON. Well, Mr. President, my friend perhaps would like me 
to go into some particular history of the last fifteen or twenty years ; 


Will my friend allow me to ask him a question ? 


| but my friend knows perfectly well, without giving names here to- 


night, that there is a large body of people in this country, sincere, 
earnest, and pious, I have no doubt, who believe that our public 
schools in which religion is not taught are infidel and wicked, and 
who are not in favor of any school that does not teach religion. Does 
he not know that the public-school system of this country has been 
condemned and has been interdicted? I am not arraigning the sin- 


| cerity of any man or any class of men in this country; I believe in 


the general sincerity of all men, and I am a believer in the goodness 
of men. My friend cannot be ignorant of the fact that there is a 
large and growing class of people in this country who are utterly 
opposed to our present system of common schools, and who are op- 


| posed to any school that does not teach their religion. ask my friend 


if that is not a danger. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to say that I assure my friend in entire 
sincerity that those people who believe that it is their duty either in 
the family or in the school te have their secular education accom- 


| panied with instruction in their faith, yet do not want that done at 


other people’s expense, not any of them in my judgment, and cer- 
tainly not myself or those I represent. All they say is if our Protest- 


prevailing among all denominations in Maryland, should they not | ant friends prefer to have schools where there is no religion taught, 
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it is their right; we concede it to them; we would not take it from 
them; but we feel it our duty to bring our children up in our own | 
faith. Istate it as clearly and as fairly as I can, and I assure my friend | 
that when he expresses the idea that those to whom he alludes would 
take from Protestants the right to have their children educated just 
as they see fit, he does them great wrong. We hold it to be their 
right and their duty to have their children educated in the way they 
think right and the way they think best, and we only ask that we 
should be allowed to educate-ours as we think best, in all kindness, 
without the slightest unkind feeling or dissent about it. 

Mr. MORTON, 1 do not call in question the sincerity of my friend 
or his liberality; but he admits in his statement the main point, that 
there is a large body who are opposed to schools in which religion is 
not taught. 

Mr. KERNAN. No; they are opposed to such schools for their 
children, not that they would interfere with their neighbors. 

Mr. MORTON, My friend will see 

Mr. KERNAN. Free education we want. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend says they are opposed to schools for their 
children in which religion is not tanght; therefore they are opposed 
to the present system of free schools because religion is not taught in 
them, because that is not made the primary purpose, that which gives 
color and direction to all the education that we give. That is the 
point. Therefore my friend would have no schools at all unless re- 
ligion is taught. He would have the school fund divided. 

Mr. KERNAN. No. 

Mr. MORTON. If you raise a school fund say of a million dollars, 
then he would have an enumeration of the children made, so many | 
of one denomination, so many of another, and divide the fund. But 
he is opposed to general taxation for the support of schools in which 
religion is not taught. Am I not correct about that? 

Mr. KERNAN. No. We recognize what is practical. In a coun- 
try like ours we cannot have all our children taught irrespective of 
creeds. Where free public schools are tanght for all, there they must 
be free from any religious teaching at all. They must be when at 
the public expense just like a school to teach mechanics, where we 
all send, and then we say that those who cannot adapt themselves to 
that must go elsewhere because it cannot be done practically, teach- 
ing the children there any creed. We believe—I certainly do, and in 
our own State I have often talked of it—that the public schvols must 
be, as they are by our Constitution, schools to which every child in 
the State can go and get secular learning without there being any- 
thing offensive to the creed of any one. Those who cannot get along 
with them must edueate their children in private schools. We have | 
not made any attack to overthrow the system. 

Mr. MORTON. If that is the position of my friend from New | 
York and of those whom he represents, we have no difference what- 
ever. That is precisely what we are for, that there shall be public 
schools at public expeuse in which there shall be no particular creed | 
taught. Thatis just what this amendment is intended for. But | 
that does not change the great fact that whatever my friend’s views 
may be, there is a large, powerful body of men in this country, in- 
creasing in number, who are opposed to being taxed for that kind 
of school at all, They will not send their children to it because they 
believe that religion should be a part of education from the very 
beginning, and when those people get the power in any particular 
State or in any particular city human nature perhaps would have to 
undergo some change 

Mr. KERNAN. Will not my friend allow me? I can assure him 
that if those to whom he refers of the people in this country, prizing 
all the justice and merey which they enjoy, if they should get the 
power, would vever attempt out of public funds, if there was one 
person who did not want it done, to support their own schools, The 
thing is not practicable at all, and they would not seek to wrest pub- 
lic moneys for such a purpose ont of those who might not believe 
with them, no matter how small the number, and attempt to say “ We 
will have schools where our children can be taught according to our 
notions, and yours you cannot send conscientiously.” But, on the 
coutrary, in the publie schools practically the only way is not to 
teach any particular creed, and then have that which is distasteful 
to the conscience of the Hebrews or others, though it is no particular 
creed. To make them really just, as I have said, they must be like | 
schools where you send your boy to learn mechanics, and those who | 
want him taught anything but mechanics must have him taught at 
their own expense, and not out of the public treasury. 

Mr. MORTON. I can only say that if I understand the spirit and 
the purpose and the sincerity of the people that I allude to, where 
they have the power they would never tax themselves one cent to es- 
tablish a school to which they would not send their children. That 
I understand to be the ground of the objection now, that they are 
taxed for the support of schools to which they will not send their 
children. They will not send their children to the public schools be- 
cause they are non-sectarian, simply because they are not sectarian, 
and do not teach the religion that they believe in. There comes the 
point. I do not question their sincerity at all; but their doctrine is 
that they must not send their children to a school in which their re- 
ligion is not taught from the first, and is not made the primary ob- | 
— That idea carried out is fatal to our common schools, as every- | 

y knows. It requires vo argument to prove that. 
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Mr. President, I have been drawn into saying more than I intended 
to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the fundamental question which 
has been opened by the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Krr- 
NAN] is one which he surrenders himself. He says that he is opposed 
to any interference with State-rights respecting schools, but he is ip 
favor of the amendment of the Constitution proposed by the House 
of Representatives. That is the attitude, the singular position 
which seems to be taken by the whole body of our brethren on the 
other side of the Chamber, At every stage of this proposition which 
was sent to us by the House after a long period of consideration and 
reflection, while our friends on the other side here are to a man op- 
posed to the principle of any amendment at all, they are in favor of 
the practice of adepting the proposition of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I beg to correct the Senator from Vermont. | 
stated very distinctly on Friday night last in this Chamber that | 
had anxiously worked for the amendment adopted by the House of 
Representatives. And yet the Senator says that all on this side of 
the House, without exception, are opposed to any amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am very glad to be corrected. [ 
will except my honorable friend; and if any other Senator has been 
unduly treated in this respect, I should be glad to have him stand up 
and “swear off,” as the saying is. 

Now, let me take my friend from New Jersey for a moment. He is 
in favor of the House proposition and not in favor of the Senate 
proposition. He is in favor of the principle, then, of not having pub- 
lic money that is raised for free schools, devoted to sectarian instruc- 
tion; but he is not in favor, if he speaks to the House amendment, 
of having any other public money that is not specifically raised for 
that purpose kept from being used in exactly the same way. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not think the Senator from Vermont has 
any right to put into my mouth words that I have not uttered, or to 
try to extract from my head ideas that he perhaps knows nothing 
about. I do not propose that the Senator from Vermont shall under- 
take to state my proposition; I am quite capable of doing it myself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if my friend is through, I will agree with 
him again. Mr. President, I shall never attempt to extract ideas 
from my friend’s head. I shall never attempt to put words in his 
mouth, He is the sole master of his individual liberty in both those 
particulars, and I should be presumptuons in applying in either of 
these respects. Now, I repeat that if my honorable friend is logical 


| and consistent, as we all know he is—I took that for granted before— 


when he says he is in favor of the House proposition, which declares 
that— 


No money raised by taxation in any State for the support of public schools, or 
derived from any public fund therefor, nor any public lands devoted thereto, shall 
ever be under the control of any religious sect or denomination; nor shall any 


money so raised or lands so devoted be divided between religious sects or denom- 
inations. 


When he is in favor of that and nothing more, being logical and 
intelligent, while he is willing to protect the particular money that 
is raised for a particular purpose in a particular way, which I can 
demonstrate in a moment to be the sheerest moonshine that was ever 
bronght to a man’s attention, he is still in favor of leaving the same 
State to raise money by general taxation and put it into its treasury, 
and then give it to any sectarian school that it likes. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. By what authority does the Senator state that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I state it by the authority that I must impute to 
the Senator some little degree of logic and consistency in his propo- 
sition, 

Mr. RANDOLPH. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I will say, first, that whether I am logical or 
not is not for him to determine; and, next, that inasmuch as the 
House amendment did not treat of that particular phase of the sub- 
ject I was not called upon to make any expression of opinion one 


| way or the other about it. I will say further that if the House 


amendment had contained the very provision of which he speaks, I 
should have voted for the amendment just as cheerfully as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. And now, if he will permit me to interrupt him 
a moment further, ‘ have felt from the beginning, whether right or 
wrong, that the whole purpose of the Judiciary Committee was to 
delay, to thwart, to stop, and not to permit to pass that amendment 
to the Constitution, which most men believe is effective and quite 
good enough. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much obliged to my honorable friend 
for that. He bas shown the same amount of consistency in that 


| opinion as he has in supporting the House amendment as it stands. 


Now I come back again to the point. 

Mr. RANDOLPH rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will permit me to have my opinion 
about his logic, though hemay not think it to be good. If he can sit 
still and bear that we can both go on in: peace. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat that the inevitable logic, that no man 
has denied or attempted to deny, of this House proposition is, simply 
treating of this particular subject, to say that special moneys raised 
for a special purpose shall not be diverted from that purpose to a re- 
ligious control; and it stops right there. It leaves you to appropri- 
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ate the general revenues of a State to the support of a sectarian 
private school or a sectarian public school, and only professes to pro- 
tect what the House is supposed to believe ought to be protected, 
public schools supported by the general revenues of a State, from 


sectarian doctrines, denominational control; and yet the Senator says | 


if a little more had been put into this amendment he would have 
gone for it with equal pleasure. 

What is the daty of a Senator? I had always supposed it was 
that according to his belief and bis faith he would contribute his 
opinions and his motions to improve and perfect legislation either in 
the form of amendments or laws that are brought before him for his 
action. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. 
matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. If you alter a letter ot this delusive 
and deceptive performance that was sent to us, it would defeat the 
whole matter, because it would expose the extreme shallowness of 
the performance. That isit. The Senate, then, must go on the idea 
that the thing that was sent to us was almost intended to be a delu- 
sion, or, if not, it was so inadequate, and coming from a body itself 
that was so inadequate to the occasion, that it would not do for any 
member of this body to propose to correct it inany particular. That 
is rather an extraordinary idea to legislate here. I give to the hon- 
orable Senator from New Jersey the benefit of the invention. 

Now if I can be allowed to come back to this extraordinary thing 
again for a moment, I will do so. This House proposition involves 
the principle that it is untit that public revenue, that all men and all 
creesls are obliged to contribute to according to property, shall be 
devoted to promoting the religious creed or tenets of any denomina- 
tion to which it may or may not belong; in other words, that this is 
a land of equal rights, and that it is not consistent with republican 
liberty, as our fathers even in Maryland understood it, that any aid 
in any form, whether by established churches or schools or hospitals 
or asylums, should be given to the doctrines of any church, or that 
any man should be made to pay for supporting the conscience of some 
other man, except so far as the conscience of some other man might 
say that he would not snffer himself to be taxed to build a public high- 
way unless images of the Holy Virgin should be set up once a mile 
to mark the length of it or unless a Protestant church with its Epis- 
copal spire and cross should be built at every cross-roads. The lib- 
erty of conscience does not go quite so far as that. We must have 
public institutions ; we must conserve the public interest by instruet- 
ing the youth of this country in those things essential to the preser- 
vation of the Government itself, essential to understanding the true 
principles of liberty and individual conscience and freedom of opin- 
ion, upon which alone a republican government ¢an rest. But when 
any man undertakes to set up his conscience bet ween his paying taxes 
to support a public highway or a public asylum or a publie school, 
on the ground that his conscience does not permit him to believe in 
highways or asylums or schools, then he is asking too much of others 
upon his conscience. 

The liberty of conscience, while it is universal in every church but 
one, is not a liberty of conscience to stand in the way of these great 
and necessary acts to which I have referred ; butit does stand in the 
way (and the security of the Republic is bound up in it) of imposing 
upon any man or set of men public burdens to promote the religious 
opinions particular to sects and denominations of any otherset of men. 
That is the proposition that the Judiciary Committee has reported, 
and that is the proposition that every democrat in this body opposes 
in every step in its progress. It givesme great grief tosayit. I had 
hoped, I had believed that, for once in this Chamber, an amendment 
so catholic, in the highest and best sense of that term, so democratic, 
in the highest and best sense of that term, so republican, in the high- 
est and best sense of that term, would have met with universal ap- 
probation in respect of the principle upon which it was founded, and, 
if the phraseolegy reported by the committee should have been found 
to be the subject of just criticism, that we should have had the 
friendly propositions and observations of gentlemen upon it in order 
that this great and fundamental principle might ge into the organic 
law with the prayerful good-will of all men of all parties. But for 
some reason we find that this mere delusion, this scrap of moonshine 
that has been sent to us, is hugged as if it were the very heart of 
love by all our friends, and one and every proposition to embody the 
principle in an effective form is resisted in every way possible. 

Mr. President, the public schools of this country are dear to the 
hearts of almost all American citizens. They have seen in them for 
® hundred years the very life-blood of intelligent and progressive 
republicanism. I do not mean party republicanism, as it is now 
“alled ; I mean that republicanism that gave the name of a republic 
to this nation. They have seen in that system the fountain-spring 
of the wonderful and marvelous material prosperity of this country. 
They have seen in it the growth of manufactories, the growth of 
farms, the enterprises of railways, the telegraph, and the steamboat. 
They have seen in it, too, more, and, better than all, the tolerance of 
opinion that grows from a respect for equal rights; and, so seeing its 
great fruits, they will not consent to see it ridden down by any hie- 
rarchy or by any party; and the moment they feel the whiff of danger 
they will, as they have done in State constitutions and otherwise, 
defend this fundamental ground-work of the Republic, and no amount 
of the dialectics of sophistry can beat them out of it. 


Any attempt to amend will defeat the whole 
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But, Mr. President, my honorable friend from Maryland [Mr. 
Wyre] has said—which is rather apart from this discussion, but 
still we ought to do something for the truth of history—that Mary- 
land, founded by the adherents of the hierarchy to which I have re- 
ferred, was the first to plant religious toleration on this continent. 
Mr. President, with all deference to the distinguished citizen of that 
State, I beg to suggest that he is mistaken. The religious toleration 
that began with the beginning of Maryland was a toleration that 
was inaugurated as well by Protestants as by Catholics. There were 
immigrants and settlements in that State of both denominations; 
and in the face of acommon danger, and far away from any common 
support or fountain of aid, like wise and true men they agreed on all 
hands that each should be at liberty—as everybody else should who 
should come to them—to worship God and to teach His religion ae- 
cording to the dictates of their own consciences. There is no special 
right, therefore, in the Catholics of Maryland to claim that they are 
the authors of religions toleration in that State. I am sorry that 
my friend from Maryland has left the Chamber; because I am sure 
if he were here I could recall to his mind the early events in that 
State, which would convince me, if he meant to be understood other- 
wise, that I am correct. 

But, Mr. President, the fundamental difference shown in the dis- 
cusion between the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Indiana is that there is a feeling well grounded, as far as any feeling 
can be well grounded, in its present attitude, that there is a particu- 
lar sect that believes, in ail sincerity undoubtedly, that the public 
schools of this country as at present conducted, non-sectarian, or if 
sectarian, if there are any such—if there are I do not know it—by 
other sects than one, are not justitied by the principles of religion ; 
that they are wrong, and that it is the duty of a well-ordered state 
to teach in its public institutions the particular tenets of a particu- 
lar denomination. If they believe that to be the duty of the state, 
if they are consistent and true men, when they get the power in a 
state the particular tenets of that denomination will be taught, and 
ought to be taught in the logical sense. There is no escape from it. 
If I believed it was the business of a free state to teach episcopacy, 
the particular creed to which I happen to adhere, if [ had the power 
of the state, I should not be honest if I did not put that power in 
motion to teach episcopacy. So, if there be any power in this world 
that reaches into this matter orexistsin it that believes it to be the 
duty of the state to teach catholicism when that power controls that 
state, it necessarily follows that catholicism must be tanght, and 
that public schools will be compelled to teach that particular doctrine. 

Mr. President, to convince you that I am right in what precisely 
this issue ts, I beg the Secretary to read some extracts which I have 
made from the encyclical letter of the Holy Father, dated the sth 
of December, 1864, and the syllabus of errors which he condemns, 
which follow. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The encyclical letter of Pope Pius TX, 
To our venerable brothers. the patriarchs, primates, archbishops, and bishops 


of the universal church having grace and communion of the apostolic see. 
Pius P. P. 1X. Health and apostolic benediction. 
* * e * ° * 

And those our predecessors, who were the assertors and champions of the au 
gust Catholic religion, truth and justice, being as they were chiefly solicitous for 
the salvation of souls, held nothing to be of so great importance as the duty of 
exposing and condensing, in their most wise letters and constitutions, all heresics 
and errors which are hostile to moral honesty and to the eternal salvation of man 
kind, and which have frequently stirred up terrible commotions and have damaged 
both the Christian and civil commonwealths in a disastrous manner. Therefore 
those our predecessors have with apostelic fortitade continually resisted the ne- 
farious attempts of unjust men. of those who like raging waves of the sea foam 
ing forth their own confusion and promising liberty while they are the slaves of 
corruption, endeavored by their false opinions and most pernicious writings to 
overthrow the foundations of the Catholic religion and of civil society, to abolish 
all virtue and justice, to deprave the souls and mind, of all men, and especially to 
pervert inexperienced youth from uprightness of morals, to corrupt them miser- 


ably, to lead them into snares of error, and finally to tear them from thx 
the Catholic Church. 


* * * 


bosom of 


* * * 

Now, although hitherto we have not omitted to denounce and reprove the chief 
errors of this kind, yet the cause of the Catholic Church and the salvation of souls 
committed to us by God, and even theinterest of human socicty, absolutely demand 
that once again we should stir up your pastoral solicitude to drive away other 
erroneous opinions which flow from those errors above specified, as their source 

These false and perverse opinions are so much the more detestable by how much 
they have chieily for their object to hinder and banish that salutary influence which 
the Catholic Church, by the institution and command of her divine Author, onght 
freely to exercise, even to the consummation of the world, not over individual men, 
but nations, peoples, and sovereigns, and to abolish that mutual eo-operation and 
agreement of counsels between the priesthood and governments which has always 
been propitious and conducive to the welfare both of church and state—Gregory 
XVI, Encycical, 13th August, 1832.) 

+ * * . * * * 

Contrary to the teaching of the holy Scriptures, of the charch, and of the holy 
fathers, these persons do not hesitate to assert that ‘the best condition of human 
society is that wherein no duty is recognized by the Government of correcting by 
enacted penalties the violators of the Catholic religion, except when the mainte- 
nance of the public peace requires it From this totally faise notion of social gov 
ernment they fear not to uphold that erroneous opinion most pernicious to the 
Catholic Church and to the salvation of souls, which was called by our predecessor 
Gregory XVI (lately quoted) the insanity, (encyelical, 13th August, 1832) (de ira- 
mentum,) namely, that “liberty of conscience and of worship is the right of every 
man; and that this right ought. in every well-governed state, to be proclaimed and 
asserted by law; and that the citizens possess the right of being unrestrained in 
the exercise of every kind of liberty, by any law, ecclesiastical or civil, 80 that they 
are authorized te publish and put forward openly all their ideas whatsoever, either 
by speaking, in print, or by any other method.” But while these men make these 
rash assertions, they do not reflect or consider that they pregch the liberty of per- 
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dition, (St. Angustine, Epistle 105, al. 166,) and that, “if it is always free to human 

arguments to discuss, men will never be wanting who will dare to resist the trath, 

and to rely upon the loquacity of human wisdom, when we know from the com- 

mand of our Lord Jesus Christ how faith aud Christian wisdom ought to avoid 

this most mischievous vanity. (St. Leo, Epistle 164, al. 133, section 2, Boll. edition.) 
« 7 . * . . - 


Amid so great perversity of depraved opinions, we, remembering our apostolic | 


duty, and solicitous before all things for our most holy religion, for sound doctrine, 
for the salvation of the souls contided to us, and for toe welfare of human society 


erally and particularly all the evil opinions and doctrines specially mentioned in 
this letter, and we wish that they may be held as reprobsted, denounced, and con- 
demned by all the children of the Catholic Church. 

° o . 7 . 


* * 
PIUS PP. IX. 
Given at Rome from St. Peter's this 8th of December, 1864, the tenth anniver- 

sary of the dogmatic definition of the immaculate conception of the Virgin Mary, 


mother of God, in the nineteenth year of our pontificate. : 
. 7 . . . 7 


The syllabus of the principal errors of our time which are stigmatized in the 
consistorial allocutions, encyclical, and other apostolic letters of our most holy 
father Pope Pius IX. 

7 . . . . . . 

45. The entire direction of public schools in which the youth of Christian states 
are educated, except (to a certain extent) in the case of een seminaries, may 
and must appertain to the civil power, and belong to it so far that no other, author- 
ity whatsoever shall be recognized as having any right to interfere in the discipline 
of the schools, the arrangement of the studies, the taking of degrees, or the choice 
and approval of the teachers. (Allocution in consistoriali, lst November, 1850. 


Allocution quibus luctuosissimis, 5th September, 1n51. 
. * . . * . . 


47. The best theory of civil society requires that popular schools open to the 
children of all classes, and geuerally all public institutes intended for instructing in 
letters and philosophy, ond for conducting the education of the young, should bo 
free from all ecclesiastical authority, government, and interference and should be 
fully subject to the civil and political power, in conformity with the will of rulers 
and the prevailing opinions of the age. (Letter to the Archbishop of Fribourg, 
Juum non sine, 14th July, 1864.) 

48. This system of instructing youth which consists in seperating it from the 
Catholic faith and from the power of the church, and in teaching exclusively or at 
least primarily the knowledge of natural things and the earthly ends of social life 
alone, may be approved by Catholics. (Id., ibid.) 

. . . * . * 


77. In the present day it is no longer expedient that the Catholic religion shall be 
held as the only religion of the State, to the exclusion of all other modes of wor- 
ship.—AUocution nemo vestrum, 26th July, 1855. 


78. Whence it has been wisely provided by law, in some countries called Catbolic, 
that pans coming to reside therein shall enjoy the public exercise of their own 
worship. —AUocution acerbissimum, 27th September, 1852. 

79. Moreover it is false that the civil liberty of every mode of wership, and the 
full power given to all of overtly and publicly manifesting their opinions and their 
ideas, of all kinds whatsoever, conduce more easily to corrupt the morals and minds 
of the people, and to the propagation of the past of indifferentism.—Adocution 
unquam fore, 5th December, 1856. 

. . . 


—Pastoral letter of Archbishop Spaulding &c., &c. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. You will perceive, Mr. President, that in this 
letter of the Holy Father he points out in general the principles upon 
which the doctrines of that church proceed, and le then appends a 
syllabus of the errors of our own time, among which are stated to be 
the precise proposition that the House amendment advances; and 
that is that public schools so far as public money goes should not be 
the subject of sectarian control, and in many other respects that I 
will not take up your time to refer to. 

The Senator from Maryland said that this had been changed ; that it 
was eleven or twelve yearsold. I should be glad, more than glad, to 
have any Senator stand up and show the Senate that this is not now 
the official doctrjne of the Roman hierachy ; and I pause for a reply. 
The supposed infallibility of the Holy Father would be a sufficient 
refutation of the suggestion of the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
for it is the greatest maxim of executive affaérs in that hierarchy, 
semper cadem—it never changes; and, so far as Iam informed, as a fact 
these dogmas and commands put forth in 1864 are at this moment 
the earnest, effective, active dogmas of the most powerful religious 
sect that the world has ever known, or probably ever will know—a 
church that is universal, ubiquitons, aggressive, restless, and untir- 
ing. Ido not speak of it as impugning the right of any man to be- 
lieve all this; it is just as much his right to believe it as it is mine to 
believe in the duty of preserving public schools from that sort of dom- 
ination; but as any other man believing this believes it to be his duty 
to entirely revolutionize our systemsof public instruction, it is also, by 
the same sign, my duty and youre to resist it by every constitutional 
amendment and by every law in our power. It isa broad issue and one 
which cannot by any party device or moonshiny trick of ineffective 
constitutional amendments be kept out of the sight of the intelli- 
gent people of this country ; and if we in all our State constitutions, 
in the Constitution of the United States, and in our practice of a 
hundred years, have been right in supposing that the very founda- 
tion of republican liberty and republican progress was in freedom 
from just sueh control as this demands, then, [ take it, it is a part 
of our duty to take every step possible to preserve that freedom. 
And yet we find here by a strange coincidence of accidents, or some- 
thing else, that the great body of a party whose very name implies 
the opposition to notions of this kind persistently resists any step in 
respect of preserving the fundamental principles upon which the 
Republic was founded. I do not know why it is. As I have said, I 
am amazed and sorry that it isso; but I cannot at this late stage 
occupy your time in dilating upon that branch of the topic. 

I now will come to some of the criticisms made by the honorable 
Senator from New York upon the substance of this amendment itself. 
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He did not criticise, neither have any of our friends upon the other 


| side criticised, the form in which the House of Representatives sent 


us this resolution, which was this— 


That the following be proposed to the several States of the Union as an amend. 
ment to the Constitution, namely— 


when the Constitution itself declares that every amendment of this 


1 society | character shall be specifically submitted either to the Legislatures of 

itself, have considered the moment opportune to raise anew our apostolic voice. | 

‘Therefore do we by our —— authority reprobate, renounce, and condemn gen- | 
! 


the several States or to conventions to be called in the several States 
to act upon it. Therefore, if we had taken the blind adoration that 
our friends on the other side have seemed to have for this House 
proposition and put it through, we should have had an amendment 
that would have been absolutely void upon its face, not submitted to 
any tribunal that the Constitution of the United States authorizes to 
act upon it; for, as I have said, the Constitution in this particular is 
absolutely specific. The fifth article says: 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of the Legisla- 
tures of two-thirds of the several States, shall ca!l a convention for proposing 
amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as 
part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the 
several States, or by conventions in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other 
mode of ratification may be proposed by the Congress. 


The House of Representatives proposed to send this amendment to 
the States without proposing either mode of ratitication. I have no 
doubt that this departure from the constant form of the Constitution, 
which from the first amendment adopted to the last one has been 
used, following the form named in the Constitution, was purely an 
oversight, one of those accidents which of course will happen. But 
I pass from that. 

Now, I come to some criticisms which the Senator from New York 
has made upon this phraseology. He says that we cannot teach the 
particular tenets or creed of a religious denomination in an orphan 
asylum. That is perfectly true. Why should we? If the principle 
that we stand upon is right, why should we teach congregationalism 
or episcopacy at his expense in the orphan asylum in the town where 
my honorable friend lives, if he does not believe that that kind of re- 
ligious teaching is the true one? If the principle is right that one 
man shall not be taxed for another man’s religion, why are you to ex- 
cept orphan asylums from that great principle? The Senator gave 
us no reason except that they were orphan asylums and that orphans 
ought to be tanght. So they ought. They ought to be taught re- 
ligion. So they ought; and let me say to my honorable friend that 
orphans and prisoners and everybody can be taught religion without 
being taught the particular tenets or creed of some denomination. 
There is an old saying, perhaps it puts it too broadly but it is a very 
zood saying for the-practical operations of this world, that somebody 
as put into the form of a verse that, I have no doubt, my friend, as 
I did, learned when he was very young: 


O, brother-man, fold to thy heart thy brother; 
Where pity is, the peace of God is there ; 

The noblest worship is to love each other ; 
Each smile a hymn, each kindly deed a prayer. 

That sort of religion can be taught in an orphan asylum, I take it, 
without violating either the Senator’s creed or mine. The duty of 
man to man, the obligation to truth and personal purity, charity, vir- 
tue, intelligence, cleanliness, honor, all those can go into-the orphan 
asylum. The great and golden rule that is in his creed and mine, 
that you shall do unto others as, under similar cireumstances, you 
would wish them to do to you, and that charity covers a multitude 
of sins, can enter the open door of the prison or the asylum still. I 
do not think that the good of the young is very largely bound up 
while they are in the asylum, in being compelled to decide between 
contending priests whether the true theory and doctrine of the gos- 
pel is that of a trinity or a unitarian doctrine, or whether in the holy 
sacrament the elements show the real presence or only the symbolic 
and the memorial one. There can be still taught the omnaier virtues 
and the right-minded truth and purity that belong to the personal 
teaching of all creeds, can there not? Why, Mr. President, it seems 
almost a mockery and an insult to your understanding to stand up 
here and undertake to counteract the criticisms of that character 
which were made on this amendment. In the prisons in the State of 
Vermont as well I have no doubt as in those of the State of New York, 
some clergyman of some denomination, no matter what, conduct. 
services every Sabbath or every day; and yet he teaches no creed 
Do we not here, in this public Council Chamber of the nation, whose 
members probably represent all Christian creeds, daily from your desk 
hear prayer to Almighty God, not the prayer of creed but the prayer 
of man unploring the beneficent protection of his Creator. Yet the 
Senator, with a species of dialectics which I should characterize, if I 
characterized it with the happiest phrase that would come to me, in 
a way that might be thought to be offensive, and | will not do it, but 
with a species of dialectics which is worthy of the Middle Ages and 
the school men, undertook to convince you and the people of this 
country that this prohibition against organized sectarian inst:tutional 
teaching of denominations and creeds is to shut out from the dying 
prisoner the last offices of hisown church. This amendment bears no 
such construction. Ingenuity cannot push into it any such construc- 
tion. Ingenuity may skillfully discuss words and plaster over the 
simple truth and plainness of this proposition with a convenient var- 
nish that will deceive some man’s eyes in the country perhaps and 
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frighten him out of his faith in the great principle that lies in this. 
No, Mr. President, this sort of opposition will not succeed. The real 
substance of the question is whether the people of this country desire 
to protect themselves and each other for all time to come against the 
factions of partisan creeds in the several States by declaring that 
there shall be an absolute and universal equality, and that no man’s 
religion shall be promoted at the expense of bis fellow-man who does 
not believe in it. That is the proposition, whether it be in school or 
in prison or asylum, wherever it be, where an institution is carried 
on, borne by the general burdens and supported for the general benefit 


of the body of the people. That is the proposition and the only propo- | 


sition upon which Senators are called to vote. Let those who do not 


believe that to be a sound propesition vote against it. Let those who | 


do vote for it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I was one of the Committee on 
the Judiciary who did not concur in this amendment. I should not 
have voted for it if I had been present in the Chamber when it was 


not in my judgment belong to a deliberative body, at the end of a 
long session of Congress, seems to be out of taste and to be accom- 
panied by no practical good. 

I am not a Catholic; I am a Protestant from head to foot; but I 
will tell the honorable Senator from Vermont what the doctrine of 
the democratic party is on this subject. Long before this Constitu- 
tion was formed, Mr. Jefferson, who more than any other man de- 
serves the credit of being the father of the democratic party, was the 


Vermont has said, but he would have accomplished it by a different 


mode. Friend as he was of religious freedom, he would never have | 
consented that the States, which brought the Constitution into exist- 
ence, upon whose sovereignty this instrument rests, which keep it | 


within its expressly limited powers, should be degraded and that the 


the mere one of the States with prescribed powers, should under- 
take to take possession of their schools and of their religion; and 
had the speech of the honorable Senator from Vermont been uttered 


before Mr. Jefferson, he would have told him that he did not know | 


what free government was. 


dertakes to interfere with this great right of religious freedom the 
free people of every State will find themselves potential enough and 
willing enough and able enough to crush it. There is our safety. 
But when you undertake to bring to the Federal Government the 
power of making the States hewers of wood and drawers of water 
you destroy the whole foundation-stone upon which this Government 
was reared and upon which only it can be preserved. 

No man can mistake the object of this debate. We all see where 
ittends. But I hope the great issues of this campaign will not be 
covered up, however, in such system as this, of in this nineteenth cen- 
tury attempting to go to the Pope of Rome to scare the people of the 
free thirty-seven States of this confederacy that they cannot manage 
their schools and their religion and their various instrumentalities 
within their States and which was reserved to themselves when the 
Constitution was formed of managing in their own way. 

Mr. BOGY. Mr. President, it was not my intention to have said a 
word in this debate; but I find myself drawn by a current which is 
irresistible, and I feel it to be my duty to say something in reply to 


States or whether we had not been carried by some mysterious power 
to the ancient city of Rome, and there by that same mysterious agency 
placed in the Vatican council, presided over by the Pope himself, and 
with all the cardinals discussing those great religious subjects that 
were discussed there some years ago. I fancied that my distinguished 
friend from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDS] could well play the part of an 
infallible Pope, for if there be a member of this body who does play 
that part with more self-complacency than my friend from Vermont 
I really do not know him. Infallibility is a part of his nature; and 
of this fact he appears to be profoundly convinced. Hence, sir, upon 


all subjects which may be brought before this body, local or general, | 


constitutional or statutory, private or public, reports of conference 
committees or the reports of other committees, the infallible Senator 
from Vermont puts in his infallible opposition; and this has been 


continued from day to day in this body for nine long months. Now, | 


if he did not believe honestly that he knew a little better than all of 
us together, he certainly would not have undertaken to amend and 
improve and change and modify every law that has been proposed by 
any member of this body or comes from any committee of the body. 


cied that I have been carried, myself and all of us, by some myste- 
rious a back to the old city of Rome, standing upon those old 
seven hills made immortal by the great men who have written about 








them, and that we were all members of an ecumenical council and also 
all cardinals, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, seriously I think this discussion is much to be de- 
plored. I think I know the motive and the animus which have 
prompted all this thing. I do not believe it is because of a great de- 
votion to the principles of religious liberty. That great idea which is 
now moving the modern world is used merely as a cloak for the most un- 
worthy partisan motives. The African race has played its part in this 
country; the negro is for party purposes ina manner dead; and these 
gentlemen, knowing that this thing is played out, and that “the 
bloody shirt” can no longer call out the mad bull, another animal 
has to be brought forth by these matadores to engage the attention 
of the people in this great arena in which we are soon all to be com- 
batants. The Pope, the old Pope of Rome, is to be the great bull 


| that we are all to attack. 


My friend from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock] gives me an idea. I 


| think he is unjust to my friend from Vermont. He alludes to him 
adopted. I have seen no necessity for it. While I impugn no man’s | 


motives here, a religious discussion, appealing to passions which do | 


as a cardinal. Now, I wish to look upon my friend from Vermont as 
the Pope, because I imagine he thinks of himself in that light, and I 
am not willing to think less of him than he does himself. He cer- 
tainly has been the Pope of this body for nine months, doing what he 
pleases, opposing what he pleases, reporting from his committee what 
and when he pleases, and what does not please him hesdoes not re- 


| port. This is the Pope ; who is infallible! And if in the course of 
| events my friend had been a Roman Catholic, and placed in the papal 
| chair, he would have been the most tyrannical and arbitrary Pope that 
| ever swayed the mighty scepter of the Roman Church. Thisspiritis 
author of that act of religious freedom in the State of Virginia | 
adopted in 1785. He would have indorsed all that the Senator from | 


in him, [langhter, ] and I say this in all kindness and truth, believing 
that I speak the common voice of this Chamber. 

Mr. President, as I said a while ago, it was not my intention to have 
participated in this debate, and I regret that I am compelled to 
abandon my first intention. We have heard much about religious 
freedom, and freedom of conscience, and separation of church and 


| state. Who in this day and in this country would oppose either 
Government of the United States, a Government of limited authority, | 


or any or all of these great ideas? Who in this country is in favor 
of uniting church and state? Who in this country or in this age of 
the world is opposed to religious freedom ? Who is opposed to those 
great principles that are now moving the modern world with a power 
which human language cannot describe? There would be no civil 


| liberty without religious liberty. There would be no liberty, accord- 
No, sir; this power is not in the Federal Government. Kentucky | 


does not want New England and other States to dictate to her what | 
her schools shall be or what her taxes shall be, and least of all what | 
her religion shall be; and whenever any religious denomination un- 


ing to modern ideas, without entire separation of church and state’ 
And when the gentleman from Vermont places before the mind of 
this nation what is called the syllabus of the Pope and his encycli- 
cal letter, he does it with the intention of arousing a feeling of op- 
position to the principlestherein contained, believing that those prin- 
ciples are in opposition to religious liberty and to the separation of 


| church and state, when in point of truth and of fact when well un- 


derstood they are the very corner-stone of those great principles. 


| The Pope of Rome is a religious officer, if I may use the term, and 
| in that capacity he proclaims the truth to the church of which he is 


the head; and what minister of the gospel does not do the same 
thing even in this country? What minister, high or low, connected 
with any church, Jew or Gentile, but what does the same thing, if he 
be an honest minister? But does he speak as a temporal king? 
Does the Pope of Rome speak to the Catholic world as the king of 
Rome? He speaks to the Catholic world as the bishop of that 
church, speaking to them alone in the religious aspect, and in that 
aspect he has laid down the great principles of human government, 
telling all people that human government cannot exist without ac- 
knowledging the fact that as man springs from God, human society 


| is of God, man himself is the creature of God, and that all human 


| governments must understand that they move and exist and perform 
the speeches which have been made by several Senators on this floor. | 


The subject discussed is a most singular one for the American Senate, | 
and I have doubted whether we were in the Senate of the United 


their high functions in this world for the good of mankind, subordi- 
nated to the great Being who created this world and all the other 
worlds ; that there is a great divine Power superintending all crea- 
tion to which all human governments, like all men, are responsible. 
Sir, to deny these great truths is to go back to the days of paganism ; 
and indeed the tendency of to-day is to deny these truths and retro- 
grade again to the paganism of the time when Jupiter from high 
Olympus governed the world, as believed by the men of that period. 

Mr. President, so far from these amendments in my estimation at 
all affecting what some gentlemen think on this floor to be the views 
of the Catholics of this country, ae to my understanding of 
them, they are in exact accordance, every line of them, not only with 
the convictions of the members of that church, but with the true 
interestsof the Catholic body ; and they carry out the view expressed 
by them upon the subject of education throughout the United States. 
I will read: 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or probibit- 
ing the free exercise thereof. 

Who will take the negative of that? Who is in favor of a State 
establishing a religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof? 
Protestant or Catholic? No; not one in this broad land of any sect 


: | or denomination, or whether he has any religion at all or not. 
It he were not convinced of his own infallibility, certainly he would | 


not have the courage to do a thing of that kind. Hence I have fan- | 


I will read further, namely : 


And no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or pub- 
lic trust under any State. 


Who will take the other side of that question? Has it ever been 
applied? Yes. It does exist in the State of New Hampshire at this 
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day, where no Catholic can hold office; but with the exception ot New 
Hampshire there is no test of any description whatever existing in 
any State, and I would ask who is in favor of a religious test? 

Again, 1 will further read: 

No public property, and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or under 
the authority of, the United States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal 
copporation, shall be appropriated to, or made or used for, the support of any 
school, educational or o-her institution, under the control of any religious vr anti- 
religious sect, organization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or 
tenets of any religious or anti-religious sect, organization, or denomination shall 
be taught. 


very much if there be a man in this Chamber who does, because there 
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showed a great deal of infallibility on that subject. (Laughter. } 


| Well, he was mistaken with regard to that little historical incident, 


are so many disjunctive and conjunctive conjunctions and verbs and | 


wd verbs and passive cases and objective cases, all mixed promiscuously 


together, that although I know my friend from Vermont is a great | 


deal better grammarian than myself, yet I doubt if he was brought 
now before us as a class, to parse this sentence, whether he could do 
it snecessfully. I doubt it very much, and [ believe it would be worth 
trying now to bring the Senator ont and let him parse it for our in- 
struction. [Laughter.] lam speaking seriously. There isan idea in 
this thing, I presume; but when you start with the words, “‘ No public 


property, and no public revenue of, nor any loan of credit by, or under the | 


authority of,” by the time you have got through with it the idea that 
you had at the start has left you, vanished like a dream, and by the 
time you get down to the period, and pass over all the colons and 
semicolons and dashes in this long sentence, there is no idea left on 
the mind, all is lost in words; I cannot make it out. I do not know 
that it could be enforced; for indeed Ido not think it could be parsed 
by any grammarian. But let us try; let us make an effort in good 
faith. 


No public property, and no pate revenue of, nor any loan of credit by or un- | 


der the authority of, the United States, or any State— 
I am lost already. [Langhter. }— 


Territory, District, or municipal corporation, shall be appropriated to, or made or 
used for, the support of any school, educational or other institution, under the con- 
trol of any religious or anti-religious sect— 


If a sect is not religious is it correct to say it is anti-religious ?— 
organization, or denomination, or wherein the particular creed or tenets of any— 

Creed or tenets. I think one of these terms is alittle broader than 
the other, and are not exactly synonymous— 
creed or tenets of any religious or anti-religious— 

This is simply verbiage and ought not to be incorporated in the 
Constitation. 

Now the term “ creed of an anti-religious sect” or the tenet of an anti- 


religious sect 1 do not understand. While I do not know that my | 


friend from Vermont has ever been a schoolmaster, I am satisfied he 
has been at school, and I furthermore well know that he is a good 
grammarian, which I donot profess to be. But, Mr. President, I would 


not understand it very well, I am not in favor of appropriating prop- 
erty, public or private, nor any loan of credit for, on, or, by,—these 
eases are mightily mixed. [Laughter.] The explanation is plain. 
This thing was drawn by my friend after dinner. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is quite evident that this thing is drawn after 
dinner. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. BOGY. Mr. President, my friend from Vermont put his pen 
to paper, he admits, [laughter,] after a good dinner. This is, indeed, 
very plain; yet it is not in accordance with the old maxim in vino 
veritas; but let that be as it may, it is ambiguous, and wordy, and 
full of verbiage, and I think ought to be recommitted to the 
committee, and if it should be, from my experience we shall not get 
a report back for a good while. [Laughter.] I know very well 
that we submitted to that committee a bill months ago for the 
establishment of an additional circuit court of the United States in 
my State, I think five months ago, and we have never heard a word 
of it from that day to this, although it had passed the House. The 
committee or my friend has squelched it. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
President, I seriously do not object to this ; in other words, I am not 
in favor of yoting public property in that way. 

But this has been argued particularly by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont as if the Catholics, who, as he says, believed in the syllabus of 
the Pope, were opposed to the principles laid down in this amend- 
ment. I tell him that heis mistaken. He is as much mistaken about 
this as he is mistaken with regard to the history of Maryland, and 
as he was mistaken some time ago with regard to the history of his 
own section. I heard him proclaim here with all the assurance of 
an infallible Pope that the battle of Plattsburgh was fought in Sep- 
tember, 1812. Yet the history of his own section will tell him it took 
place in 1814. This gentleman, infallible as he may be in his own 
estimation, yet committed this mistake. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bat Plattsburgh, let me tell my friend, is not in 
the State of Vermont. 

Mr. BOGY, Plattsburgh is not in his own State, but he was speak- 
ing of the troops that went from his State and were present at the 
battle of Plattsburgh, in the State of New York. 

Mr. LOGAN, From Otter Creek. 

Mr. BOGY. Otter Creek, I will let my friend from Tinois know, 
was a part of the discussion in relation to the river and harbor bill. 
I remember that disenssion very well, and [ think he of Vermont 





He is mistaken with regard also to the history of Maryland. Noman 
ought todeny at this day that the Catholics of the old colony of Mary- 
land were the first men in the New World to unfurl the great banner 
of liberty and of religious freedom ; and history sustains what I here 
say. The gentleman may say what he pleases about it, they were 
the first in the New World to proclaim it; not as a compromise and 
a concession, as he says, but in accordance with their honest convic- 


| tions. This is the history of Ma¥yland, and as written it will go down 
I do not know that I exactly approve of this thing, and I doubt | 


the ages. My friend from Maryland (Mr. WHYTE] was right when 
he spoke of it awhile ago. But, sir, this subject has been argued by 
certain gentlemen upon the idea that in this country the Catholics 
were opposed to religious freedom because they perhaps were opposed 
to this amendment. I say it is not correct. In this country anid in 
other countries too at the present day they are in favor of perfect 
religious freedom; and, what is more, a proper understanding of the 
syllabus, as it is called, will show that it contains nothing inimical 
tothe great principles of liberty founded on what all enlightened men 
should acknowledge, “ the divine law.” All governments must have 
that broad foundation to exist at all, and he who denies that saps 
and destroys the very principle that sustains liberty and all good 


| governmentamongmen. Sofar from these amendments being inimical 


to the Catholic Church in the United States, las an unworthy member 
of that church say now what I believe from the first day I read these 
propositions, that they are protective of that church in every line 


| and word as far as they can be understood. 


The Catholics of the United States have been opposed to free schools, 
as stated by my friend from Indiana, as organized some years ago. 
And why? For the reason that they were sectarian. Even the very 
Bible which was used in the schools was a sectarian book, without 
going into a discussion whether the Protestant or Catholic Bible be 
the correct one. These schools were more or less sectarian, and, this 
being so, there is nothing strange or astounding or very remarkable 
that those who believed in their religion should not willingly sane- 


| tion their children going where their religion was not only untaught 


but where they were really taught to believe it was not correct. 


| There is nothing strange in that. Hence the Catholics have opposed 


throughout the United States the levying of public taxes for the pur- 


| pose of maintaining public schools organized on sectarian principles, 


because they could not participate in theeducation conferred by them; 
not that they were opposed to education, not that they were opposed 
to free schools, but only because they were opposed to paying taxes 


| for sectarian schools. 


Now, Mr. President, the principles laid down in this proposition are 
in exact accordance with the view of the Catholics in the United 
States and with the position of the archbishop of Cincinnati as pub- 
lished a few days ago, and the effect of this would be in exact accord- 


| ance with their wishes; that is, that no public tax shall be collected 
not object to this thing as far as I can understand it. Admitting I do | i 


to maintain any school or any institution to which they themselves 


| cannot send their own children. It is the very thing they want and 


what they have asked from the beginning. How far a thing of this 
kind can be carried out, I do not know. What is, strictly and log- 
ically speaking, sectarian teaching, Iam not able to tell. What is 
religious teaching, it is very hard to say. To tell a child that there 
is a God is religion. To tell him that the Son of God was born and, 
as God, was crucified for the redemption of a fallen world, is religion. 
Yet the Unitarian would tell you that it is not true, as he does not 
believe in the Trinity. We have prayer here every morning; and 


| no one listens to it with more reverence than I do; for I believe in 


prayer. I believe in expressing our wants and our wishes and our 
dependence upon the great Sovereign Creator of us all, and I pray with 
as much humility and reverence as my nature allows me every day. 
But is that sectarian teaching or not? Who can draw the distinc- 
tion? What and where isit? We know that the gentleman who 
prays for us does belong to and is the minister of a church. He is 
sectarian, as a necessity which cannot be avoided. But where are you 
to draw the line? To tell the child that there is a God, the Creator 
of the universe, and that he must be obedient to that God, and that 
he will be responsible to Him when he dies, and that he will rise 
from the dead, are all at truths that have their foundation in reli 
gion and revelation. Where will you stop? Sir, you have got to go 
back to the days of pure paganism or teach the Christian religion 
which is necessarily divided into many sects. 

The attempt is made to arouse feeling against the democratic party, 
and make it appear that it is dependent upon the support of the 
Catholics for success. I would ask where will the members of that 
church go after such sentiments as have been proclaimed on this floor? 
The puritan sentiment, enlightened and educated as it is, will not 
only not brook opposition, but will incessantly struggle for suprem- 
acy. 

To oppose it is to bring about the conflict now going on in this 
country upon all questions, religious, political, social, and educa- 
tional. 

When this Government was formed it found States existing per- 
fect in every respect. The autonomy of each was complete ; and each 
one, the smallest-as well as the largest, was as complete and as per- 
fect in every respect as is the mighty government of Britain to-day. 
The Federal Government was formed from States thus pre-existing, 
where all the relations that necessarily exist in organized commani- 
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ties between the inditidual man and the government were known 
and regulated, and the object of the formation of the Federal Gov- 
ernment was only to make from these pre-existing States a confeder- 
ation, an indissoluble Union, and leaving the individual relations be- 
tween man and government to be regulated bythe States. And among 
the most sacred of these rights, lying at the very foundation of all 
liberty, was that of freedom of conscience and the right to worship 
God according to the dictates of each one’s individual conviction. 
That was left to the States, and was not placed in the hands or under 
the control of the Federal Governméht. The attempt here to exer- 
cise this power takes from the States that right and_ gives it to the 
Federal Government. If the Federal Government has a right by 
amendment to say you shall not do a particular thing, it has the same 
right to say you shall doit. If you give the right here to the Fed- 
eral Government to say you shall not establish a State religion, the 


same power that can probibit can also create, and the day may come | 


when a majorify in the Federal Government may provide for one. 
The extent of power isthe same. It was not intended by the framers 
of the Constitution that that power should ever be exercised by the 
common Government. 

I will say to my friends who profess to be so much astonished at the 
position of the democratic party on this subject that it is owing to 


these well-understood fundamental ideas that the democratic party, | 


true to them and to the rights of the States, cannot vote for this prop- 
osition, which is a concession of power denied by all its members. I 
for one am as much opposed to the proposition which passed the House 
a few days ago as I am tothis amendment, for the reasons just given. 
For one hundred years the States have existed ; and for all this time 
they have had the power of legislation on this subject; and whocan rise 
in this Chamber and say that within that long period of time any 
one of them has in any way whatsoever attempted in the most dis- 
tant manner to trample upon the rights of conscience? 

Sir, the States will cease to have control of the subject if this 
amendment is adopted, and the Federal Government will be able to 
say you shall establish this or that religion, as the majority here may 
decide. 

Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to provide for the preven- 
tion and punishment of violations of this article. 

Under this clause there is no telling what might be done and what 
power might be exercised. 

Mr. President, the safety of this Government is in the denial of all 
such powers to the Federal Government. Keep it where the fathers 
placed it, in the States,and maintain it there. Asa State power it 
never has been abused in one hundred years, and, relying upon the 
patriotism and the intelligence of those who will come after us, I 
cannot believe it will be less safe hereafter than it has been heretofore. 

Mr. President, it was not my intention in the beginning of this dis- 
cussion to have said a word, and what I have said now has been with- 
out any preparation whatever. I have given expression to my views 
and long convictions. I am opposed to this amendment because, as 
j said, it takes from the State that which belongs to it, and for no 
other reason. I am opposed to it as a public man, as a citizen, and as 
an American Senator. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the attention of 
the Senate for a very few minutes. I have been greatly entertained, 
as we all have, by the wit and humor of the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri ; but the Senator made several statements and made a 
declaration here which is of very great importance in elucidating the 
spirit of the opposition to this amendment. The Senator stated very 
frankly that he indorsed fully the Pope’s encyclical to which reference 
was made by the Senator from Vermont. He said it contained the 
true foundation of religious liberty. Now, Mr. President, without 
intending to ente: into any argument as to the merit of the Pope’s 
encyclical, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a passage 
fromit. In fact the whole of it is of the same character. I shall read 
this extract without making comment upon it. This encyclical was 
uttered in 1864. He says: 

Contrary to the teaching of the holy Scriptures, of the church, and of the holy 
fathers, these persons (schismatics and others) do not hesitate to assert that ‘the 
best condition of human society is that whercin no duty is recognized by the gov- 
ernment of correcting by enacted penalties the violators of the Catholic religion, 
except when the maintenance of the public peace requires it.” From this totally 
false notion of social government, they fear not to uphold that erroneous opinion 
most pernicious to the Catholic Church and to the salvation of souls, which was 
called by our predecessor, Gregory XVI, (lately quoted,) the insanity, (Encyclical, 
13 August, 1842,) (deliramentum,) namely, that “liberty of conscience and of wor- 
ship is the right of every man; and that this right ought, in every well-governed 
state, to be proclaimed and asserted by the law; and that the citizens possess the 
right of being unrestrained, in the exercise of every kind of liberty, by any law, 
ecclesiastical or civil; so that they are authorized to publish and put forward openly 
all their ideas whatsoever, either by speaking, in print, or by any other method.” 
Hut while these men make these rash assertions, they do not reflect or consider 
that they preach the liberty of perdition, (St. Augustine, epistle 105, al. 166,) and 
that, “i it is always free to homan arguments to discuss, men will never be want 
ing who will dare to resist the truth and to rely upon the loquacity of haman wis- 


dom, when we know from the command of our Lord Jesus Christ how faith and 
Christain wisdom ought to avoid this most mischievous vanity. 


I have no comment to make upon that passage. If the opposition 
to this amendment is to be found in the spirit and letter of that pas- 
sage, comment is not required. 
labus of errors was published; it belongs to it: 


The syllabus of the principal errors of onr time which are stigmatize] in tho 


consistorial allocutions, encyclical and other apostolic letters of our most holy 
father Pope Pius LX 
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| limits of this broad land who doubts it. 
At the end of this encyclical the syl- | 


9091 


These errors are stated and numbered, beginning one and running 
down to eighty. I have not time to read many of them, but I will 
call attention to one or two things that are denounced as errors and 
are under anathema: 


Every man is free to embrace and profess the religion he shall believe true, guided 
by the light of reason. 


That is pronounced an error under anathema. 


I might read many 
more, 


I will read another, numbered 77 in the list: 
In the present day, it is no longer expedient that the Catholic religion shall be 
held as the only religion of tho state, to the exclusion of all other modes of worship 


That is the seventy-seventherror. Now I read the seventy-eighth - 


Whence it has been wisely provided by law, in some countries called Catholic, 
that persons coming to reside therein shall enjoy the public exercise of their own 
worship. 

That is the seventy-eighth error. There are others of the same 
character, and it is all in the same spirit. 

Mr. BOGY. Only one word, if the Senator will allow me. Al- 
though I said a while ago we might have been transported by some 
mysterious agency to Rome and to the Vatican council, yet I think 
we have got back and are now in the Senate of the United States. I 
do not rise to vindicate or explain. This is not the occasion, nor is 
this the place. Many of those things referred to there are what 
logicians call fundamental errors, and my friend from Indiana is too 
well versed in philosophy not to know that problems of that kind 
It is very 
hard to explain, very hard to vindicate these things, which when 
well understood have received the approbation of the enlightened 
Catholics of the world as not being subversive of the rights of con- 
science, as not being subversive of the true liberty of man, but they 


must be understood in the sense in which they emanated from the 


Pope, who is the head of the church. He goes no further there than 
the Queen of England would go; he goes no further there than the 
head of any church would go in proclaiming what he believes to be 
the essential truth of that church. It is hard to explain; I do not 
rise to do it myself. I will only say that this is not the occasion to 
explain it. But many of those enunciations have received the sanc- 
tion and approbation of the enlightened lovers of liberty, enlight- 
ened Catholics all over the world. 

Mr. MORTON. The language that I have qnoted is not susceptible 
of any explanation; that is to say, it is clear and explicit. It is not 
enigmatical and it does not requiye construction to get at the mean- 
ing. It is just as plain as the English language can be made. I do 
not wish, of course, to place my friend from Missouri in any delicate 
or false position; but my friend has indorsed in the Senate of the 
United States the doctrine of the encyclical letter on the subject of 
religious liberty. It is right for the world to know what that doc- 
trine is. My friend asked in the course of his speech, “Who are op- 
posed to religious liberty?” I will answer that in general terms those 
are opposed to religious liberty who are opposed to securing or giving 
to religious liberty constitutional guarantees. 

Mr. BOGY. I say we have that guarantee in the States; and this 
is subversive of liberty. 

Mr. MORTON. That brings me right back to the point made by 
the distinguished Senator from New York. He says we have that 
guarantee in the States. What guurantee have we in the States? 
A majority of the people of a State can change the Constitution of 
that State and according to the doctrines we have heard here to-night, 
doctrines I think that will startle this nation, we are told that the 
States must be left free, if they desire to do so, to establish a church, to 
establish denominational schools, and maintain them at public ex- 
pense. Although the distinguished Senators say they are opposed to it, 
as I have no doubt they are, yet the fatal proposition is that the States 
shall be left free to do this. We are told that, if we do not leave the 
States free to do this, we are interfering with religious freedom, just as 
if religious freedom required that a State should have the power to es- 
tablish a particular church, and to exclude all others, and to have 
the doctrines of that church taught in schools that are maintained 
at public expense. That is the whole doctrine of the opposition to 
this amendment in a nut-shell; it cannot be explained away; and I 
must say that it is in striking harmony with the Pope’s encyclical. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I have a word or two to say on this 
matter. I propose to correct some errors that my honorable friend 
from Indiana [ Mr. MortToN ] has fallen into. The opinion of the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana appears to be that unless a certain 
amendment to the Constitution, which he believes to be right, is 
adopted, the converse of that is to be done by the States. Sir, there 
never was anything more absurd or nonsensical uttered on the floor of 
this Senate. Let us look at this for one moment: 

No State shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohib- 
iting the free exercise thereof; and no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any oflice or public trust under any State. 


Who doubts that? Noman. There is not a man living within the 


Is that any reason why it 
should be placed within the Constitution of the United States? Let 
me make another suggestion. Suppose the honorable Senator from 
Vermont should say that no man hereafter should pick a pocket or 
commit burglary, who bere disputes the propriety of that sentiment? 
Nobody. But would you put it into an amendment to the Constitu- 
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tion of the United States? It is an absurdity to talk about it. There 
are five thousand things that my honorable friend can draw in the 
shape of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, the 
principles of which no man would object to; but that is no reason 
why they should become a part of the Constitution of the United 
States. My view is this: I would not amend in any particular the 
organic law of this land unless there was an absolute necessity for 
doing it; and I hope my friend from Indiana will understand me 
when I say so. After the results of the late terrible civil conflict it 
became necessary in the opinion of those holding power that there 
should be certain amendments tothe Constitution of the United States. 
Previous to that war slavery existed. By the logic of the war it was 
destroyed, and therefore it seemed to be proper that there should be 
certain amendments to the Constitution. They were adopted and 
have become a part of the organic law of the land. 

What is the necessity here for this amendment? No man yet has 
given any reason forit. I ask forareason. No reason has been given 
and no reason can be given. My honorable friend from Indiana says 
the man who does not vote for this amendment is opposed to the 
principle. That is not so; it is not logical. The difference between 
the honorable Senator from Indiana and myself is this: The States 
yossess this power to-day, and he knows it. He knows that no pub- 

ic money can be taken and that no State can pass any law respect- 
ing religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. He knows it in 
his own heart. 

Mr. MORTON. 


If my friend will permit me? 
Mr. EATON. 


Certainly, with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says I know the States cannot do this 
thing. What is the reason the States cannot do it? He will say that 
in most of the constitutions there are provisions preventing them ; 
but my friend knows very well that the majority who made those con- 
stitutions can unmake them. Therefore he leaves it in the power of 
any State by a change in its organic law to make an established 
church. 

Mr. EATON. Majorities do not make constitution in my State; it 
takes more than a majority. 

Mr. MORTON. I do not think that the Senator’s State, perhaps, 
can be considered as a standard. 

Mr. EATON. Nor yours. 

Mr. MORTON. 0, yes, the majority makes the constitution in my 
State. 

Mr. EATON. I am sorry for your State; it onght not to be so. 

Mr. MORTON. Perhaps it onght to require something more than 
a majority in my friend’s State to make the constitution ; but in other 
States I imagine the constitution is made by a majority of the people. 
I never heard of a two-thirds vote being required ina State to amend 
its constitution. Does my friend insist then that in his State consti- 
tution that is required ? 

Mr. EATON. A two-thirds majority? My dear sir, you could not 
get through with a short session of my Legislature witheut a two- 
thirds majority twice. 

Mr. MORTON. If my friend will permit me, he asserts that the 
majority of the people of a State cannot change the Constitution of 
that State. He says they cannot in his State. 

Mr. EATON. I have not said that. 

Mr. MORTON. I understood my friend to say so a few minutes 
ago, and I think the record will show that he did. 

Mr. EATON. Is my friend through? 

Mr. MORTON. For the present. 

Mr. EATON. My friend says, Can they not doit? I might as well 
say, Why cannot my friend from Indiana commit burglary or murder 
or robbery? Because it is against his character, his reason, and his 
sense. When you tell me that the State of Indianacan legalize mur- 
der, can legalize robbery, can legalize a system of religion, I say it is 
as absurd as it would be for me to say that my friend from Indiana 
can commit murder. Of course he can; but will he? Will any rea- 
soning man in a community doathing of that sort? This whole busi- 
ness is absurd. Let us go a step further. 

No public property, and no public revenue of nor any loan of credit by or under 
the authority of, the United States, or any State, Territory, District, or municipal 


corporation shall be appropriated to, or made or used for, the support of any 
school, educational or other institation. 


For one moment look at this. The State of Connecticut, small I 
agree, representing her humbly, as I agree I do—and I hope I shall 
not injure my friend’s feelings when I say the sovereign State of Con- 
necticut is not to be permitted to give a thousand dollars te an edn- 
cational institution unless my friend from Indiana and the honorable 
Senator from Vermont say she may do it. I have no patience with 
such an argument. In my city of 50,000 people, small I agree it is, 
there are two asylums for children, one a Catholic asylum and the 
other a Protestant asylum, There are in those two asylums five hun- 
dred children, and the city of Hartford, my city, by this amendment 
cannot give a thousand dollars a year to each of those two asylums 
although by doing it they shonld save $20,000 a year. It is absurd. 
I have great confidence in the intelligence of my honorable friends 
from Indiana and Vermont, but 1 beg to say to them both that Con- 
necticut can take care of its own schools and its own religions with- 
out their assistance. We do not require it, and in my judgment it 
will he a good many years before we shall. That is my opinion. 

Iam glad of one thing. My friend from Missouri [Mr. BoGy] said 
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that the negro was about played out. It looks to me as though there 
was to be another new thing ; that there was to be injected into the 
coming presidential election this question of whether Connecticut, 
and Indiana, and New York, and Vermont, and South Carolina, and 
Arkansas should take care of their own schools, of their own pris- 
ons, of their own reformatory institutions. Let it come ; the quicker 
the better. This report of the Judiciary Committee is the particu- 
lar act I am talking about ; I am not now speaking about any other 
amendment. When any other one comes up I will talk about that, 
I have not said that I shall vote for any. I would cut my arm oft 
before I would vote for this, because I would disgrace my manhood 
and my State if I should vote for it. When we come to any other 
amendment I will talk about that. Has it come to this, that there 
is to be a new issue in the next Presidential election whether In- 
diana and Vermont shall govern New York and Connecticut; whether 
New Jersey, Florida, the Carolinas, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Massa- 
chusetts shall govern themselves? Is that to be the question? If 
it is, let us meet it here, anywhere, at all times, and in all places. 

My friend from Missouri said what I shall not say or admit. He 
said that there was left to the States this right. I do not use that 
language? I say this right belongs to the States. It was not left to 
them; it belongs to them, and they have not given it to any other 
government. That isthe way I put it. It is a State right for Con- 
necticut to determine what she shall do with regard to this matter. 
She has not given it to the Federal Government. It is hers, one of 
her sovereign rights. I represent in part the State which was repre- 
sented in the federal convention by Roger Sherman and Oliver Ells- 
worth. They said in that convention that the State of Connecticut 
was sovereign, and I shall not myself, to use a modern but common 
»hrase, “ go back” upon what they said. The argument isa false one. 

do not use the term “ false,” as my friend from Indiana well knows, 
for the purpose of irritation; but the argument is a false one when 
any Senator asserts that a Senator who is not in favor of this proposi- 
tion is in favor of the opposite of the proposition. ‘That won't do,” 
as my friend from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN ] says; that won’t hold water; 
there are “too many holes in that skimmer.” 

l simply say with regard to this proposed amendment that I am 
opposed to it because it interferes with the rights of the States; that 
is all. The States will determine when they come to legislate upon 
this matter. When any man says that I am in favor of the converse 
of this proposition because I will not vote for it he says what is not 
true. It will not do for any Senater to say it in my presence, be- 
cause I am opposed to any State making a law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion. In my State I will take care that they do not 
wake any such Jaw; and I do not want the honorable Senator from 
Indiana to take care of Connecticut. I will take eare of that myself. 
Let him take care of his own State. I think he will have as much as 
he can do to take care of it during the coming election. 

Next, no State is to make any law probibiting the free exercise of 
religion. Where is the Senator who dares to stand on this floor and 
say to me, or any other Senator, that because I oppese this proposi- 
tion and oppose the givit g of this power to the Federal Goverament 
I am in favor of the States doing that? It will not do. Iam opposea 
to any State making a law establishing religion ; I am opposed to any 
State prohibiting the free exercise of any religion; and I do not re- 
quire the Senate or the Congress of the United States to assist me, in 
taking care of the State of Connecticut in that regard. We have got 
on for a hundred years without it, and I beg leave to say that we 
shall get along for another hundred years without it. I am very 
much inclined to the opinion, and therefore being inclined to the 
opinion I must express it—I hope I am wrong about it—that this 
whole matter is brought up as an election dodge. 

Mr. HARVEY. Willthe Senator permit me to ask him where this 
question comes from ? 

Mr. EATON. I do not know, nor care. 

Mr. HARVEY. Did it not come from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. EATON. It came from James G. Blaine. Did you ever hear 
of him? 

Mr. HARVEY. 
Representatives ? 

Mr. EATON. Not this “creetur.” This whole business originated 
with Hon. James G. Blaine. Did you ever hear of him? It was one 
of his dodges to get a nomination, and I wish he had got it. I have 
been sorry ever since that he did not; and you have been glad ever 
since. 

Mr. HARVEY. Was he able te dictate to the democratic House of 
Representatives ? 

Mr. EATON. Iam not able to say what Mr. Blaine could or could 
notdo. He has done a great many things in this world that I donot 
want to talk about. 

Mr. HARVEY. This measure comes to us with the sanction of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. EATON. No; I beg your pardon. 
honorable Senator from Vermont. I am not talking about anything 
else. I will come to that by and by. I am talking about what the 
honorable Senator from Vermont has brought into the Senate. 

Mr. HARVEY. The very language on which the Senator hae just 
been commenting is in the original resolution. 

Mr. EATON. Is it possible! Very likely. 
am glad my friend has. 


Did it not also come from the democratic House of 


This comes to us from tie 


I have not read it; I 
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Mr. HARVEY. Ihad the impression that the Senator had not read it. 

Mr. EATON. This came from my friend from Vermont. It is very 
good reading, but I have not got through with it yet. 

And nosuch particular creed or tenets shall be read or taught in any school or in- 
stitution supported in whole or in part by such revenue or loan of credit; and no 
such appropriation or loan of credit shall be made to any religious or anti-religious 
sect— 


we have not any of those in my State— 


organization, or denomination, or to promote its interests or tenets. This article 
shall not beconstrued to prohibit the reading of the Bible in any sehool or institu- 
tuuon. 


I should like to ask which Bible; whether it is the Bible af James I 
or what is called the Douay Bible? This whole business is a par- 
tisan trick put upon the Senate of the United States. There is nota 
single member of the Senate—I do not except my friend from Kan- 
sas, I do not except my friend from Indiana, I do not except my 
friend from Vermont—there is not one single Senator on this floor 
who entertains the slightest idea that any State in this Union has 
any intention to originate a system of religion. No Senator dare rise 
in his place on his personal responsibility as a Senator and say so. 
If he will, I should like to hear him. Is there any danger that Indi- 
ana willdo it? Is there any danger that Vermont willdoit? Is there 


any danger that Massachusetts will doit? Is there any danger that | 


North Carolina, or Delaware, or Tennessee, or Florida, or New York, 
or New Jersey will do it? Not one single Senator dare rise in his place 
and say any suchthing. If thereis one, I would be very glad to have 
him do it now, and I will yield the floor. No such gentleman has 
presented himself on this floor; and if he does hereafter, hereafter 
we can talk about it. Nobody has vet; and therefore as no one has, 
I will assume that I am right; and if Lam right, then why is this 
thing here? It is here to do a little political business that it can- 
not accomplish. I am very glad to see it for one; I am very 
happy to see it. My honorable friend the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPENCER] will be very apt to go with me on this question. As 
he will not be able to get telegrams from the two republican chair- 
men of committees in the State of Alabama, I think he will vote with 
me on this question. 

My friend from Vermont says that every democrat opposes this 
proposition. Why should not every democrat oppose a proposition 
of this character? No reason has yet been given for supporting it. 
When one is given I will try to answer it. No reason has yet been 
given by the honorable Senator from Vermont, who is the putative 
father of this child, why it should be adopted. If any Senator can 
give a reason I should like to hear it. Every democrat certainly will 


oppose it, because he opposes it on democratic grounds, and those 


grounds are that this whole business belongs not to the Federal 
Government but to the States of the Union. Whenever any Senator 
gives a reason for this, I will try, if nobody else does, to answer that 
reason. 

One word and only a word more. My honorable from Vermont 
is out of his seat. Ue asserted a certain fact. That fact which he 
asserted has been denied. I desire to re-assert that fact, that the 
first proposition which was ever made on this continent for the free 
exercise of religion was made by Charles Calvert in the colony of 
Maryland, and Charles Calvert was what I am not, a Catholic. That 
is the truth, and that is the history of the country. I came from 
Connecticut, what is called a puritan State, and that is no particular 
reason so far as I know why I should not. tell the truth. 

I did not rise here to-night to talk about the respective views of 
and differences between the Protestant and Catholic religions. Per- 
mit me to say, Mr. President, what you as a Michigan man know bet- 
ter than I, that the religion of our Lord was carried all through the 
Northwest by Catholics. Starting from Quebec and Montreal, all 
through the Indian tribes one hundred and fifty years ago the relig- 
ion of Jesus was taught by the disciples of Rome. The puritan 
taught the religion of God as he understood it in New England; the 
Catholic as he understood itin Maryland; another class in New York; 
and another still in New Jersey, and the Catholic again in Lonisiana, 
God forbid that I should rise here in my place as an American Sena- 


tor to talk about the differences between the religious denominations | 


and the religious creeds. I scorn to do it. No good has come to the 
people of the world by doing that. I shall never forget, whatever 
the errors of the Catholic Church are or may have been, that for fif- 
teen hundred years it was the only form of the Christian religion 
known to man; and, right or wrong—I do not speak of it in that 
way; I should scorn myself to make an argument about it—upon it 
depends the salvation of many hundreds of millions of human beings. 
It will not do for the Senator from Vermont to tell me or to tell any- 
body else that the Catholic religion is to be stamped under foot by 
the people of the United States. I am not a Catholic; my ancestors 


were not such; but I thank God for one thing, and that is this: I rec- | 
ognize the great good that the Catholic people have done in my own | 
town, in my own State, and therefore I stand here, a representative | 


of puritan Connecticut, to defend the action of the Catholic religion- 
ists in my State. They have done well. I have nothing to do with 
their religion. ‘They will take care of that, and I will take care of 
mine. I do not ask them to support me; they do not ask me to sup- 
pert them. Let us not have any quarrel on this subject; and there- 
fore | would hope almost to a man that we should vote down this 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Vermont; and when we 
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| come to another amendment it will be time enough to talk about that. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, if anybody has attacked the Catholic 
religion here to-night I have not heard it. The Senator’s defense of 


| it I think was entirely gratuitous, and I doubt whether he will get 
| many thanks for it even from them. 


But it is a little extraordinary 
to hear my friend from Connecticut charging the presence of this 
proposition here to-night as a republican trick, a partisan trick, a 
thing that we have brought in here, lugged in by the heels, for the 
How did this get here? A resolu- 
tion came from the House of Representatives, which has nearly a two- 
thirds democratic majority, and it received in that body 166 out of 
171 votes. 

Mr. EATON. I beg to suggest to my honorable friend that I know 
that fact; but that he is not entitled to speak of the action of the 
House of Representatives here. 

Mr. MORTON. I am entitled to speak of it. I am entitled to 
speak of the fact that this resolution came here from the House of 
Representatives, having passed nearly unanimously, and that we 
were bound to consider it. We could not lay it upon our table and 
say we would not consider it. It wasour duty to consider it whether 
we wanted to doit or not, and if we were bound to consider it, the 
question was whether we should consider it with a view to perfect 
it, if it required perfecting in our opinion. We have amended it; 
and notwithstanding this comes here now in this way my friend for- 
gets all about it; he slaps his friends in the House in the face and 
says the whole thing is wrong from beginning to end, and lays the 
responsibility upon us. 

Mr. EATON. Ihave not said one word about that, and I think 
the gentleman ought not to misrepresent me. I will take care of the 
other when I come to it. What I said was this: That I was now 
dealing with what the Senator from Vermont has offered us. 1 will 
take care of the other matter when I come to it. 

Mr. MORTON. I have come to the other matter. 

Mr. EATON. This is not the House resolution at all. 

Mr. MORTON. It is not the House resolution, but it is an amend- 
ment of it. 

Mr. EATON. O, no; not an amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I will yield to my friend from Connecticut if he 
has any thing to say. When it has been brought here in this way 
my friend forgets even that there is a House. In his great anxiety 
to assault the republican party he says we are responsible for the 
whole thing; and he says he bases his opposition to it upon demo- 
cratic grounds; that the whole business belongs to the States; that 
we have not anything to do with it ; right in the face of the fact that 
nearly every democrat in the House voted for the resolution, deny- 
ing the States the power to iake the school fund and give it to sec- 
tarian schools. 

Mr. EATON. One moment. They have done no such thing. The 
States have done no such thing, and the Senator from Indiana knows 
it. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not say the States. 

Mr. EATON. The House has advised that a certain amendment to 
the Constitution should be made ; that is all, and that it should be 
submitted to the States. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is just what we have done. 

Mr. MORTON. Thatisaboutall. We have shown what the House 
had.done. I did not say that the States had done it. My friend is 
slightly mixed in his assertions. 

Mr. EATON. Not much; he is not. 

Mr. MORTON. The House sent us a resolution denying to the 
States the power to take the school fund and appropriate it to sec 
tarian purposes. We have amended it, and say they have not only no 
right to do that, but that they shall not levy a tax for that purpose 
and shall not make an appropriation. 

Mr. EATON. Will the Senator allow me once more? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. The House have denied no such power to the States, 
The Senator from Indiana is a lawyer, and the Senator knows they 
have not denied it. They have simply submitted to the States that 
they should adopt a certain thing; they have denied nothing. 

Mr. MORTON. I suppose my friend 1s about right. We have not 
denied it to the States and we shall not until it comes to be adopted; 
but we have proposed to the States an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion which does deny to them these powers. The House says that 


| the States shall not have the power to take the school-fund and nse 


it. We propose to extend it and say neither shall they have the 
power t> levy a tax for that purpose, and go intosome further detail, 
perfecting it and carrying out the same idea. My friend from Con 

necticut says it is all wrong; that the whole business belongs to the 
States; that it isa mere republican trick which has been brought 
here for partisan purposes. My friend says we want to make a new 
issue. He onght to have said that his democratic friends want to 
make a newissue. It stands just about this way: that for the pur- 
pose of meeting a strong feelicg throughout the nation, for the 
purpose of allaying a great fear, a proposition is made to amend 
the Constitution which, at first glance, seems to accomplish the prr- 
pose, but on examination it is found not to aecomplish the purpose, 
but is in effect a frand and a sham, and when we try to amend it and 
wake it a thing of substance and to cover the whole ground we are 
told that it is all wrong; that the whole matter belongs to the States. 
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Mr. RANDOLPH. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Who decides that the amendment offered by the 
House is a fraud and a sham ? 

Mr. MORTON. Does my friend want an answer? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. For one I will undertake to decide it, so far as I 
am concerned. That is to say, I give my opinion that the effect of it 
is a mere sham; that while professing to protect the public against 
sectarian schools or the appropriation of public money to carry them 
on it simply prevents the application of a school fund raised forthat 
purpose and leaves each State at liberty to levy a tax for that pur- 
pose. In that respect it is a sham. 


Mr. EATON. If my friend will allow me, I agree with him. I} 


think that is a sham and all the others frands. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator agrees that it is a sham? 

Mr. EATON. And all the rest are frands. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Connecticut has brought me to 
it, and now let me state this thing very fully. This resolution as it 
came to us is for political purposes. There is not a doubt about it. 
It is to meet a strong feeling existing throughout the United States, 
but it is to meet it by false pretenses. While pretending to guard 
the nation against this great danger it does not in effect doit. It 
simply keeps the States from taking an established school fund, but 
leaves them to tax the people from year to year for the purpose of 
supporting sectarian schools. We might as well understand this 
thing. I did not intend to say so munch, but my friend has been so 
persistent in saying that it is a republican trick, a sham, that I pre- 
fer now to state the matter very fully and strongly. It was man1- 


factured and sent here for a political purpose, and that was to make | 


the impression that our democratic friends were in favor of free 
schools and of protecting them in their publie character. It was in- 
tended to make that impression, but when it is shown that it does 
not have that effect and we bring it out in its true character and ex- 
pose this attempt which has been made, then we are told that the 
whole thing belongs to the States; that we have no business with it; 
that we are robbing the States of their rights. How robbing the 
States? This cannot become a part of the fundamental law unless 
three-fourths of the States agree to it. We cannot take the power 
from the States by passing it here. Three-fourths of the States have 
to agree to it, and when they do it, it becomes the law. Our Consti- 
tution provided that we might amend the Constitution by the con- 
sent or approbation of three-fourths of the States, and this is simply 
following the line prescribed by the Constitution itself. If the States 
agree to it and give up this power it is all right. They have nobody 
to blame but themselves. If three-fourths of them agree to it, then 
it becomes the law of the land, just like any other constitutional 
amendment. Why talk about robbing the States? Robbing them of 
what? Robbing them of the power to tax the people of the State 
tor the support of sectarian schools? That is the robbery, is it? 

Mr. EATON. No. 

Mr. MORTON. Robbing them of the power to establish a church ? 
That is the robbery, is it? 

Mr. EATON. No. 

Mr. MORTON, My friend said we wanted to do it. 

Mr. EATON. If the gentleman will permit me, he ought not to 
misrepresent me. Will he permit me to set him right? 

Mr. MORTON. O, certainly. 

Mr. EATON. I have said this over and over again: that the States 
shall determine, not that you are to determine it; not that the States 
will or will not be robbed, but that it is not your business as one of 
the Senators from Indiana to talk about this matter at all. While I 
am up, as the Senator gave me the floor, I beg to ask him if every one 
of the republican Representatives did not vote for the very amend- 
ment that he is now talking about. 

Mr. MORTON. I presume they did. They voted for it in the shape 
in which a democratic committee presented it to the House: but the 
Senator himself, in his desire to hit the republicans, is hitting his 
own political friends. This is in keeping with the practice of the 
democratic party throughout the country. Here is a proposition that 
comes to us by the action of the democratic Honse. We are bound 
to consider it; but when it comes here it is thrown up to us that we 
brought it here, that it is a republican trick. It is just like the talk 
abont the debt and about taxation. These things were brought about 
by the rebellion ; they are the consequences of the action of the dem- 
ocratic party; but they are held up as being a crime and the conse- 
quence of republican action. 

Mr. EATON. Ido wish the Senator would not mix up the rsbell- 
jon with this matter. 

Mr. MORTON. My friend said we wanted a new issue. My friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BoGy] said the nigger was killed. I think that 
was his language. 

Mr. EATON. Dead. 

Mr. MORTON. No; he said he was killed. Well, they have killed 
a good many of them, but they have not killed them all. 


Mr. EATON. Nomatter; he came pretty near it; but he said dead. | 


It is the same as killed. 

Mr. MORTON. I think the desire to change the issne perhaps be- 
longs more to the other side. Allow me to state what I understand 
to be the whole question. The House sends a resolution here which 


RECORD—SENATE., Avaust 14, 


if it becomes a part of the law prohibits the States from taking a 
school fund, already dedicated and set apart, and appropriating it 
to the support of sectarian schools. We amended that by also pro- 
hibiting the States from levying a tax for that purpose or from ap- 
propriating money ou? of the general Treasury for the same prrpose, 
| and going into some details for the purpose of perfecting it. We are 
trying just as we would upon any other measure to perfect a proposi- 
tion. Weassume that it came here in good faith. We wanted to make it 
| better and cover the ground. My friend admits, and he cannot help 
admitting, that as it came here it is grossly imperfect ; it amounts 
to but very little. We have tried to improve it, but now the opposi- 
| tion to-night comes upon the broad ground that the whole matter be- 
| longs to the States, coming as strongly against the House proposition 
as against the amendment of the Judiciary Committee. My friend 
from Missouri announces a doctrine here to-night in good faith ana 
full of intelligence which strikes at the very basis and existence of 
the principles of the nation. There can be but one reason that I can 
understand for opposing this amendment, and that is that the States 
shall be left with power if they see proper to establish a church and 
tax the people for the support of sectarian schools. The amendment 
only prohibits them from doing that thing. Is it right, is it good 
policy, is it consistent with American liberty to prohibit the States 
from doing that thing? I think that it is. Those who oppose it 
| must do it upon the ground that the States ought.to have that liberty, 
| that it may be their interest, it may be their feeling, some time. to 
| exercise that power. I feel that in this matter we are entirely right, 
and that our opponents, as they have been upon every one of these 
constitutional amendments, are entirely wrong. 

My friend said a while ago that the logic of the war was to destroy 
slavery, and then it was natural and proper that we should put an 
|} amendment to the Constitution abolishing slavery. So it was; but 
that was opposed by the democratic party from the hour of its intro- 
duction here up to this very time. It was right; it was proper; but 
it was opposed, just as this thing is opposed; and so was the fonr- 
teenth amendment, and so the fifteenth. This is just as clearly right 
as either of those three amendments, and there can be no argument 
er debate against the justice of this amendment. It simply places 
religious liberty in this country and education upon impregnable 
grounds. It is no blow upon the Catholic Church, ‘The idea seems 
to be to appeal to the sympathy of the country as though it were an 
attack upon catholicism. It protects catholicism as it protects pro- 
testantism. It is just as much for the one as for the other; just as 
much against the one as against the other, and it is perfectly idle to 
talk about this thing being an attack upon the Catholic Church. It 
seems to me that the opposition to this thing gets down to a very 
sthall proportion when it is charged with being simply a republican 
trick, just as if it was devised here and gotten up for the occasion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to oceupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate not more than three minutes. 1 do not intend to 
discuss this question. I am sorry the discussion has taken the turn 
that it has; but what I rose to say particularly was that my friend 
from Indiana seeks in his closing remarks upon this debate to make 
the impression that the democratic party is responsible for any agi- 
tation that may arise in the country from a discussion of this character. 
That Senator knows, and every other Senator knows, that at the 
very commencement of this session the President of the United States, 
the head of the republican party, brought this question here in his 
annual message. They know, and know full well, that prior to that 
time the head of the republican party, in the city of Des Moines, 
opened the campaign last fall upon this very issue. They know full 
well that one of the leading republican candidates for the nomination 
for the Presidency at the commencement of the session of Congress 
| introduced almost the precise resolution which the House of Repre- 

sentatives sent to the Senate. 
I do not express any opinion either in favoror against the proposi- 
tion, for I do not mean to discuss the resolution as it came from the 
House, or the resolution as it has been amended by the Senate; but I 
wish to say this: that the democratic Honse of Representatives, actu- 
ated doubtless by the highest motives that could govern a delibera- 
tive body, when they saw a deliberate purpose and intention on the 
part of one of the great parties of this country to bring into the presi- 
dential campaign this year, evidenced by the action of the President 
of the United States himself, the chief of his party, evidenced too by 
the action of a prominent aspirant for the presidential honors in in- 
troducing this very resolution—when the House of Representatives 
knew that that animus actuated the republican party they did wisely to 
adopt a measure to eliminate from the political discussions of the 
present campaign a question of such fearful import. When L listened 
to-day to the debates upon this question, when I heard the appeals 
that were made by Senators to the religious prejudices and passions 
| of mankind, I trembled for the future of my country. Has not his- 

tory a voice? Does it not speak with an eloquence that ought to ap- 

peal in living language to the heart of every Senator? Have not 
| religious persecutions and appeals to religious prejudices stained the 
earth with blood and wrung from the hearts of millions the deepest 
agonies? Yet I see springing up in my own country for the base 
| purpose of party, to promote a presidential election, a disposition to 
drag down the sacred cross itself and make it subservient to party 
| ends. Tappeal to Heaven to thwart the purpose of all snch partisans? 
| While the Christian world is to-day praying for the peace of Jernsa- 
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lem, there are men in this country caring nothing for religion who 
would subserve their party ends if they could by crucifying the Son 
of God afresh if he were on earth, or what is little better, who attempt 


to disturb the peace of the church and toarray the Christian brother- | 


hood in deadliest hate against each other. 

| appeal to the American people, standing here in my place, to be 
deaf to all such appeals. Let not the worst passions of mankind be 
invoked in this campaign; but let the peace of the church tlow on as 
it has in the past, and the great mission of Christianity accomplish 
that good for which it was sent. Let not politicians make the cause 
of the Redeemer subservient to base party ends. I protest against it 
iu the interest of Christianity and the peace and happiness of man- 
kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EATON, (when Mr. BARNUM’s name was called.) I wish to 
state that my colleague [Mr. BARNUM] is paired with the Senator 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Dawrs.] One would vote one way and 
the «ther the other. [Lanughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when Mr. HAMILTON’s name was called.) The 
Senator from Texas [Mr. HAMILTON] is detained at his rooms by ill- 
He is paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Wirters. ] 
The Senator from Texas would have voted in favor of this amend- 
ment, and the Senator from Virginia, as I understand, would have 
voted against it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Maryland, (Mr. WuyTe. ] He 
would have voted “ nay,” and I should have voted “ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Hower] and the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] They would vote “ yea,” and I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on 
political questions with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cam- 
ERON.] I did not think at the time I made the pair of this question, 
and I presume he was not expecting it. In his absence I do not feel 
at liberty to vote. [ would vote against the proposition. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarpb.] If pres- 
ent the Senator from Delaware would vote “nay,” and I should vote 
“ yea.” 

“The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to state that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WALLACE] is paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. RoBpertson.] If they were here the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania would vote“ nay,” and the Senator from South Carolina 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WricuT] 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Dennis.] My col- 
league would vote “ yea,” and the Senator from Maryland would vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. Without a very strong stomach for this sort of 
legislation, I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 16; as follows: 


ness, 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 
Wisconsin, Christiancy, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds. Ferry, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Harvey, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, 
Oglesby. Paddock, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, and West 

NAYS—Messrs Bory Cockrell. Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Gordon, Jones of Florida, 
Kelly, Kernan, Key, MeCreery, McDonald, Maxey, Norwvod, Randolph, 
Stevenson— 16 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, 


ver, Dawes 


2R 


and 


Barnum, Bayard, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cono- 
Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Ingalls, Johnston, Merrimon. Ransom, Robertson, Saulsvury, Sharon, Sherman, 
Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Windom, Withers, and Wright—27. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
not having voted to agree to the resolution, the same is not passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, | 


its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4107) to provide for the payment of a full month's 
wages to certain of the employés recently permanently discharged 
from the service of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 410§) to authorize the President to accept the 
services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
_Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which takes precedence. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I wish to make some reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from New Hampshire making reports ? 

The Chair hears none. 

_ Mr. WADLEIGH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. Ne. 147) to refand to William Watts, of the county 


Two-thirds of the Senators present | 
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of Boone, and State of Kentucky, the sum of $5,610, illegally taken 
and received from him and paid into the Treasury of the United 
States by the collector of internal revenue for the sixth Kentucky dis- 
trict, in excess of the amount of lawful tax collected upon the sale 
of 23,031 pounds of manufactured tobacco, on the 23th day of June, 
1264, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 355) for the relief of James Millinger, of New Jersey, sulbmit- 
ted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, te whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 2832) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, of Louisiana, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Nevada offering a resolution, the Senator from Rhode Island 
having moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business? The Chair hears none, and the resolution will be re- 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ON CONTINGENT EXPENSES. 


Resolved, That the Committee to Anita 
the Senate have leave to sit during the rece 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he will give 
way for a moment that I may call up a billof very great importance, 
which will not cause any delay in his executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois ob- 


nd control the Contingent Expenses of 
ss of Congress 


ject to the consideration of the resolution ? 


Mr. DAVIS. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. Jones, of Nevada. 
Mr. DAVIS. I believe that is usual. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘That is always usual. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOGAN. Now I appeal to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Chair will put the question on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island or else on the motion which I 
made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is entertaining business 
by unanimous consent. The request of the Senator from Minnesota 
is in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Minnesota will allow me to ex- 
plain, I will state the reason why I ask him to give way. 
to me that through courtesy I should be allowed to explain. 

Mr. WINDOM. I suppose the business before the Senate is the mo- 
tion pending made by the Senator from Rhode Island. I do not know 
that an appeal can be made to me at present on that subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope I may be allowed to make a suggestion. 
It is now one o’clock. The Indian bill is a voluminous bill, so that 
it will take a long time to enroll it. I can see in the case of that bill 
a reason why we should stay here and pass it. I cannot see in the 
case of any private bill, especially one to which no objection will be 
made, why we should punish ourselves by staying here all night 
when we are going to be here to-morrow in any event. I suggest to 
Senators, without meaning to interfere with anybody, that therefore 
the Senator from Minnesota has an obvious reason for wanting the 
Indian bill to be acted on to-night, so that the clerks may have an 
opportunity to enroll it. That reason does not apply to any other 
bill that occurs to me now, none that is proposed. Therefore I sug- 


lt seems 


| gest that the Senator from Minnesota be allowed to take up the con- 


ference report and have action upon it, and then we adjourn till morn- 
ing and not wear ourselves out by sitting here all night. 
Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 


| me to present the conference report. 


ee 


Mr. ANTHONY. In consideration of the fact stated by the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Minnesota, the necessity of en- 
rolling this voluminous bill, | withdraw the motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business; but I must state that after that 
matter is disposed of I shall renew the motion, and if it does not pre- 
vail then, I shall renew it as soon as we meet to-morrow morning, and 
I shall keep on revewing it with the same persistency as my friend 
from Illinois insists on his bounty bill, aud L hope with more success; 
for unless we shall transact some business in executive session, we 
shall be called together after the adjourument of Congress. 

Mr. SARGENT. We must have an executive session. 

Mr. LOGAN. May I be permitted to say just one word, and it is 
very hard to get an opportanity to say anything? It is not neces- 
sary for the Senator from Rhode Island to allude to the bonnty bill. 
If he was as willing to get np the bonnty bill as sometimes he pre- 
tends to be, there would not beso much trouble about it. I rose, 
however, to state that # bill has just come from the House in refer- 
ence to the organization of troops in the Indian country, which I 
think is about as important as any matter before this Congress. [ 
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desired to have an opportunity to say that much, and to ask that the 
bill be taken up for immediate action. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask my friend from Illinois a question ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask does it make any difference practically 
whether that bill passes now or waits until eleven o’clock to-mor- 
row? 

Mr. LOGAN. I think it makes 1 great deal of difference for this 
reason: I do not think the bill which the House have sent to us will 
pass; I propose to offer a substitute for it so that there must be acon- 
ference between the Houses to settle the question, if the Senate agree 
with my views. If not, the bill as the House passed it can be agreed 
to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me tosuggest that we can 
do both in fifteen minutes ? 

Mr. MORTON. Let us go right on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
insist on his motion ? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to make a single re- 
mark. I ask that the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
be allowed first to present the report of his committee upon the bill 
to which he refers. It will certainly take no time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no sort of objection to allowing the Senator 
from Illinois to present his report. 

Mr. HARVEY. I join in that request. It is certainly of great im- 

rortance, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It will not delay the business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Minnesota does not object. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg to say to the Senator from Nebraska that I 
have no report from the committee. I was going to ask the Senate 
to take the House bill up, and I have a substitute which I propose to 
offer myself upon my own eee 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the most important measure which we 
can consider to-night. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, If the honorable Senator will offer his substi- 
tute we can treat it as the report of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. WINDOM. I yield to the Senator from Illinois to take up his 
measure provided it does not lead to debate. If it does I shall ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the conference report 
on the Indian bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. If I can have the floor after the Senator is through 
with his conference report I have no objection, but I do not want 
the Senate to adjourn without action on this proposition. (‘All 
right.” 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, who now moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the conference reporton the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following report : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (I. RK. No, 347") making appropriations for 
tue current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1877, 
and for otber purposes, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendménts numbered 12, 16, 18, 39, 49, 42, 43, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, and 61. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7,6, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 36, 37, 56, 58, 59, GO, 62, and 63. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 
and agree to the same, with amendments as follows: In line 24, page 2, strike out 
“ five” and insert “six,” and after the word “ expenses” insert in line 27 of the 
same page ‘in excess of $100," and in line 9, page 3, of the amendments, after the 
word * thousand” insert * and one hundred ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 4, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 11 of said amendment, 
feee 3, strike out “six” and insert “four,” and after the word “ Minnesota,” in 
ine 12, same page, strike out all down to and including the word “ Carolina,” in line 
14, and as a distinct paragraph to follow the amended paragraph, insert: “ For 
pay of special agent of the Eastern Cherokee and other Indians in North Carolina 
up to September L next, after which the office of said agent is abolished, $250,” 
and in line 16 strike out “nine” and insert “six,” and at the end of line 3, page 6 
of the bill, add the following: “and for giling-twine for nets, $1,200 ;” and at the 
end of line 16, same page, add “ and for gilling-twine for nets, 8400 ;" at the end of 
_ 15, page 7, add “and for gilling-twine for nets, $400 ;" and the Senate agrce to 
the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered (7, with the exception of 
the words after the word “ Territory,” in lines 22 and 23, page 20 of the bill; and 
the Llouse agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike ont “ four” and in- 
sert two,” and strike out “and nineteen,” and strike out “eight hundred; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 25, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 4 strike out the word 
* tribe’ wherever it occurs, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ bands,” and after 
the word “ people,” in line 5, strike out all down to and including the word “ In- 
dians,” in line 7, and insert “ and hereafter there shall beno appropriation made for 
the subsistence of said Indians,” and in line 2), after the wend “Goeignate” insert 
the following: “ And the further sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President of the United States for the purpose 
of carrying into effect the foregoing provisions,” and make the word “ amount” in 
line 26 plural; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘Lhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3}, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifty " and in- 


Avcust 14, 


sert “ twenty-five,” and after the word “ dollars,” in line 26, page 39 of the bill, add 
the following : 

“ And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall direct that said Todians shal] 
not. be allowed to leave their proper reservations ; and it shall be the duty of the 
War Department to aid the Indian Office in seeing that the orders of the Commis. 
sioner are executed ; and rations shall not be issued for a longer period than one 
week at a time; and arms or ammunition shall not be issued, sold, or given to said 

ndians. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 38, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ forty " and in- 
sert ‘‘ twenty,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 41, 
and ogres to the same, with an amendment as follows: At the end of said ameni- 
ment add: 

“ Provided, That when sufficient matter to make a volume of statistics and his. 
torical data is prepared it shall be submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and referred by him to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution and published 
on their written approval.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 54, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: After the word “ for,” in 
line 8 of said amendment, insert “agricultural implements and for,” and in line 11 
strike out “five” and insert “six,” and at the end of said amendment add “and 
$300 of said sum shall be paid to the superintendent of common schools in North 
Carolina, who shall have the supervision of the schools of the Cherokees in said 
State under direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the Mouse recede from its disageement to the amendment numbered 57, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 5, page 45o0f the bill 
strike out all after the word “Provided” down to and including the word “ but” 
in line 8, and insert the word “ That ;” and in line 10 strike out the word “and” 
where it first occurs, and strike out the words “and others,” and in line 11 strike 
out the word “and” where it first occurs, and strike out “and for no other pur 
poses” and inser ‘‘ and for paying employés: And provided further, That amounts 
now due employés for the year ending June 30, 1876, may be paid out of the unex- 
pended balance of the incidental fund of said year; and the Senate agree to tho 
samo. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 64, 
substituting as follows: 

“Sec. 5. And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole 
power and authority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes and to make such rules 
and regulations as be may deem just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity 
of goods and the prices at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians. 

“Sec. 6. That the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs shall advertise for all supplies: 
Provided, That the purchase of supplies for sixty days may be made in open mar- 
ket: And provided further, That to meet any exigency of the service purchases 
may be made in open market to an extent not to exceed $2,000 at any one time.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

WM. WINDOM, 


JOWHN A. LOGAN, 
FRANCIS KERNAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

SAML. J. RANDALL, 
A. M. SCALES, 
S. A. HURLBUT, 

. Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 
SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN IHLOSTILITIES. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask now that the Senate consider the Dill (H. R. 
No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the services of volun- 
teers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay the bill before 
the Senate. ’ : 

The bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the 
services of volunteers to aid in mnpenens Indian hostilities was 
by unanimous consent read twice, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, empowered to in- 
crease the number of enlisted men to one hundred for each company of such regi- 
ments of cavalry as in his opinion may require the same. Provided, That not more 
than twenty-five hundred enlisted men shall thus be added at any one time to tho 
twenty-five thousand authorized by the act approved July 24, 1876, ‘‘ making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877," and 
the following sums are hereby appropriated for recruiting and maintaining tho 
same: 

Recruiting 2,500 cavalrymen $50, 000 
Pay pe 390, 000 
Subeletense 400 
Clothing . . 3, 000 
Regular supplies . 5, 000 
Purchase of . 337, 500 
Transportation, (wagons, &c.) ....-. . 200 
Transportation by rail, &c.............---+.+++.---++ potbusesnaeiermsndes 50, 000 


Making in all s 1, 634, 700 


Mr. MORTON. What is the appropriation in this amendment ? 

Mr. LOGAN. It is $1,634,700. ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. How much is it in the House bill? 

Mr. LOGAN. “One million dollars, or so much thereof as may he 
necessary.” I desire to say to the Senate that it is impossible to exc- 
cute the House bill. I can demonstrate in five minutes its utter im- 
practicability and show that preference —. to be given to the 
proposition suggested by the President and heretofore adopted by 
the Senate. The President’s suggestion to the Senate was to recruit 
twenty-five hundred cavalrymen, that is, twenty-five hundred pri- 
vates. Their pay would be $13 per month. The pay of twenty-five 
hundred men for one year at $13 per month would be $390,000. The 
pay of five thousand under the bill as agreed to by the House would 
be the same, because they are recruited forsix months. That applies 
to the private soldiers. The twenty-five hundred men can be re- 
eruited and absorbed in the existing companies without appointing 


See een 





~ 
1876. 
a solitary officer to command them; but the commissioned officers 
alone in the bill from the House will cost $314,615 at the pay fixed 
by the law as it now stands. ‘There is, then, an addition of $314,615 
made by the House. The necessary clothing for the five thousand 
would be just double, because the clothing is necessary, no matter 
whether they are to serve for six months or twelve months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. !* is just the same. 

Mr. LOGAN. 14 is jastthesame. I will show in two minutes that 
it will cost over $1,000,000 to execute the bill as passed by the House, 
and that there is not half money enough appropriated by it. The pay 
for cavalrymen, as I stated, for one year is $390,000. That is exactly 
as I figure it, and I made the calculation here myself and I know it 
is correct. The subsistence of twenty-five hundred men would be 
$200,400. Subsistence of twenty-five hundred men then for one year 
and forfive thousand for six months would be just equal, so that there is 
no difference inthatitem. The clothing for twenty-five hundred men 
would be $206,000. For five thousand men it is just double; any one 
can make the caleulation. Regular supplies, that is, the rations for 
these cavalrymen for twelve months for twenty-five hundred or five 
thousand for six months would be exactly the same. The number of 
horses for the five thousand of course would be double the number 
required for the twenty-five hundred. The horses for the twenty-five 
hundred will cost $337,500, and you have to double that number to 
supply five thousand, which doubles the calculation. Transportation, 
wagons, &c., for twenty-five hundred private soldiers would cost 
$24,000, and you have to double that to supply five thousand men. 
The forage for the horses is just the same precisely, twenty-five han- 
dred for a year and five thousand for six months. Itmakes no differ- 
ence and it is not necessary to calculate that. Now as to the commnu- 
tation allowed volunteer cavalrymen, forty cents a day, it is $730,000 for 
commutation. 

Mr. OGLESBY. That is for the use of the man’s horse. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. Just add these items up and you will see 
the difference between the two measures. There is a difference in the 
cost of $2,500,000 for six months; and yet the appropriation in this 
bill is only $1,000,000. The $1,000,000 appropriated in the House bill 
will not organize the five regiments. You cannot organize them with 
the money, cannot get the horses, the rations, and the clothing to 
save your souls for the amount of money that is appropriated. 
the House, without speaking in disrespect, have either acted without 
due consideration in reference to this thing or do not intend that any 

proposition shall pass for the purpose of organizing troops for fight- 
ing the Indians, one or the other. The twenty-five hundred cavalry- 
men can be organized very soon; it enly requires the enlistment of 
private soldiers to fill up the companies already officered and provided 
for in every way, and all that is necessary is to feed them and clothe 
them and give them their sabres and guns, and they are ready to 
mount their horses and go; but in organizing these regiments they 
must be officered, must be clothed, must be rationed; they must have 
transportation, and everything provided for an army, and besides 
that they have to be drilled. The idea of taking tive regiments of 
raw men of cavalry to go in now and fight Indians without drill, no 
man but a crazy man would attempt any such thing. I leave it to 
any one, I leave it to my friend from Texas, [Mr. MAXEyY,] who is a 
soldier and has been a soldier for a long time, and he will agree with 
me that the proposition is perfectly absurd. 

Nor is there economy in it. I have tried, as far as I was concerned, 
and I have insisted on raising troops to fight these Indians on the 
most economical plan. I want to tight them with good men, and 
with men who will understand it. Any man who has ever been a 


drill the men, drill the horses, drill everything connected with them ; 
but if you take a trained company that has its officers and has a por- 
tion of its men, and raw recruits are distributed among them, they 
will be drilled in a week so that they can fight. Take men in that 
way, distribute them in regiments, and they are soldiers in a very 
short time ; but when you take a whole regiment of raw men it takes 
a long time to make them good soldiers. This is the advantage of 
the amendment. 

Ihave triedto defend this from a proper stand-point, from the stand- 
point that will make good soldiers, and from the stand-point that will 
raise them on the most economical plan ; but this proposition isdem- 
agogery, and nothing else, let it come from House or Senate or where 
it will. When we have plenty of regular troops, plenty of organized 


force, all that you have to do is to fill up with men. No man but one | 


who is a demagogue or desires to be extravagant will wait for atime 
when the Indians have a chance to massacre as many as they choose, 
to make any such proposition as this. 


sist on having volunteers. I did not insist on it, for the reason that I 
know the expense attached to raising troops and organizing them 
and preparing them and fitting them for going into battle. I do not 
wish to do it merely to make people think 
a chance to volunteer. 
proper, soldierly basis, and an economical plan. 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the Senator whether he is aware of 


the fact that — the war many of our volunteer regiments fur- 
nished their horses 


Mr. LOGAN. I am aware of that. 


So | 





| and make them effective in the six months. 





that I want to give them | 
My desire is to have it put on a fair basis, a | 
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Mr. CLAYTON. If he is, can he state the amount paid them per 
month for the use of their horses ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Forty cents a day. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. Seventy-two dollars for six months. 

Mr. CLAYTON. What price did the Senator put on the horses in 
his estimate ? 

Mr. LOGAN. 
than that. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You must estimate more than that, be@ause I see 
you make the amount over $300,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. That was the estimate of the War Department, 
$337,000 for twenty-five hundred horses, and double that for five 
thousand. 

Mr. CLAYTON. They cannot be purchased for $100. 

Mr. LOGAN. I offer the substitute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs if this substitute he has now offered 
is not the same measure that was passed by the Senate and sent to 
the House and by the House rejected. 

Mr. LOGAN. Verbatim et literatim. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They did not reject it. 

Mr. LOGAN. No. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Asa practical question it seems to me that the 
offering of it here the second time is an absurdity. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, we shall see whether it is or not. 

Mr. SARGENT. It brings us to a conference between the two 
Houses, the only possible way of reaching a result. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not want to consume time, but I disagree in 
toto to the sentiments expressed by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will say, in response to the question put me by the 
Senator from Ilineis, that it is the experience of the Mexican war, 
as it was of the last warin both armies, that the enlistment of volun- 
teers for a short period of time is bad policy. We have only to look 
at the history to see that that is the fact. The cavalry is now dis- 
posed of at the proper points according to the best judgment of the 
General of the Army. The recruits that are obtained for cavalry 
service are sent on at once, so soon as gathered, to their proper points 
of destination and assigned their companies and their regiments. 
They are there mixed up with the companies already organized and 
already drilled, and therefore become effective far more readily than 
they would if you attempted to get an entirely new cavalry force. 
My candid judgment is that you cannot organize this cavalry force 
of five thousand men, volunteers, drill them, put them into the tield, 
I therefore think the 


I estimated them at $100 apiece. They cost more 


amendment is proper. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suppose the object sought is to put down 
the Indian rebellion. Now, what the Senator says in regard to the 
organization of military force, in regard to the advantage of organ- 
izing a military force for service in ordinary military operations, is 
entirely correct; but to fight Indians I want to tell the Senator 
that that theory will not apply. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to add 
one word which I omitted? I only want to add that in my judg- 
ment, from observation and experience, this is going to be one of the 
worst Indian wars ever fought in this country, and, therefore, we 
must be active, ready, and prompt in what we do. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I want té tell the honorable Senator that the 
men to fight Indians are the men who know the Indian habits and 


| the Indian character, the men who are on the ground; and there 
soldier knows that if you take raw recruits and raw officers you must | 


are plenty in the immediate vicinity of these Indians who not only 


| are acquainted with the Indian habits and character, but have had 


military service in the field heretofore. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator that the twenty-five hun- 
dred we propose can be taken from that class of men. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No, sir. I want to say to the honorable Sena- 
tor that that class of men are not the class of men to enlist as pri- 
vates in the regular Army. You cannot enlist those nen as privates, 


| because they are not the class of men. 


Mr. LOGAN. Perhaps they would prefer to enlist as officers. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Recruits for your regular Army are enlisted in 
the streets of our great cities; they are men who have never seen In- 
dians; they are men unaccustomed ‘to ride; they are men who have 
to be trained; but in the immediate vicinity of these Indians, five 
thousand men, if necessary, can be enlisted, who can furnish their 
own horses, and we can enlist those five thousand men, I venture the 
assertion, if the necessity arises, in one-half the time that twenty- 


| five hundred men can be enlisted in the regular Army. 
Some of my friends have complained of me because I did not in- 


Mr. LOGAN. And I suppose, after we had enlisted them with their 
own horses, for the next fifteen years we should be passing bills to 
pay for the loss of horses? That would be about the result. That is 
the experience everybody has had in matters of that kind. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know about that. Ido not think any 
measure of this kind has ever been passed by the American Congress. 
The trouble is, and will be in this instance if we pass no bill, that if 
a disaster comes to General Crook, if we have to organize in our own 
way without the forms of law, as we may have to do, then the Con- 
gress of the United States in the years to come will be called upon 
very naturally to pay, and we shall expect them to pay, and they 
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will have to pay, very much for the irregularities which will be con- 
sequent upon such a measure. But what I seek, and what we of the 
Northwest seek, is some practical safeguard against the peril which | 
threatens us if Congress adjourns without giving us some measure of | 
protection. I believe if the Senate fails to pass the bill which the | 
House has sent to us, nothing will be done. If such a calamity | 
should happen, I want to wash my hands of any responsibility. I 
hope that we shall have a vote of the Senate on the adoption of the 
substituie. While I should be quite willing that the twenty-five 
hundred regular troops should be given, I very much doubt whether 
we can obtain that. I very much prefer, becanse I think it is much 
safer, that the bill as received from the House should be adopted, and 
I shall call for a yea and nay vote on that question. 

Mr. HARVEY. There is a great deal of truth in what the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. Hircncock ] has said and in what the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MAXEy] has said. There is a great Indian war im- | 
pending ; and it is well that we should resort to the most efficient 
luwans to put it down. It is due to the citizens of the United States 
living in the Territories adjacent to where the hostilities are now 
taking place that the most eflicient and rapid means of putting an | 
end to this war should be taken, and I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs if it is known that in case 
his substitute should be passed the men could be enlisted to fill up 
these regiments ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave never seen the time when you could not en- 
list as many cavalry as you wanted. I would take the contract to 
enlist all these men in forty days, if it was left to me. 

Mr. HARVEY. If the raising of volunteers is provided for, there 
are a great many men in the vicinity who would take the contract to | 
raise the regiments at the shortest notice, and, as the Senator from | 
Nebraska (Mr. HrrcHcock ] says, very eflicient men too, good soldiers, | 
yood for Indian service or any other kind of service. But so far as 1 | 
am concerned Ido not care which way is taken, so that it is the most | 
efficient. 

Mr. LOGAN. I want to say to the Senator from Kansas—I did not | 
wish to say it before, but I will say it now—that the eagerness of 
some on the border to raise volunteers Ido not have any objection to; 
but I say now that if you pass this House bill to-night you will not 
get a solitary regiment, for there are regiments enough in the great 
cities now already raised and organized that will supplant you, the 
very kind of men you are talking about. 

Mr. HARVEY. I donot know anything about the eagerness of the 
people of the border States to volunteer. The people of the border 
States are generally ready to take part inthe defense of their fellow- 
citizens, whether on the border or anywhere else, in the interior or in 
a foreign country, if it be necessary to go there. 

Mr. LOGAN. Thatis true. 

Mr. HARVEY. What does the chairman of the Military Commit- 
tee mean ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean that in the cities where they have these 
organizations they would be offered sooner than your people could 
raise the regiments. 

Mr. HARVEY. I do not care where they come from if they are 
where they are needed at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. If you donot care where they come from, very well ; 
but the object is to get the officers of these regiments, which will 
cost nearly $500,000 at first. 

Mr. HARVEY. It is for the protection of our people. There is no | 
other object that we have in view. We have no feeling about this 
matter at all; we only desire to see the best method taken. So far 
as I am concerned, I am sure I have no feeling in the matter any 
more than to see that the people to whom we owe protection have it. | 

Mr. SPENCER. I appeal to Senators to let us vote. 

Mr. HARVEY. I am ready to vote. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ido not think we quite understand this question 
yet. I think the Senator from [linois [Mr. LoGAN] has not made 
correct estimates in this respect ; he calculates that it will cost double 
to clothe volunteers for six months that it will take to clothe one- 
half that number for a year. That is a mistake, I think. My recol- | 
lection is that clothing is issued twice a year to soldiers. Therefore 
it would cost just the same, because you issue one suit of clothing to | 
the volunteer for six months to the five thousand, and you would | 
issue two suits to the twenty-five hundred for one year; so you just 
equalize it. | 

Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator that in the calculation I | 
made I made no estimate for accouterments; I made no estimate for 
saddles, no estimate for sabers, no estimate for a great many things | 
that he as a soldier knows have to be used. The thing is perfectly 
patent. 

Mr. CLAYTON. lam not speaking about those points now, but 
about this particular thing. In addition to that, you pay a premium | 
of $2 for every enlisted man that is brought to a recruiting agency. 
That of course is a small matter, but it issomething. Ido not regard | 
this question of pay as one of so much importance as the question of | 
efficiency. I think the Senator is mistaken when he says you cannot 
get a volunteer force that will be as efficient as an enlisted force. I 
believe you can get these five thousand volunteers from men who are | 
trained soldiers. I believe nearly every man of them will be a | 
trained soldier, some of the best soldiers of the world, the men who | 
have passed through the late war; and I believe when you send those | 
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men into the field to operate against Indians the results that will be 
obtained from that class of soldiery will so far outweigh the results 
that will be obtained from enlisted men gathered in the slums of the 
cities that it will far overbalance the difference of cost and expense. 
There is no question that it will cost more to organize a force of that 
kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. I could add a million dollars to the estimate I made, 
and in five minutes show the necessity for it. 

Mr, CLAYTON, I will concede the point of cost. 

Mr. LOGAN. Each company has to have a wagon. There are ten 
wagons toaregiment. There are fifty wagons to start with, with the 
harness and mules. Those I did not put into the estimate at all. If 
you absorb these troops into the companies that already have wagons, 
you save all that expense. 

Mr. CLAYTON. You must make some allowance for the value of 
these horses at the close of the operations. It is not to be supposed 
that all the horses are going to be killed. A horse is good for a num- 
ber of years. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Illinois made his calculation on the 
basis of the volunteers owning their own horses and the Government 
buying theirs. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I admit the volunteers will cost more; there is no 
doubt about that, although I think the increase of cost is not so large 
in proportion as the Senator from Illinois indicated, but in that I 
may be mistaken. I do honestly believe that what we want in deal- 
ing with these Indians is to make the war short and decisive. That 
is the most humane way, it is the cheapest way. We want to adopt 
a policy that will be quick and certain, and I believe in order to se- 
cure that policy you had better take a different class of men from 
what you can gather together in the ordinary recruiting stations in 
this country. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There is one point that I want to call atten- 
tion to. This bill leaves it entirely to the discretion of the President 
whether he will call for any volunteers. Now he may call for one 
regiment or he may call for none. I hope General Crook will be sne- 
cessful and that we shall need none. 

Mr. LOGAN. The other is as discretionary. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. He may call for but one regiment, and may 
need it but a month or two. 

Mr. WEST. The substitute providing for enlisting regulars 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It provides for regular enlistment into the 
regular Army. 

Mr. WEST. Not to exceed twenty-five hundred men. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But this provides that in case of disaster there, 
in case the President finds it necessary that the force there should be 
increased, he may, at his discretion, call out volunteers, not to ex- 
ceed five thousand, to serve not longer than six months. I think it 
is safe for our friends here to trust the President with that discretion. 
I do not think this is necessarily such an expensive matter that the 
Senate of the United States should hesitate at this time, just on the 
eve of adjournment. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to make a suggestion to my friend 
from Nebraska. As I understand the bill of the House, it is for vol- 
unteers for six months. That time runs from the date when they are 
mustered in. If you undertake to organize new independent regi- 
ments of cavalry, you canhot get those regiments fit to go to the field 
much before the lst day of December, and then the weather will be 
so cold in the mountain where they are expected to operate that man 
ean hardly live there. Hence those men cannot commence active 
operations until next spring and by that time their time will be nearly 
out. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The very time when General Crook hopes to 
strike his decisive blow against the Indians is during this winter. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The enlistment of enlisted men would be still 
more slow. We know that it takes a long while to fill up the com- 
panies by enlistment. It is a very slow and tedious process to wait 
for individual enlistments day after day; one man comes in to-day 
and another to morrow. They straggle in. It is a very slow and 
tedious process to fill up companies and regiments by enlistment. 

Mr. MORTON. I have understood that men could readily be en- 
listed for the cavalry. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Take the hardy men of that section of coun- 
try, familiar with the country, familiar with Indians, accustomed to 
the climate, and they will make short work of these hostile Sioux. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I think we should adopt the plan 
that is recommended by the men who are in the field and the men 
who are in communication with the officers in the field; and that is 
the plan which is proposed by the Senatorfrom Iinois. The generals 


| in command in the fieldrecommendthat plan. The Lientenant-Gen- 


eral of the Army recommends it, and the General of the Army recom- 
mends it. It must be patent toevery man that five regiments of cav- 
alry cannot be raised this fall and made efficient for field service cer- 
tainly till long after Christmas. I know the fact that our country is 
filled with trained soldiers; they are in all parts of the country: but 
I also know the fact that frontiersmen are not what frontiersmen 
were twenty years ago. The State which the honorable Senator from 
Nebraska represents is made up of emigrants from foreign lands and 
emigrants from the East, and they are not the well-trained fronticrs- 
men that the Kentucky hunters of the last century were. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If wy friend will allow me to make a statement, 
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J will say to him that in the State which my colleague and myself 
have the honor to represent here there are at least to-day 15,000 ex- 
suldiers of the Union Army who served throughout the war, and who 
ure ready at any time to protect those frontiers or any other frontiers 
of the country. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am quite sure of that, but the regular Army 
seems to be necessary to protect the frontiers of that. very State. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me still further, speak- 
ing of the recommendation of General Sheridan and General Sherman 
and others, I will say that within a day we have received from Gen- 
eral Sheridan a telegram in which he advises, in the event of a fail- 
ure to authorize enlistments in the regular Army, the calling out of 
volunteers. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Certainly we must either authorize enlistments 
in the regular Army or the calling out of volunteers; but, if we au- 
thorize volunteers, the bill should be remodeled. It is very crude in 
all its parts. The appropriation for raising these volunteers should 
be increased. We should proceed with it in a judicious, fair way, 
and not attempt to impress the people with the idea that these five 
regiments can be raised and supported for six months on a million 
dollars. It cannot be done. The Senator from Illinois has demon- 
strated that to my satisfaction, and I should think to the satisfaction 
of every Senator here. He has knowledge in these matters. I say 


myself very plainly, without going through the figures, that he has 
gone over with so much care, that I saw at once the folly of talking | 


of raising these regiments, and subsisting them, and drilling them, 
and equiping them with that amount of money. I say, as General 
Sheridan says, if you cannot increase the regular force by enlisting 
twenty-five hundred men and putting them where they will be im- 
mediately under the command of skilled officers, then let the Presi- 
dent have authority to call out volunteers. We should certainly do 
something; but the wise way, in my opinion, is to give the President 
authority to enlist twenty-five hundred men, to be shoved out at once 
to the frontier, pat under the command of skilled officers, mixed with 
well-drilled soldiers already in the field and in the presence of the 
enemy; and they will be soldiers in a very short time, as the Senator 
from Illinois and the Senator from Texas have remarked. To me it 
seems very unwise indeed to attempt at this late day of the season to 
organize five regiments of cavalry volunteers for service against the 
Sioux, no matter how many skilled soldiers there may be in the State 
of Nebraska. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I say to my friend that they can be oganized in | 


ten days. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is an impossibility. It cannot be done. I 
kuow it cannot be done. 

Mr. MORTON. If we ure to take volunteers, the time ought to be 
increased to a year unless sooner discharged, or until the end of the 
war, some phrase which would give the President the right to dis- 
charge them sooner if their services are pot required. I have had 
some experience in raising troops. I do not believe that a cavalry 
regiment can be raised and put into a condition to go into the field 





in four or five months, aud by that time the period will have nearly | 


expired, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If we just pass this bill, this whole sub- 


ject will be before a conference committee covering both sides of it, 
and they will dispose of it better than we can. I hope we way have 
a vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let us have a vote on the House bill. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I regret that my friend, the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN,] is not if his place. A day or two ago I 
had the honor to say that the democratic candidate for the oftice of 
President of the United States was entirely right in his statement 
that during the last eleven years $4,500,000,000 had been taken from 
the people of the United States in the way of Federal taxes. Gen- 
tlemen are inclined to laugh. 

Mr. PADDOCK. We caunot hear the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. EATON. I will try to make them hear. All I care to have 
hear me is the reporter. [Laughter.] 

I showed by taking the table of expenditures that the people of the 
United States had been taxed $4,607,574,202.23. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio objected because he said that the figures should not 
be taken from the table of expenditures and from the table of taxa- 


tion. He introduced certain tables, a copy of which I hold in my | 
hand from him, in which he says that the entire amount of taxation | 


for the eleven years spoken of by Mr. Tilden was $4,192,633,801.34. 
I showed by my table that the Senator from Ohio was mistaken more 
than $200,000,000. He insisted that I was wrong; that I had taken 
the tables of expenditures, and not the tables of taxation. Now I 
have got those, and nobody knew it better than the Senator froin 
Ohio. I desire the attention of the Senate, and I only regret that 
the Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the Finance Committe of the 
Senate of the United States, is not here. He said that I was wrong 
in my figures. Now let me show how he has been wrong. 

The amount of customs duties paid in gold fur eleven years, from 
1866 to 1876, both inclusive, was $1,973,589,621.26. These tables are 
from the Treasury Department of the United States. Now, I take 


the amount of the difference in value between gold and paper in the | 


customs collected for the eleven years from and including the years 
1366 and 1876, $431,596,327.78. From that sum I deduct what is to 


be found in the table introduced by the honorable Senator from Ohio | 





as premiums on loans and sales of gold coin, $167,037,324.39. I take 
that because in his tables that amount of premiams on gold is al- 
lowed. Therefore it does not belong to my estimate. That leaves 
$264,558,943.39. The Senate will understand that I have deducted 
the entire amount which is in the table of the Senator from Ohio as 
premiums on loans and on gold sold, of over $167,000,000, calling it a 
premium on gold when it is not a premium on gold. It is partly a 
premium on loans. I deduct the whole, and the result is that the 
taxes paid by the people of the United States in those eleven years 
were $4,457,192,744.73. That may be laughable to my friends here. 
It is not laughable to the men who pay the taxes. The question is 
this, the honorable gentleman—I say honorable gentleman—who has 
been nominated as the candidate for the Presidency by the demo- 
cratic party said that the taxation of the people for the last eleven 
years had been $4,500,000,000. I now show by exactly the tables of 
the Government that the amount which the people have paid for 
these eleven years is $4,457,192,744.73. In order that 1 may not be 
unfair, I take the premium on loans and sales of gold coin and deduet 
the whole of it, $167,037,384.39. How much of it was for premiums 
on loans I know not, and therefore 1 give the adversaries of Mr. ‘lil- 
den this advantage of this entire amount as premium on gold. 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you think Sitting Bull will understand these 
figures? (Laughter. ] 

Mr. EATON. No. I will indulge my laughable friend by and by. 
If it was a premium on loans it ought not to be deducted at all. I 
call it a premium on gold and deduct the whole; but in my judg- 
ment if I could get at it it would be only a small portion; but I can- 
not get at the amount of gold premiums precisely. From this stand- 
point Mr. Tilden varies $42,907,256.27.. With the other item not de- 
ducted he is $125,930,028.12 below the actual truth in his statement. I 
put this before the people and let it go for what it is worth. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, on that state of facts can 
we not vote? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois will not prevail. I think it is a mistake decidedly to undertake 
to pass it. The House has already passed upon it, and it will be ut- 
terly hopeless. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 
|} Mr. HITCHCOCK called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
| dered ;.and being taken, resulted—yeas 29, pays 11; as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wis- 
consin, Christiancy, Conkling, Cragin, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Logan, McMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill, Merton, 
| Oglesby, Patterson, Sargent, Spencer, Stevenson, Wadicigh, West, and Win 
| dom—29. 

NAYS—Measrs. Bogy, Claytor., Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Gordon, Harvey, Hitch- 
cock, Paddock, Ransom, and Saulsbury—1! 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey. Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, Hlowe, lugalls, 
Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Key, MeCreery, MeDonald, Merrimon, Nor- 
wood, Randoiph, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, ‘Thurman, Wailace, Whyte, Withers, 
aud Wright—31. 





So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as toread: “A bill to authorize the Presi- 
dent to increase the cavalry force.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, aunounced that the House had agreed to the resolution of 
the Senate to appoint a joint select committee to prepare a suitable 
form of government for the District of Colunrbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
| House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (8S. No. 297) granting a pension to Andrew Evarts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 316%) relating to partition of real estate in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes ; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 4085) to repeal part of an act entitled “An act an- 
thorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 
19, 1876. 

CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SPENCER. I desire to offer the customary and usual resolu- 
tion on the last day of the session : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the clerks of tne several standing committees of the Senate 
their usual per diem compensation for the month of August instant. 

| Mr. SARGENT. I object. It is contrary to law. The law ex- 
pressly says the pay shall be during the session. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senute. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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PAY OF PAGES. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate do now adjourn until 
twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WEST. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment that I may offer a resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. Offer it to-morrow. 

Mr. WEST. One objection will carry it over then. 

Mr. CONKLING, Very well. 

Mr. WEST. I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed to retain 


in the employ of the Senate until the Ist day of September, 1876, all pages now 
employed, and that the usual per diem compensation be paid to them until that 


date. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that go to the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. One objection carries it over. It 
will be in order to-morrow. I move that the Senate adjourn until 
twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate take up House bill No. 58, so 
as to have it the order for to-morrow morning. Then I shall be will- 
ing to adjeurn. 

Mr. CONKLING. What has become of my motion? 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the bill will be taken up and then I shall not 
object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour having been fixed for 
eleven o'clock, it will require a separate motion to change the time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that when we adjourn it be to meet at 
twelve o’clock to-morrow. We must have some sleep. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet at twelve o'clock to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. I now make my motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves to 
take up the bounty bill, pending which the Senator from New York 
moves to adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is not very important, but I moved to adjourn 
without any reference to taking up any bill and before any such mo- 
tion was made. I do not want to antagonize any bill, but I want to 
go home and get some sleep, so that we may come here and do some 
business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN and Mr. PATTERSON called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I ask permission to offer a resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot offer any resolution now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order during the 
roll-call. . : 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Anthony, Bogy, Cockrell, Cooper, Davis, Eaton, Edmunds, Fre- 


linghuysen, Gordon, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Maxey, Sauls. 
bury, Stevenson, and Windom—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, 


Clayton, Cragin, Ferry, Harvey. Hitchcock, Logan, McMillan, Morton, Oglesby, 
Paddock, Patterson, and Spencer—17. 


ABSENT— Messrs. Alcorn, Allison, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaithe, Hamilton, 
Hamlin, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Kelly, Key, MeCreery, McDonald, Merrimon, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Norwood, Randolph, Ransom, Robertson, Sargent, Sharon, Sher- 
man, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—3s. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate refuses to adjourn, but 
there is no quorum voting. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I move— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. DAVIS. I believe it is in order to adjourn, 

Mr. LOGAN. I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves a 
call of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam sure we ought to take up this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 21, noes 
14; and (at two o’clock and ten minutes a. m., Tuesday, August 15,) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 14, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Josrpn L. 
TUCKER, rector of Christ church, Rochester, New York. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed with an amendment, 


Avaust 14, 


in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of ths 
House of the following title : 


A bill (H. R. No. 2260) providing for the sale of saline lands. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker pro tempore sigued the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1877, and for other purposes. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent as follows: 

To Mr. Hurvsut for the remainder of the session, on account of 
serious illness in his family; and 

To Mr. CaswELt indefinitely. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. VANCE, of North Carolina, asked and obtained unanimous 
consent for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of J. R. Harrington. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimons consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the acting Postmaster-General, transmitting cer- 
tain papers referred to the Post-Oflice Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SOUTH PASS OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 29th ultimo, a communication from the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey, together with a map of surveys of the South Pass 
of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NATIONAL SAVINGS-BANK OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the treasurer of the National Savings Bank of the District, trans- 
mitting the annual statement of that institution in conformity with 
the requirements of section 8 of the act of May 24, 1870; which was 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the first business 
in order after the reading of the Journal is the call of States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions on leave 
for reference only to thtir appropriate committees, without debate, 
and not to be brought back by motion to reconsider; during which 
call joint resolutions of State and territorial Legislatures may be in- 
troduced for reference and printing. The morning hour begins at 
twelve o’clock and thirty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair rule that a report from a commit- 
tee of conference could not interrupt the morning hour on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not so ruled. 

Mr. RANDALL. I havea report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the contrary, the Chair would rule 
that a report of a committee of conference may interrupt or precede 
the morning hour of Monday. 

— RANDALL. I will wait until the call of States has been con- 
cluded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is evident that no bills introduced at this time 
of the session can be acted upon before the close of the session. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that, instead of the regular call 
of States for bills for reference, gentlemen be allowed to introduce 
for reference such bills as they may desire to introduce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not like to entertain 
any proposition that will interfere with the morning hour on Monday. 

Mr. COOK. I insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, 
the morning hour will now begin, and the call rests with the State of 
Virginia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under that raling of the Chair I would prefer to 
come in ahead of the morning hour with the report of the committee 
of conference on the Indian appropriation bill, in order that that bill 
may be sent to the Senate. And I will ask consent that the report be 
acted upon at once and sent to the Senate before I submit a few re- 
marks which I desire to make. This is the last of the general appro- 
priation bills, and I desire to make some general remarks upon the 
subject of appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. RANDALL] that it will take but a short time to enable 
such gentlemen as have bills to introduce them for reference. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to accommodate myself to the 
desire of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will certainly recognize 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to submit a conference report ; but 
he will rule against any other business interfering with the call of 
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States inthe morning hour of Monday. The regular order this morn- 
ing is the call of States, as the Chair has announced, and the call rests 
with the State of Virginia, where it rested at the close of the morn- 
ing hour on Monday last. 

SAMUEL GARDNER. 


Mr. FOSTER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4096) for the 
relief of Samuel Gardner, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY BEALL. 

Mr. FOSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4097) 
for the relief of Mrs. Emily Beall, of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HERRON. 

Mr. McMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4098) granting a pen- 
sion to William Herron, First and Ninth Light Batteries, (Massachu- 
setts;) which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS NUGENT. 

Mr. MCMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4099) for the relief 
of Lieutenant Thomas Nugent, Company H, Twenty-seventh Indiana 
Regiment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA E. HUMPHREYS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4100) for the relief of 
Lucinda E. Humphreys, of McMinn County, Tennessee ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. STIVERS. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4101) restoring the name 
of John W. Stivers, a soldier of the Mexican War, to the pension- 
rolls; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PHILIP LAWALL. 

Mr. JAMES B. REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4102) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Philip Lawall, deceased ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE FORBES. 

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4103) for the relief of 
George Forbes, sr., Saint Mary’s County, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. SOPER. 


Mr. HENKLE also introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 4104) for the relief | 


of Mary E. Soper; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 
MARY H. TOLSON. 

Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4105) for the relief 
of Mary H. Tolson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in we from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by U. 8. GRANT, jr., one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 361) to reduce the area of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory ; 

An act (H. R. No. 629) for the relief of Jonathan White ; 


An act (H. R. No. 1823) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Ella to that of Myra; 


An act (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of R. H. Buckner; 


An act (H. R. No, 2252) to authorize the Seeretary of the Treasury | 


to change the name of the steamboat Hiram Wood ; 
An act (H. R. No, 2692) to relinquish the title of the United States 


to certain property in the city and county of San Francisco, Cali- | 


fornia; 

An act (H. R. No. 2894) for the relief of J. E. Pankey, of Fulton 
County, ve : 

An act (H. R. No. 3392) for the relief of John R. Harrington ; 

An act (H. R. No. 4060) to provide for the payment of certain in- 
debtedness incurred in the construction of the New York court-house 
and post-office ee and 

An act (H. R. No. 4087) to continue the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment.” 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a report from the committee of 
conference on the Indian appropriation bill; and I ask unanimous 
consent that after the report is acted on I may have the privi- 
lege of speaking which ] would have under the rules while the 
is pending. I desire to hasten final action on the bill, and not dela 
sending it to the Senate until the conclusion of my remarks, which 
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will have relation to that bill and generally to the appropriation bills 
| of this session. 
| Mr. FOSTER. I make no objection; but I would like to have the 
privilege of making some remarks after the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] shall have concluded. I do not intend to 
obtrude myself upon the House to the prejudice of any important 
business. I have already been granted the right to print remarks, 
but I would much prefer to deliver them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By general consent it may now be 
understood that after the report upon the Indian appropriation bill 
has been acted upon, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] shall occupy the floor for such time as he may desire and that 
afterward it shall be occupied by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
FOSTER. } 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the request of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania imply that his speech would have no effect whatever upon the 
House with reference to this bill ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not expect it to have any effect with refer- 
ence to the Indian appropriation bill, because I propose to speak upon 
the twelve regular appropriation bills of the repu blican party gener 
ally. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
arrangement which has just been stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I present the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for 
the current and conunzent expenses of the Indian Department and Se fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1877, 
and for other ogee, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 16, 18, 39, 40, 42, 43, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, and 61. 
That the House recede from its gisagreement to the amendments of the Senate 


numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 14, 15, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 36, 37,56, 58, 59, 60, 62, and 63, and agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 
and agree to the same, with amendments as follows: In line 24, page 2, strike out 
* tive” and insert “six,” and after the word “‘ expenses" insert in line 27 of the 
same page “in excess of $100," and in line 9, page 3, of the amendments, after the 
word * thousand " insert *‘ and one hundred ;” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 4, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 1! of said amendment, 
age 3, strike out “six” and insert “ four,’ and after the word “ Minnesota,” in 
ine 12,same page, strike out all down to and including the word * Carolina,” in line 
14, and as a distinct paragraph to follow the amended paragraph, insert: “ For 
pay of special agent of the Eastern Cherokees and other Indians in North Carolina 
up to September 1 next, after which the office of said agent is abolished, $250," 
and in like 16 strike out ‘‘nine”’ and insert ‘‘ six,” and at the end of line 3, page 6, 
of the bill, add the following: “and for gilling-twine for neta, $1,200; " and at the 
end of line 16, same page, add “ and for gilling-twine for nets, $400;" at the end of 
line 15, page 7, add ‘and for gilling-twine for nets, $400; and the Senate agree to 
the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 17, with the exception of 
the words after the word “ Territory,” in lines 22 and 23, page 20, of the bill; and 
the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “four” and in 
sert * two,” and strike out “and nineteen,” and strike out “eight hundred; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 25, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 4 strike out the word 
“tribe ’ wherever it occurs, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ bands,” and after 
the word “ people,” in line 5, strike out all down to and including the word “ In- 
dians,”’ in line 7, and insert ‘ and hereafter there shall be po appropriation made for 
the subsistence of said Indians,” and in line 20, after the word “ designate,” insert 
the following: “And the further sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President of the United States for the purpose 
of carrying into effect the foregoing provisions,”’ and make the word “ amount” in 
line 26 plural ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 31, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ fifty’ and in- 
sert “ twenty five,” and after the word “ dollars,” in line 26, page 39 of the bill, add 
the following: 

“And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall direct that said Indians shall 
not be allowed to leave their proper reservations; and it shall be the duty of the 
War Department to aid the Indian Office in seeing that the orders of the Commis- 
sioner are executed; and rations shall not be issued for a longer period than one 
week at a time; and arms or ammunition shall not be issued, sold, or given to said 
Indians." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 38, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out “ forty’ and in- 
sert “twenty ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 41, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: At the end of said amend- 
ment add : 

“Provided, That when sufficient matter to make a volume of statistics and histor- 
ical data is prepared it shall be submitted to the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs 
and referred by him to the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution and published 
on their written approval.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 54, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as foliows: After the word * for,” in 
line 8 of said amendment, insert “ agricultural implements and for,” and in line IL 
strike out “five” and insert “six,” and at the end of said amendment add “ and 
$300 of said sum shall be paid to the superintendent of common schools in North 
Carolina, who shall have the supervision of the schools of the Cherokees in said 
| State, under direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ;” and the Senate agree 
| to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 57, 

and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In line 5, page 45 of the bill, 
strike out all after the word “ Provided" down to and including the word “ but’ 
in line 8, and insert the word “ That; and in line 10, strike out the word * and,” 
where it first oecurs, and strike out the words “ and others,” and in line 11 strike 
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out the word “and” where it first occurs, and strike out “and for no other pur- 
poses,” and insert “and for paying employés: And provided further, That amounts 
now due employés for the year ending June 30, 1876, may be paid out of the unex- 


pended balance of the incidental fund of said year ;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 64, 
substituting as follows: 


“Sec. 5. And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole 
powerand authority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes and to make such ruies 


and segues as he may deem just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity 
of goods and the pricesat which such cma shall be sold to the Indians. 

“Sec. 6. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall advertise for all supplies: 
Provided, That the purchase of supplies for sixty days may be made in open mar- 
ket: And provided further, That to meet any exigency of the service purchases 
may be made in open market to an extent not to exceed $2,000 at any one time.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


SAML. J. RANDALL, 

A. M. SCALES, 

8S. A. HURLBUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. WINDOM, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
FRANCIS KERNAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to state before this confer- 
ence report is concurred in, that I recognize the fact that our conferees 
have exerted themselves to the utmost of their abilities in order to 
secure the transfer of the Indian Bureau from the Interior to the War 
Department. They have been met in this effort by the persistent op- 
position of the conferees on the part of the Senate. The alternative 
was presented to the House of a defeat of the bill or a yielding to 
the demands of the Senate. The transfer of the managementof Indian 
affairs from the Interior to the War Department was one of the most 
important measures of reform inaugurated by this House. It was 
estimated by our Committee on Appropriations that this reform would 
result in a saving to the Government of from three millions to five 
millions annually. For the failure of this important measure the 
Senate is alone responsible, and the republican majority of that body 
have assumed this Py apenas The House has been compelled to 
yield this point, as it has many others in the interest of economy, at 
the demand of the Senate. The people will understand this fact and 
will not fail to hold their public servants to a strict accountability 
for the defeat of this transfer. This failure will serve to inform the 
people that they can look for measures of economy and reform only 
to theivimmediate representatives. If the people desire a thorough 
reform in all the Departments of the Government, they must recon- 
struct the United States Senate through their State Legislatures. 
Until that is done a severe retrenchment and genuine reform in all 
Departments of the Government cannot be secured. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the previous question on agreeing to 
this report. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
en the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDEN. Lask unanimous consent to have printed in the REcorD 
remarks on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the President’s 
message on the sundry civil appropriation bill was referred. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. RANDALL Mr. Speaker, before the final adjournment of a pro- 
tracted and laborious session, it is proper to review our action cocern- 
ing appropriations from the public Treasury to carry on the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877. In the discharge of 
this task I am sensible of no other motive than that there shall be a 
complete and ae exhibit of the work in behalf of retrenchment 
and reform which we set out to do, and the difficulties and opposition 
which met us at every step in the interest of those who saw in any 
reduction of public expenditure loss to them of salary or place, not- 
withstanding there was consequent advantage to the tax-payers and 
the efficiency of the governmental administration was in no degree 
impaired. 

We were met at the very threshold by the inexorable alternative 
of reducing expenditures to a just and economical basis, or, by allow- 
ing appropriations to be made at the same figures of previous years, 
with increased taxation; and this latter it was our plighted faith 
and solemn duty to prevent in behalf of the great body of the peo- 
ple borne down by a heavy load of taxation, and who were further 
distressed beyond measure by derangement and misfortune in every 
avenue of agricultural, manufacturing, mechanical, and commercial 
activity. To this end every item of public expense, whether large 
or small, was subjected to the severest scrutiny, and an inspection 
of every Bureau and Department of the Government undertaken, 
without parallel, I believe, for a quarter of a century. 

The Committee on Appropriations gave to this work their most 
earnest attention. It required incessant labor and much patience. 
Arrayed against us were all those whose favorite selfish schemes were 
to be frustrated for the public good; eager and greedy corporations 
who sought to fatten from the public purse, place-hunters and place- 
holders, and the friends and partisans of ail, high or low, who were 
in any way to be affected by reduction, and especially by the marked 
unwillingness on all hands by chiefs of Bureaus and heads of Depart- 
ments to agree to any withdrawal of their official patronage. - But 
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we had the comforting assurance that we had behind us the people 
who demanded that their burdens should be lightened by practica! 
and necessary reductions, and this consoled us oftentimes in the dis- 
charge of an imperative public duty when we found ourselves com- 
pelled to deny appropriations to the extent desired for objects dear], 
cherished by our constituents. ' 

The majority of this House of Representatives was elected to reform 
manifold abuses of administration. And when we assembled in De- 
cember last that reform element assumed full authority in this Hall, 
and obtained partial control over public expenditures. The first difti- 
culty which presented itself to the execution of the trust confided to 
us was the existence of a rule of the House which prevented the 
repeal or even modification of any law as to appropriations upon an 
appropriation bill unless two-thirds of the members assented thereto, 
which number the majority did not have. 

The construction which had been given to that rule allowed amend- 
ments to increase compensation to officers, clerks, and employés, but 
—s prevented as out of order any reduction whatever. To over- 
come this obstruction a proposition was submitted to so change the 
rule as to allow the incorporation into appropriation bills of such 
legislation, which, being germane, retrenched expenditures, thus 
making a complete revolution in the operation of the rule and turn- 
ing legislative action in this House from extravagance into the better 
and safer direction of economy. That change, for the purpose I have 
indicated, was vigorously resisted by the republican side of the House 
for the reason that, composing as they did and do more than one-third 
of its members, no amendments changing existing law could be made 
or put upon an appropriation bill except when such amendments in- 
creased salaries, as under the old practice two-thirds were required to 
suspend the rules to allow the majority to vote even on such amend- 
ments; and that two-thirds, as I have already stated, the minority 
in this House could at any time refuse. 

Without such a change any and all efforts on the part of the House 
to reduce the expenditures of the Government would have been as 
the idle wind. Here stood the republican members of more than one- 
third to prevent and obstruct any such reduction, with a Senate, as 
we afterward found, even more determined in its purpose. Finally, 
through the agency of the Committee on Rules, we secured a report 
of the alteration so much desired, and the House adopted it by a ma- 
jority composed exclusively of democrats. Almost all the reductions 
we have accomplished have followed as the result of that first step, 
for it opened the way. 

It must not be forgotten that when Congressassembled the country 
was prostrated in all the essentials which go to make a people pros- 
perous, contented, and bappy. Many of our manufacturing esta blish- 
ments were closed and most of those still running were working only 
a portion of the time. Commerce languished, agriculture went unre- 
warded, and a feeling of distrust widely prevailed, causing capital to 
be unusually cautious. Almost all new enterprises were abandoned, 
and labor, then as now seeking empl. yment, was to the extent of its 
activity inadequately remunerated. 

Onr duty in such a condition of affairs was too plain to be mis- 
taken. It was to lop off at once, and resolutely, every extravagant 
and unnecessary expense. This we have partially accomplished, and 
in a manner which will in nodegree cripple the Administration in its 
legitimate functions. But to secure even this partial result without 
producing friction has required long and patient examination, in- 
vestigation, and study. A further plan of procedure adopted was 
to reduce 10 per cent. all salaries over $1,200 and provide a reduction 
in the force of clerks and ee of 20 per cent. These two pro- 
visions, if fully adopted, would have secured a much larger reduction 
of appropriations and the discharge of all supernumerary clerks aud 
employés, of which there are still a large number. 

It is well known that all over the land private establishments of 
every sort and description have reduced the rates of compensation to 
their employés. A signal instance of this is shown at Lowell, Mas- 
sachusetts, which is the guide in a measure for all New England. The 
working people there have themselves consented to a reduction of 10 
per cent. as just and fair, not the first either to which they have recently 
been subjected. The House considered this not an unreasonable re- 
duction in amount under the circumstances. But this reduction has 
almost wholly failed because of the obstinacy of the Senate and the 
Senate conferees in relation thereto. A reduction in the number of 
clerks and employés has been only partially realized, as the House 
conferees were forced to yield a part of their recommendations. It 
will surprise many when they learn the fact that as many as one hun- 
dred thousand persons receive pay from the Federal Treasury. 

In order that no harm should possibly come from reduction of force, 
we directed the attention of the executive officers of the Govern- 
ment to the existing law in reference to the hours of labor required 
for the clerks and the employés. It is to be found in section 162 of 
the Revised Statutes, as follows: 

Sec. 162. From the Ist day of October until the Ist day of April, in each year. all 
the Bureaus and Offices in the State, War, Treasury, Navy, and Post-Office Depart- 
ments, and in the General Land Office, shall be open for the transaction of the pu')- 
lic business atleast eight hours in each day; aad from the Ist day of April until 
the Ist of October, in each year, at least ten hours in each day, except Sun- 
days and days declared public holidays by law. 

Heretofore clerks have only been uired to devote six hours a 
day to the service of the Government. Recently, on the coming in of 
the democratic House, by orders to the Bureaus that time has becn 
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extended to seven hours. If, however, the terms of the law are ad- 
‘ered to, more actual hours of service will be secured under the re- 
duced pumber of clerks and*employés agreed upon than we have 
yow with the present excessive force. 

Great complaint has been made against our change of laws upon 
appropriation bills, as though it were at this time a novel and un- 
heard-of thing and never before attempted in the legislation of the 
Government. Let us see how that is. I append herewith a list of 
changes of laws which have been incorporated into appropriation bills 
during all the years from 1865 down to and including 1575. The ex- 
tent to which such legislation has been carried on will, I have no 
doubt, surprise many; and I regret to say that during those years of 
undisputed republican rule in both branches of Congress the change 
has almost always been in the direction of increased appropriation 
and expenditure. 

I will here mention afew notable instances of such legislation. 
They embrace changes in the staff and line both of the Army and 
Navy. 

The Pacific Mail steamship subsidy found its place on such act. 

The re-organization of the Post-Office Department. 

The re-organization of the diplomatic and consular service. 

The partial re-organization of the subtreasury system. 

The prohibiting the pardon or amnesty of any claimant in the Court 
of Claims being admissible to establish his standing in court. 

The re-organization of the civil service in the Treasury Department. 

Legislation as to the enforcement act. 

The manner of settlement of judgments by the Court of Claims 
and the Supreme Court as to capture of cotton. 

The section declaring that the General of the Army shall be per- 
manently stationed in Washington and only removed by the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and directing all Army orders to go through 
the General of the Army, whether issued by the President of the 
United States or by the Secretary of War. 


On the appropriation bill last year the rates on newspapers were | 


doubled, to the great injury of those in the rural sections especially, 
and the rates on third-class matter were so increased as to take it 
from the mails and drive it to the express companies. 

I mention these few to show the general character and wide scope 
of the legislation which has been put into appropriation bills, and 
bez to refer to the appendix hereto annexed, which will show the 
ealormous mass of legislation of greater or less importance which has 
been from time to time during the past ten years fastened on such 
acts, relating as it does to almost every conceivable subject. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, asa natural result of the prostration of all busi- 
ness, the revenues of the Government have diminished to an alarming 
extent,and the warning held ont to us was one not to be disregarded, 
as it might turn out in the coming fiscal year, the reduction would be 
so great that the revenues would fall below the amount required to 
meet the expenditures of the Government. In this emergency it was 
absolutely essential to provide for reduction of expenses rather than 
entail any increase of our interest-bearing debt or any addition to 
our present taxation. Nay, more; if the full measure of reductions 
recommended had been acceded to by the republican minority in this 
House and the majority in the Senate, then, even with a falling reve- 
nue, the internal and other taxes could have been reduced to an ex- 
tent of say $10,000,000, with comparative safety. 

Before | leave the general discussion of these subjects and go to a 
detailed examination of the respective appropriation acts, I wish to 
direct public attention to what I deem some abuses in reference to 
expenditure which have gradually accumulated until they have be- 
come of dangerous proportions. Under existing laws we have a 
system of what is known as “permanent specific” and “permanent 
indefinite” appropriations. They embrace among others the sum 
necessary to pay the interest on the public debt, the sum necessary 
to pay the interest on the bonds of the various Pacific railroads, and 
guaranteed by the United States, and the amount necessary to be paid 
in obedience to law to the sinking fund on account of the liquidation 
of the principal of the public debt. 

In so far as the foregoing objects are concerned I do not raise se- 
rious objections. Their provisions go to make easy the mind of the 
pale creditor by the certainty of no hitch in the prompt and regu- 
ar payment of our publie interest. But the laws go further and in- 
clude others which in my judgment should pass under the annual 
supervision of Congress, among which are the sum necessary to col- 
lect the revenues from customs, which is only limited as to amouut 
of expenditures by the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
a power too great for permanent safety; for arming and equipping 
she militia of the several States; the salaries and expenses of the south- 
orn claimscommission; the return of the proceeds from the sale of cap- 
tured and abandoned property to owners thereof ; the commission to be 
paid to persons negotiating the refunding of the national debt 4of 1 per 
cent.; the salaries and expenses of the steamboat inspectors; the re- 
funding of money due to owners or reputed ownersot cotton improperly 
seized after the 30th of June, 1865; allowances and drawbacks in the 
Internal-Revenue Bureau ; the refunding of illegal internal taxes; the 
repayment of duties levied in excess from customs as well as deben- 
tures, drawbacks, bounties, and allowances in the eustoms service. 
Most if not all of the latter character should have the frequent inspec- 
tion of Congress and the people. I would suggest, therefore, at our next 
session legislation to a these dangers. About $18,000,000 pass 
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each year out of the Treasury under these heads, in excess of the amount 
paid on account of interest on the public debt and the sinking fund, 
which is an enormous sum to be under the control of executive oflicers 
without check. 

I shall now proceed to an examination of the several appropria- 
tion bills, in order of date as they were enacted into law. 

PENSIONS. 

Appropriations last year, $30,000,000; Department estimates for 
year ending June 36, 1877, $29,533,500; recommendation of House 
Committee on Appropriations, $29,533,500 ; House passed $20,533,590 ; 
Senate committee recommended $29,533,500 ; Senate passed $29,533,500 ; 
law as finally enacted, $29,533,500. 

The respective committees of the two Houses and both Houses of 
Congress agreed in the amount to be appropriated for pensions, which 
was in full as indicated by the estimate. 

A pleasant incident in connection with this appropriation was the 
fact of its being in committee and in the House in charge of a mem- 
ber of the committee [Mr. ATKINS, of Tennessee] formerly an officer 
in the confederate army and a member of the confederate congress. 
Such exhibitions give the denial to the political charge that the lead- 
ing men of the South still bear any hostility to the Union, for he was 
scrupulous in seeing that no pensioner of the Union suffered in the 
least degree. 

Many reforms are imperatively needed in connection with the dis- 
tribution of pensions. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended the transferof the Pension 
Bureau from the Interior Department to the War Department, where 
it formerly was, as appears by their report, for reasons, among oth- 
ers, as follows: Peggion avencies which now cost annually $448,000, 
the Committee on P&hsions report could be dispensed withand twenty 
efficient clerks divided equally among the four classes of clerks known 
to the law, at a cost of $30,000, could do the work as efficiently and 
with less delay than now occurs. 

The work, if under the War Department, could be done in the main 
by the retired oflicers of the Army, with one-half pay in addition to 
present retired pay of such officers, and the amount of pay saved would 
be quite one-half. At present more than one-half is done at the Sur- 
geon-General’s and Adjutant-General’s Offices. Both these Bureaus 
now employ one hundred and sixteen persons on this work and an 
equal number of additional clerks, if duties were transferred to War 
Department, to wit, two hundred and thirty-two clerks in all would 
be ample; whereas the present force in the Pension Bureau is over 
four hundred; near three hundred over what economy and necessity 
require. The character of the work is in a measure judicial, requiring 
legal knowledge; and yet last year one hundred and twenty-eight 
employés were discharged and ninety-six new appointments made 
putting out experienced clerks and substituting for such men igno 
rant and ineflicient persons in their stead. This was done mainly for 
political considerations. . The truth is, as the evidences etablishes, 
the Bureau is run as a political machine. Two clerks of the national 
republican congressional committees of last year were entered on the 
pension-roll and paid from pension funds. 

The War and Pension Departments being separate, there was re- 
quired last year 56,000 duplicates of rolls from these two offices, re- 
quiring transmission by mail and messenger, which might all have 
been done in thesame office. The fact is, the delays now incident toap- 
plications for pensions or increase of pensions, arise almost entirely 
from these separations of duty, causing years of delay to those least 
able to bear procrastination and those, too, who never ought to be 
subjected to such annoyances and privations 

I will allude to another abuse and then leave this branch of my 
subject. The finance division of the Pension Burean can be dispensed 
with altogether, employing forty-eight clerks. This is set forth in 
Mr. Clark’s testimony. In reply to a question whether that division 
ought not to be lopped off, he said : 


If the work in the Auditor's Office was up to date, the work in the finance divis 
ion would be useless. 











There cannot therefore be a reasonable doubt as to the economy to 
be gained and the general propriety of the transfer. 


DEFICIENCIES. 

Appropriations last year, $4,703,699.18; Department estimates fox 
year ending June 30, 1877, $2,723,471.70; recommended by House 
Committee on Appropriations, $662,315.07 ; House passed $671,486.74 ; 
Senatecommittee recommended $340,831.27 ; Senatepassed $840,831.27; 
the law as finally enacted, $316,723.56. 

I believe these deficiencies are less than usual and heretofore, be- 
cause of the knowledge by the Departments that a democratic House 
was to be in authority this year, notice having been given last year 
by the then democratic minority of the Forty-third Congress that the 
practice of allowing large deficiencies would not be countenanced. 
The Departments are, however, entitled to partial credit, for their 
estimates of deficiencies this year were considerably less than hereto- 
fore. The same rigid rule will be again applied, and the Departments 
must govern themselves accordingly. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

Appropriations last year, $50,000; Department estimates for year 
ending June 30, 1877, $3,406,000 ; recommendations of House Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, $315,000; House passed $315,000; Senate com- 
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mittee recommended $315,000; Senate passed $315,000; the law as | 


finally enected, $315,000. 
This was a large comparative reduction, but I believe no material 


interests will suflertherefrom, either in respect to our fortifications or | mittee on Appropriations $23,155,077.12 ; House passed $23,179, 819.52: 
i t / Senate committee recommended $27,715,877.20; Senate passed $2 
The largest-size guns of our recent war are now considered ineffect- 


as to experiménts to be made in the trial of armament or torpedoes. 


ive. Earth-works experience has shown to be the best protection 
against artillery on land or iron-cladson water. The sums so lav- 
ishly expended since the war have not brought any adequate return 
in these respects. In the past ten years, up to and including this 
year ending June 30, 1576, we appropriated for these purposes more 
than $13,000,000, a large amount of which could as well have been 
saved by the same character of reductions which we have made this 
year, 
NAVY. 

Naval service appropriation last year, $17,001,006.40. Depart- 
ment estimates for year ending June 30, 1877, $20,871,666.40. Rec- 
ommendations of House Committee on Appropriations, $12,808,655.40., 
House passed $12,432,855.40. Senate committee recommended $16,167,- 
455.40. Senate passed $14,°57,555.40. The law as finally enacted, 
$12,740,355.40, 

The appropriations for the naval establishment are largely reduced. 
It is a branch of the service where large savings can be prudently 
made. I need not allude at length to the sums heretofore expended 
and the manner of their expenditure. The Department in its man- 
agement has been thoroughly examined into by a committee of this 
House, and their findings are in print, which render a further criti- 
cism in this connection unnecessary. These reduced appropriations 
come up to the full measure of recommendations by the Naval Com- 
mittee, - 

POST-OFFPICE. 

Post-oflice appropriations last year, $3,376,205; Department esti- 
mate for year ending June 30, 1°77, $4,431,602.99; amount recom- 
mended by House Committee on Appropriations, $2,680,906; amount 
passed the House, $4,230,906; amount recommended by Senate Com- 
mittee ou Appropriations, $7,586,647 ; amount passed Senate, $7,258,- 
647; the law as finally enacted, $5,967,498. 

The reductions in this act arise mainly from the cutting off of the 
salaries of the higher class of postmasters, which have been con- 
fessedly too high, and the reduction of 10 per cent. on the amounts 
to be paid to the railroads for the transportation of mails, among 
which is what is known as the “ fast mail.” An erroneous impres- 
sion prevails as to this latter service. 

The fast mails were not provided for by law. Speed was not taken 
into consideration in determining the compensation. Weight and the 
number of postal cars were and are the elements in fixing the pay 
to railroads, 

This extra line was first established less than a year ago by throw- 
ing an increase in the quantity of mail matter on these principal 
roads, thus increasing the number of postal cars, and with additional 
weight, causing an increased amount of payment to special roads. 
The compensation as fixed by act of March, 1873, was a very great 
increase over former rates. Prior to that time $375 per mile on all 
lines was the maximum rate. Under that act the pay on some lites 
was increased to $705 per mile per year, and on the fast lines as hig’ 
as $1,016 per mile per year. 

This Congress has reduced the rates for railroad service generally 
10 per cent., which is a moderate reduction. The compensation on 
star lines and steamboat service has been reduced far inore than 10 
per cent. since March, 1873; in facet, from 10 to 30 per cent. The amount 
paid before the passage of the act of March, 1873, was considered high 
even for that period, The reduced price of every commodity which 
goes into the cost of running a railroad is far greater than 10 per cent. 
‘These roads have reduced the compensation to their employés, and 
together with a general shrinkage of values, it goes to show that the 
amount now fixcd is comparatively higher than it was at the time 
the former rate was agreed to. I am indebted to the geutleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HULMAN ] for these facts and conclusions; and any one 
who knows his care and accuracy in such matters will at once accept 
them as true and correct. 

After all that can be said, the benefits of the fast mai are divided 
bet ween the railroads receiving the increased pay and the newspapers 
of our great cities in thé quick transit of their papers. In this day 
of telegraphing the newspapers of the various cities of the Union are 
more on an equality in furnishing promptly the important news of 
the day, which renders continuance of these high rates unnecessary 
even for the people in receiving prompt — information. 

The pest-oflfice appropriation act for the year ending June 30, 1876, 
r..sed the rates of postage on third-class mail matter, s> as to take it 
from the mails and give the monopoly of its transportai.on to the ex- 
press companies, while at the same time the postage on newspapers 
was doubled. 

The latter imposition has been removed by the legislation of this 
year, but the first still remains a burden upon the people in behalf of 
the express companies, and is estimated as worth to those companies 
half a million dollars per annum in increased receipts from trans- 
portation of merchandise, &c. The House at every opportunity 
sought to accomplish full repeal of both provisions, but the Senate 


was obdurate, and refused to concede the repeal of the merchandise 
portion of the act. 


August 14, 


ARMY. 
Appropriation last year, $27,933,230; Department estimate for year 
ending June 30, 1877, $33,348,748.50; recommendation of House Com- 


715,877.20; the law as finally enacted, $25,987,167.90. pe 

The Army appropriation act does not show that extent of reduction 
which we intended and had reason to hope we should obtain at the 
opening of the session because of our Indian troubles, and because 
of the determination of the Administration to keep a large force in 
the South. The House bill fixed the Army at 22,000 soldiers, rela- 
tively divided between the three arms of the service, and sought in 
addition to reduce the compensations of certain officers which were 
deemed disproportiogate and too high. The manner of payment of 
these compensations is in some respects highly objectionable, render- 
ing it almost impossible to compute with accuracy the pay received 
by officers in the Army. The Senate was resolute against all these 
changes, and the House was compelled to yield, and only succeeded 
in securing the following legislation : 


Sec. 24. That the whole subject-matter of reform and re-organization of the Army 
of the United States shall be referred to the commission hereinafter provided for, 
who shall carefully and thoroughly examine into the matter with reference to the 
demands of the public service, as to the number and pay of men and officers and 
the proportion of the several arms, and also as to the rank, pay, and duties of the 
several staff corps, and whether any and what reductions can be made either in 
the line or staff, in numbers or in pay, by consolidation or otherwise, consistently 
with the public service, having in view a just and reasonable economy in the ex- 
peuditure of public money, the actual necessities of the military service, and the 
capacity for rapid and effective increase in time of actual war. The commission 
hereby created shall consist of two members of the Senate and two members of the 
House of Representatives to be — by the presiding officers of each House, 
respectively, of the Secretary of War, and two oflicers of the Army, one from the 
line and one from the staff corps, to be selected by the President with special ref 
erence to their knowledge of the organization and experience in service. Such 
commission shall assemble as soon as practicable and proceed to the consideration 


D 
of the matters with which they are ft mmoowy and make report to Congress by the 


tirst day of the next session through the President of the United States, with all 
the evidence, record or otherwise, which they shall have received and considered 
And the sum of $1,000 is hereby appropriated from the contingent fund of the War 
Department to defray the expenses of such commission, to be expended under the 
direction of the presideat of said commission. 


The result of the foregoing, it is believed, will ultimately remedy 
some defects. We felt that they were so glaring as to demand iw- 
mediate change. 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Appropriation last year, $26,644,350.09; Department estimates for 
year ending June 30, 1877, $32,560,475.29; amount recommended by 
House Committee on Appropriations, $14,626,981,74; amonnt passed 
the House $14,857,326.54; Senate committee recommended $18,501,- 
601.24; Senate passea 19,956,496.99; the law as finally enacted, $16,- 
357,905.47. 

This act which covers the sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
is that upon which it is attempted to ingraft all doubtful schemes 
and unnecessary expenses, Which to any other general appropriation 
bill would be ruled out of order as not germane. 

In reference to this particular act, the President of the United 
States saw fit, although approving the same, to send a message con- 
demning the character of our reductions. I propose now, and here, 
with due respect to the Chief Magistrate, to inquire into the justice 
of his criticisms. 

In the first place, he says: 

Notably among the first class is the reduction in the ordinary annual appropria- 
tions for the revenue-cutter service, to the prejudice of the customs revenue. 


This criticism is completely refuted by a plain statement of the 
facts which show that the amount appropriated is in excess of the 
amount expended in the revenne-cutter service during the last fiscal 
year. The expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1876, were 
$342,000, and the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1277, 
$274,891, the latter exeeeding the former more than $30,000. 

Next as to the amoutit given to continue the Signal Service. This 
service cost last year nearly a million dollars. It has grown to be 
an immense Bureau in its workings, and we think is extravagantly 
conducted. It draws its resources from three appsopriation bills, the 
legislative, the army, and the sundry civil, and aggregates, as stated, 
$1,000,000. We are advised that the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany can perform the same service with equal satisfaction to the 
public for one-half the money, and that the company is willing to 
undertake it at that reduction. This we understand is also the opin- 
ion of many officers heretofore in charge of the War Department. 
Our reductions, in view of this statement, have been very moderate, 
amounting to $100,000 in the general expense provided for in the sun- 
dry civil bill and of only fifty enlisted men in the Army for this corps. 
At some of the stations the employés numbered as high as seven, 
and by careful revision of the force at the several stations this reduc- 
tion of fifty men will hardly be felt. 

The criticism as to the mints evidently arose from want of know!- 
edge of the amounts appropriated in theseveral bills. It would have 
been seen by examination that the amount appropriated for running 
the mints and assay offices was fully up to the necessities of the 
country, even taking into consideration the increased expense for 
coining subsidiary silver recently authorized by law in substitution 
of fractional currency. a 

Now as to the objection urged to reductions of appropriations for 








1876. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9605 





the construction of public buildings throughout the country and the 
building for the State, War, and Navy Departments in the city of 
Washington. The policy which guided the House was to make ap- 
propriations this year for no building the construction of which had not 
vet been commenced, and in making appropriations for those already 
begun to give a sufficient sum to finish and furnish those of smaller 
size, such as the custom-house at New Orleans; the custom-house and 
post-oftice at Raleigh, North Carolina; the custom-house and _post- 
oftice at Trenton, New Jersey; the custom-house and post-office at 
Port Huron, Michigan; the custom-house and post-office at Parkers- 
burgh, West Virginia; the court-house and post-office at Lincoln, Ne- 
braska, and the custom-house and post-office at Rockland, Maine, giv 
ing the balance which we deemed wise to appropriate in a moderate 
degree to the larger structures, so as to go on with the work slowly. 
The appropriation is two millions less than last year, when the ap- 
propriations for public buildings, new and old, were unusually extrav- 
agant. 

~As to the appropriation for new structure for the State, War, and 
Navy Departments in the city of Washington, it was under the same 
rule. The expenditures for this structure are made an exception, all 
the others being under the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De- 
partment, while this is under an engineer of the Army, General O. E. 
Babcock. 

lor the repairs and preservation of the navy-yards we gave $100,000 
against $500,000 last year. We deemed that for the legitimate pur- 
poses of repairs proper at the different navy-yards and stations and 
the preservation of the same $100,000 is adequate, and believed the 
half million heretofore given was diverted to other purposes not prop- 
erly chargeable to this particular service. 

In reference to armories and arsenals the reductions, except in one 
or two instances of no small amount, were those recommended by the 
late Secretary of War, Mr. Taft, in his communication to Congress 
revising the estimates of his predecessor. 

In regard to the judicial expenses of the Government, reduction 
was made upon the recommendation of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and justified after thorough in- 
vestigation by exposure of the most outrageous frauds upon the Gov- 
ernment, perpetrated by marshals and other United States officers, 
the most flagrant of which were in the States of Arkansas and North 
Carolina. The justice and propriety of this reduction are undoubted. 

The action of the committee concerning surveys of the public 
lands was taken after full conference with members on both sides of 
the House, representing western districts, as well as with Delegates 
from the Territories. The gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DuN- 
NELL, }] when the bill came up first for consideration, used the follow 
ing language: 

There are many things in this appropriation bill referring to the gn lands 
which meet my approval. i believe that we have appropriated a much larger sum 
of money in years past for the survey of the public lands than was needed, and I 
have said to members of the Committee on Appropriations that I believed there 
could be retrenchment and a saving of money in this direction at the present time, 
and while I represent a western land State, I am very free to say that we may ap- 
propriate no more than is in this bill with a very good reason for the present year. 

I do not believe that a single State or a single Territory will suffer practically by 
this reduction. 

It is only necessary for me to add the further fact, that there are 
now 160,000,000 acres of the public domain surveyed and undis- 
posed of. 

The President further complained that we had impaired the effi- 
ciency of the light-house service. Reference to figures shows the com- 
plaint to be without foundation. The appropriation last year was 
$1,999,000 and for this year $2,018,600, the appropriation for this year 
being nearly $20,000 over that of last year. 

Appropriations for light-houses, beacons, and fog-lights were made 
after consultation with the proper oflicer having that service in 
charge and we gave a sum sufficient, as we were advised, for all that 
was absolutely necessary during the fiscal year. There were some 
which were desirable for which we did not make appropriation, but 
they were not such as we thought to be demanded now. 

Appropriations for the District of Columbiaare generally included 
in this act, and I need not stop to give the reasons why we sought to 
be cautious in whatever we did. Past experience has shown such 
profligacy in the management of the affairs of this District that com- 
mon justice to the people required we should surround all our ap- 
propriations with every possible safeguard. 

We authorized an advance from the Treasury of the United States 
of the money necessary to meet the interest on the public debt of the 
District for the entire fiscal year; thus preventing any default of 
prompt payment like that which has heretofore occurred, although 
a portion of the debt had been reported by a committee of this House 
to have been illegally contracted. 

We also appropriated for the various charities and charitable in- 
stitutions within the District; authorized the repaving of Pennsyl- 
vanla avenue, a proportionate share of the expense to be borne by 
the Government; provided for the payment of one-half of the ex- 
pense of the police and board of health; and, besides, allowed the gov- 
ernment of the District to increase the temporary debt to the extent 
of over $400,000, so that no embarrassment should or is likely to 
occur. The appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1975, 
amounted to $2,962,251.11, almost all of which was exclusively for 
the benefit of the people of the District. The amount appropriated 
for the year ending June 30, 1876, was $1,865,136.43. 











The implied statement by the President that the aggregate appro- 
priations of the sundry civil bill are in amount not more than 65 per 
cent. of those heretofore made should command approbation rather 
than censure. 

For life-saving and life-boat stations our appropriations are in excess 
of those made last year. We gave this year $2:'7,460, while the amount 
appropriated last year was $231,520. Surely we cannot be charged 
with injuring this humane service of the Government when we have 
in this democratic House appropriated more than was appropriated 
by the previous republican House. 

The appropriation for public printing and binding we reduce 
largely on the recommendation of the Committee on Printing of this 
House, which established the fact of gross abuse and extravagance 
in the administration of that Office. The amount asked for the cur- 
rent year was $2,296,056.56. The amount given last year was $1,665,- 
507.66. The amount allowed this year, under advice of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, is $1,133,737.50, about half a million dollars less than 
the appropriation last year. The report of this committee, to which 
I have alluded, clearly establishes the fact that this sum should have 
been sufficient to have done the work last year if the proper prices 
had been paid for material and the running expense had been right- 
fully adjusted. 

For the support of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol. 
diers we gave the exact amount asked, $668,733.44. 

The appropriations for the sundry civilexpenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1868, were $5,307,191.38. In 1870 they had 
crept up to $9,976,225.41. In 1872 they further advanced to $24,161,- 
773.86. Finally, in 1874, they reached theZenormous amount of $32,- 
186,129. In 1875, when the distress in the country became so preva- 
lent it could no longer pass unheeded, even in a republican House of 
Representatives, we find there was a small reduction from $32,186,129 
to $27,009,744.81 ; in 1876, to $26,644,350. We have reduced the sun- 
dry civil expenses this year below the appropriation of last year $10,- 
441,750.01 appropriating only about one-half the amount appropri- 
ated in 1874, being a reduction of about $16,000,000. 

MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Appropriations last year, $364,740; Department estimates for year 
ending June 30, 1877, $437,470; amount recommended by House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, $231,241; amount passed the House, $259,- 
231; Senate committee recommended $308,841; Senate passed $308,- 
841; the law as finally enacted, $290,065. 

There was in controversy between the two Houses the question of 
compensation to professors at West Point. The House deemed that 
in some instances, being over $6,000 per annum, they were higher 
than for similar services in civil life especially when we take into con- 
sideration the fact that these professors without encountering any of 
the privations, hardships, and dangers of Army life are when they 
reach a condition of impaired usefulness placed upon the retired list, 
and receive three-quarters of their pay at the time they are retired. 
The Senate demanded the question of this reduction shculd be remitted 
to the commission created to inquire into the re-organization of the 
Army, and the House was compelled to accede thereto. 





RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

River and harbor appropriations last year, $6,643,517.50 ; Depart- 
ment estimates for year ending June 30, 1877, $14,301,100; amount 
recommended by House Committee on Appropriations, $5,872,850; 
amount passed the House, $5,872,850; Senate committee recom- 
mended $4,993,000; Senate passed $5,000,000; the law as finally en- 
acted, $5,000,000. 

This bill was not made up by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
therefore I have not that full knowledge which would warrant me 
in speaking of its details in comparison with previous bills with the 
same certainty that Iam able to do concerning the eleven other ap- 
propriation bills. It is, however, a large reduction upon the amount 
appropriated last year for the same purposes, and an immense reduc- 
tion, as will be seen by the foregoing figures, upon the estimates of 
the Department. 

INDIAN BILL. 

Appropriations last year, $5,360,554.55; Department estimates for 
year ending June 30, 1877, $5,787,995.60; amount recommended by 
House Committee on Appropriations, $3,905,771.27; amount passed 
the House, $3,979, 602.11; Senate committee recommended $5,206,261.27; 
Senate passed $4,958,361.27 ; the law as finally enacted, $4,670,117.02. 

The principal disagreement between the two Houses related to the 
transfer of the Indian Bureau from the Interior to the War Dep: :t- 
ment. The House believed that the management of Indian affairs 
could be more economically and efficiently administered by Army of- 
ficers already under pay than by civil officers, under whom had grown 
up a wide-spread system of peculation upon the Indian, as well as upon 
the Government. One of the grounds which induced the Indian to 
go to war <-ainst the white man was that treaty stipulations in ref- 
erence to the delivery of subsistence and other supplies were jot 
faithfully fulfilled. An Army officer holding a life position depend- 
ent upon integrity and good behavior, and with a strong desire for 
promotion, which can only occur upon the active and faithful dis- 
charge of his duties, is more likely to execute the promises of the 
Government toward the Indian than the civil officer who comes in 
and goes out with every change of Administration. And the present 
double-headed system of dispensing subsistence and supplies to the 
Indians through the agency of civil officers, while restraining and 
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keeping them at peace by the military arm, has been proved by long 
expericuce to be not only enormously expensive, but without any 
adequate beneficial results either to the Indians or to the Govern- 
ment. ‘The hand that feeds should be the hand to punish in case of 
wrong-doing. Viewed as an economic question, we have General 
Sheridan for authority, and almost all of the oflicers who have come 
into collision with the Indians, to show that the opinion I here express 
is the just one. 

There is a misconception as to the Army officer. He does not de- 
sire constant warfare with the Indians, for, while he has to undergo 
great privation and hardship, he at the same time endangers his life 
in battle with the Indians without that honor which attaches to war- 
fare between civilized nations. Indeed, of all the people in the world, 
the Army officer has less to gain and more to lose by Indian hostilities 
than any other of our citizens. 

The House authorized the transfer in the Indian appropriation bill, 
having previously passed a separate proposition on the same subject, 
which was transmitted to the Senate on the 25th of April last, but 
which the Senate never took up for consideration or discussion. In- 
cidentally, however, they did discuss the clause in the Indian bill, 
and voted it down, upon the ground that it was a change of law 
upon an appropriation bill. We think the country had a right to 
expect from the Senate more consideration of this subject, and the 
House only yielded at last, when longer persistence would result in 
unlimited extension of the session without corresponding good. 

The mismanagement now existing, although unfortunate, is well 
illustrated by the fact that the hostile Sioux are armed with better 
weapons than the troops put into the field against them. At this 
very session we have been compelled to pass a law prohibiting the 
Indian agents from further supplying to these hostile Indians im- 
proved arms and ammunition. I doubt neither the propriety nor the 
absolute necessity of the proposed transfer, and only regret to say the 
proposition has been defeated in the Senate more by indirection than 
by open opposition. 

Let me pause for a moment to state a fact which carries with it its 
own commentary. While there are in the Army 26,000 men, 15,000 of 
them in the Military Division of the Missouri, embracing the whole 
Black Hills country where the recent fights and massacres occurred, 
General Terry and General Crook bave been left until lately to resist 
the combined hostile Indians under Sitting Bull with a force of less 
than three thousand men. We are now asked to add tothe Army 
twenty-five hundred cavalry, when it must be apparent to the most 
casual observer that such addition is entirely unnecessary if the force 
was taken from where it is of no service whatever and transferred to 
where it is needed to win success to our arms. 

I yet hope for the transfer at the next session. We have made re- 
ductions, even under its present inefficient management, of $700,000 or 
thereabouts. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Appropriations last year, $1,374,985 ; Department estimates for year 
ending June 30, 1877, $1,352,485; amount recommended by House 
Committee on Appropriations, $922,847.50 ; amount passed the House, 
$912,747.50; Senate committee recommended $1,341,647.50; Senate 
passed $1,341,647.50; the law as finally enacted, $1,158,579.50. 

The House held that our diplomatic service was conducted with 
unnecessary expense and that the salaries paid to foreign ministers 
were excessive when contrasted with the salaries paid to other gov- 
ernmental officials, while at the same time oflicers of the highest 
diplomatic rank were accredited to governments where chargés 
d'affaires with greatly reduced salaries would be equally efficient. 
The truth is that all important matters in controversy between this 
and foreign governments are to-day directly negotiated and adjusted 
through by the State Department at Washington, and therefore in 
many cases the position of foreign minister is little more than a costly 
sinecure. Under what is known asthe Orth bill, the salaries of these 
officers were increased, and that increase in a measure we have taken 
off. 

it must not be forgotten that our ministers abroad are not valuable 
for any service they render to our commerce, but that, on the con- 
trary, it is our consular system which is brought into direct contact 
with the American shipping, and therefore we would like to see that 
thorough revision of the consular system which will secure its im- 
provement and greater efficiency. 

The claim because the consular system is not only self-supporting, 
but has an excess over receipts frour the payment of fees, that there- 
fore all the money received should be expended in the service, is 
about as just as to claim that the customsrevenue and the internal 
revenue because of receipts beyond expenditures should likewise be 
ulministered with extravagance. 

We have not secured the reductiens we sought, and which we be- 
lieved to be proper, but we have at least accomplished enough to re- 
ward us for the effort. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Appropriations last year, $18,902,236.99; Department estimates for 
year ending June 30, 1877, $20,836,307; amount recommended by 
House Committee on Appropriations, $13,009,807.61; amount passed 
the House, $12,998,815.61; Senate committee recommended, $16,606,858 ; 
Senate passed, $16,635,338 ; the law as finally enacted, $15,373,960. 
The great struggle of the session took place on this bill. I have 
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already spoken of our plan of reduction, both as to the force and the 
salary of Government employés. The House sought to redtice bot), 
while the Senate, with equal tenacity, resisted reduction either ot 
force or salary. The result of the controversy is that while we rec- 
ommended twelve hundred and twelve reduction of clerks and em- 
ployés, they have yielded but seven hundred and sixty-five, who are 
to go-out of office on the 10th day of October. We agreed to make 
this reduction gradual, one-third on the 10th of September, one-third 
on the 10th of October, and one-third on the 10th of November; but 
the Secretary of Treasury requested we should change it in the man- 
ner in which it has been finally agreed to, to wit, that the entire re- 
duction shall take place on the 10th of October. 

The House incorporated in this bill a clause repealing the increase 
of the salary of the President from $25,000 to $50,000 a year, provid- 
ing that on and after the 4th day of March, 1877, the salary of the 
President of the United States should be $25,000 per annum. Tie 
House saw nothing wrong in this, since both Houses of Congress at 
this session had passed a bill on the same subject to the same effect. 
The bill originated in the Senate and was returned to that body 
vetoed by the President. This salary was doubled when the salaries 
of Senators and Representatives were increased, and it was equally 
condemned by the people. The salaries of Senators and Representa- 
tives were restored to $5,000, but the Constitution intervened to pre- 
vent any reduction of the President’s salary from $50,000 a year dur- 
ing his term of office. Therefore it was that, in obedience to the will 
of the people, we provided for the restoration of the salary of the 
President to $25,000, beginning with the expiration of the present 
presidential term. The Senate struck this clause out of the House 
bill, and the House conferees, unwilling to yield on this point, re- 
ferred the subject to the two Houses. ‘The Senate still adhered, and 
finally the House was compelled to yield. 

This increase of the President’s salary was originally made upon 
an appropriation bill which the President signed without demur, 
and the House saw a fitness therefore that the repeal of the obnox- 
ious increase which the people so unmistakably condemned should be 
passed in a bill of a like character. When salaries are increased upon 
appropriation bills, there is no hesitation, no impropriety, no injus- 
tice, but everything is right and just and lawful; but when an effort 
is made to decrease salaries, and lighten the burden upon the tax-pay- 
ers, then it is all wrong, and to be fought to the last extremity. I 
have the sincere conviction that the people will see this matter in its 
true light, and if we have gained nothing else in our retrenchment 
efforts we have made a great step in advance in favor of economical 
administration when we have attracted public attention to these cry- 
ing evils. 

The next point of difference was as to the compensation of Senators 
and Representatives. The House applied the general rule of 10 percent. 
reduction, because it seemed only fair when starting out to reduce all 
other salaries we should first begin with our own. The Senate refused 
to yield, and the Ilouse conferees were equally firm, and the question 
finally was remitted to the House, and the decision was similar to that 
in the case of the President’s salary. 

It was urged on the part of the Senate that when the salary was 
reduced to $5,000 the franking privilege had been abo)ished, and 
therefore the charge upon Senators and Representatives for postage 
was about equal to the proposed 10 per cent. decrease. This at tho 
time seemed proper to take into consideration ; but since the House 
was compelled to yield the Senate has restored the franking privilege 
so far as that body could. This action on their part certainly will 
not escape criticism. 

The Senate refused to reduce in any respect the salaries of the 
higher departmental and bureau officers. They were willing to re- 
duce the intermediate salaries—that is, of those between the higher 
positions and the three classes of clerks receiving $1,400, $1,600, and 
$1,800 per annum—and on those changed only consented to a reduc- 
tion of 5 per cent., so that these intermediate salaries are the only 
ones which have been reduced in the Departments, under the opera- 
tion of the bill as it was enacted into law. 

Another effort in favor of reduction of expenditures was made by 
the House in reference to the employés and attachés of the two 
Houses. These expenses have gradually grown to very large sums, 
and are altogether disproportionate to what is fairly required by the 
needs of the service. ast year the Senate expenditures were 
$222,276.80. The House recommended a reduction to $170,840. The 
Senate committee increased this to $245,648. The bill as passed 
appropriates $273,520.80. The House expenditures last year were 

373,975.70. The House committee recommended a reduction to 
£55948, which the Senate increased to $345,511.20. The bill as passed 
appropriates $312,028. The Senate claimed the right, which has been 
heretofore conceded, to have the exclusive control of the number and 
pay of their employés. The reduction therefore in the expenses 0! 
the Senate between this and last year is only a little over $5,000, 
while the House have reduced their expenses $67,000. The House 
were compelled to raise their expenses somewhat from the original 
recommendation because of the great disparity which the Senate in- 
sisted upon in favor of the salaries of their employés. 

As an illustration of how the number and salaries in the Senate and 
House have increased in a few years, I herewith submit a statemeut, 
originally reported from the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House : 
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Comparative exhibit showing relative force and compensation of the two 
Houses of Congress. 


Estimates for 1876-77. 


Oficers and employes, Senate. 


Serretary of the Senate.....-..-..- 
Odicers charged with the disburse- 
ments 
Chief Clee... ccceccnc cccscccovcces 
Additional to Chief Clerk (while 
said oftice is held by presentincum- 
bent.) 
Princypal clerk ..........-.---++-+- 
Principal executive clerk 
Minute and journal clerk 
Financial clerk. ......- ccccccccces- 
Librarian 
Seven clerks, at $2,220 each - --| 
Clerk of printing records... ig 
Vive clerks, at $2,100 each.......... 
Keeper of stationery.........-..-.- 
Assistant keeper of stationery..... 








MeSSORSS ..<cccscccccsesccs eacces 
Special policeman..........-....- 


Chaplain .... 

Secretary to the Vice-President. . .. 

Clerk to Committee on Finance .... 

Clerk to Committee on Claims... .. 

Clerk to Committee on Appropria- 
tions 

Clerk to Committee on Commerce, 
1874. 

Clerk to Committee on the Judici-| 
ary, 1875. 

Clerk to Committee on Private Land) 
Claims, 8. C., 1875. 

Telegraph operator, at the rate of 
$100 per month during session of | 
Congress. 

Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper. . 

Assistant doorkeeper.............. 

Acting assistant doorkeeper. ...... 

ee 

Asssistant postmaster. ............ 

Two mail carriers, at $1,200 each. . 

Superintendent of document-room 

Two assistants in document-room, | 
at $1,440 each. | 

Superintendent of folding-room. .. 

Three messengers, acting as assist- 
ant doorkeepers, at $1,200 each. 

Twenty messengers, at $1,440 each | 


Laborer in charge of private pas- 
sage. 

Laborer in charge of ladies’ room. . 

Chief engineer...... 106 secccbecotes 


Four assistant engineers, at $1,440 
each 





Two firemen, at $1,095 each........ 
Three laborers, at $730 each....... 


Officers and employés House of Rep- 
resentatwes. 


Clerk of the House................ 

Officer charged with disbursing the 
contingent fund. 

Chief clerk and journal clerk, at 
$3,600 each. 


Two reading clerks, assistant jour- 
nal ee and tally clerk, at $3,000 
each. 

Four assistant clerks, at $2,592 each! 


One assistant clerk................ 

Eight assistant clerks, including) 
librarian and assistant librarian, | 
at $2,160 each. 

Four assistant clerks, at $1,800 each 





Chief messenger in office of Clerk of 
the House, at $5.76 per day. 

Superintendent of document-room 
of Clerk of the House. 

Three messengers, including mes- 
senger in library, at $1,440 each. 
Qe tind ackivntes ances 
— assistant engineers, at $1,440 

each. 
Six firemen, at $1,095 each.......... 
Clerk to Committee of Ways and 
Means. 
Messenger to Committee of Ways 
and Means. 
i to Committee on Appropria- 
ons, 
Messenger to Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
Clerk to Committee of Claims. .... 
Clerk to Committee on War Claims 
Clerk to Committee on Public Land 
Clerk at Speaker’s table, at §5.76' 







per day. } 


15, 540 00 | 
2, 220 00 | 


1, 296 00 | 





7,200 00 | 


10, 368 00 | 
2, 220 00 
17, 280 00 
7, 200 00 
2,102 40 
1,800 00 
4, 320 00 


1, 800 00 
4, 320 00 


6, 570 00 
2, 592 00 


1,314 00 
2, 592 00 
1,314 00 


2, 160 00 | 











2, 160 00 |. 
2 160 00 |. 





Appropriations for 1865. 





; Eight at $1,850 each. ; 


2mess'gers$1,800 each} 2, 160 00 
1 policeman.......... | 480 00 
| 500 00 
70 00 
1, 700 00 
1,850 00 
1,850 00 
| 
knbageebehenenes damedeu Ritaneswune 
pap adeba tun bdweuaes |-s*reeeeee 
| 
2, 000 00 
1, 700 00 
GA PaaeAtRaaneawewnn das eee 
1, 440 00 
1, 800 00 
1, 500 06 
2, 400 00 
1, 500 00 
Two messengers,$1,500 | 3,000 00 
each. | 
Seventeen messen- | 20,490 00 
gers, at $1,200 each. .| 
Lenieden peatainiwsibiasd | 600 00 
| Superinten dent “in | 1,200 00 
charge of furnace.. 
RRB va si ociccces. 600 00 
saeeee C2eeee seveseccecoslocccovccees 
Two laborers, at $600 | 1,200 00 
each. 
TRO i ss ders ecsc | 79, 682 00 
| 
| 
iki einen unin ieee | 3,600 00 


And oneassistant, at) 4,320 00 
$2,160 each 


each 


SinehCebSESechsocceeness 1 
Three messengers, at| 3,600 00 
$1,200 each | 
Messenger to the Speak- 
er. 








Comparative exhibit showing relative force and compensation of the two 
Houses of Congress—Continued. 


Estimates for 1876-77. Appropriations for 1265. 


a nisipaiiagmaitala a en 
Officers and employés House— Salaries. 
Continued 
Private secretary to Speaker..... $2, 102 40 


Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of | 4,320 00 |...................0... | $2,160 00 
Representatives. } 





Clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms........ |} 2,500 00 1, 200 00 
Paying teller to Sergeant-at-Arms 1, 800 00 
Messenger to Sergeant-at-Arms } 1,440 00 1, 200 00 
Doorkeeper of the House of Repre- | 2, 592 00 , 160 60 
sentatives. | | 
Assistant doorkeeper...-......-.--. DN GE, nisciwisvnavcucesnuns Secale 
Postmaster of the House of Repre- | 2, 592 00 | .......---..----2.--++--| 2, 160 00 
sentatives. | 
Assistant postmaster............. } 1,800 00 |)», = . at | {1,740 00 
Fourteen S eeaanennas seven at | L ue es = 
$1,500 each, and seven at $1,200 | ie oes. a 1440 1) 
MN int < canal cto nes we. te-e-{ 18,900 00 |} Messengers,at$l, | 7, 560 00 
Chaplain of the House of Repre- GO GD Bi nkincenwcntsetenisevens 70 00 
sentatives. | | 
Two stenographers, at $4,200each..| 8, 400 00 |............ 2.2. e eee eee| ee eee eee 
Superintendent of the folding-room ee OE Extn scicdedeservuessesous 1, 800 00 


>) 
eo 
ty 
S 


a and assistant of 
document-room, at $2,160 each. 






Document file clerk | I iirenw tc ce cuitid taesaikal bidet 
Five messengers, at $1,800 each. - . 9,000 00 | Two messengers, at 3, 504 00 
| $1,752 each. 
Six messengers, at $1,440 each. ... 8,640 00 | One messenger, at} 1,740 00 
$1,740. 
Twelve messengers, during session 10,080 00 | Five messengers, at | 7,500 00 


of Congress, (seven months,) at 


$1,500 each. | 
$1,440 each per annum. | 











Fifteen laborers, at $720 each...... 10,800 00 | Six messengers, at | 7,200 00 
$1,200 each. 
Seven laborers, during session of 2,940 00 | Twelve messengers, | 4,800 00 
Congress, (seven months, ) at $720 during the session, 
each per annum. at $1,200each peran 
| num. 
Two laborers, one at $820 andone | 1,737 50 | For fuel, lights, pay of | 12, 000 00 
at $917.50. engineers, firemen, 
and laborers, re- 
pairs, &c. 
One woman for attending in ladies’ Rt cntavacnestsecate nantdicsieenions 
retiring-room. 
a 200, 786 70 , £4, 498 00 


One other valuable result accomplished is the enactment of a clause 
in the direetion of civil-service reform, prohibiting all officers or em- 
ployés of the Government not appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate from requiring or requesting, giving to or re- 
ceiving from, any other officer or employé of the same, or other person, 
directly or indirectly, any money, property, or other thing of value 
for political purposes; and any such officer or employé doing so 
shall be Senleaet at once from the service of the United States, and 
also be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be 
fined in a sum of not more than $500. 

I now append in tabular form a comparative recapitulation, from 
which it will be seen that between the appropriations of this year and 
last year we have made a reduction within a fraction of $30,000,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have made an estimate of the amount of money 
to each congressional district, and find that it would be $102,555.65. 
And I have also estimated the amount which this would save an- 
nually to the State of Dlinois, the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, and I find it would be $1,948,557.35, and my friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] suggests that this would amount to an an- 
nual saving of $3,384,336.45 to the State of New York. Every gentle- 
man can make the computation for his own State. Thisis a most im- 
portant result, and when brought home to the people of each district 
they will not fail to appreciate the fact. By the action of this House, 
through the efficient services of the Committee on Appropriations, an 
annual burden of $102,555.65 has been lifted from the shoulders of 
the tax-payers of each congressional district. 

Mr. FOSTER. Is that the reduction on the estimates ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the amount of reduction for each con- 
gressional district. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount is $102,555.65. 

Mr. FOSTER. On the estimates or appropriations? 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the appropriations actually made. 

Mr. FOSTER. As against the estimates or appropriations? 

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot yield further. 

The re-appropriations in Army and sundry civil bills are added in 
our aggregates. 

Early in the session, under provocation in debate, but after careful 
examination and close study, I stated it as my belief that the expend- 
itures of the Government could be reduced from $30,000,000 to $40,- 
000,000 without being prejudical in any degree to an efficient admin- 
istration of all governmental functions. At the time this was con- 
sidered to be an exaggeration. Events, however, have demonstrated 
the correctness of the statement. And I regret to say that in our 
struggle with the Senate we have been compelled to yield to that 
body to the extent of $10,500,000 from the reduction proposed by the 
House committee. In another year, we hope and believe, the Senate, 
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by the verdict of the people, will concur with us in that regard. And 
I here assert that, with a Chief Magistrate acting in harmony with 
the purpose of the present House, a further reduction can readily be 
made of $10,000,000, bringing with it no difficulties in the adminis- 
tration of the Government. . 

These facts and figures, Mr. Speaker, speak for themselves, and 
need no elaboration at my hands. Upon the result which they dem- 
onstrate we rest our claim of having earnestly and faithfully dis- 
charged our duty to the — in the way which they required when 
they sent us here. We have not reduced expenditures as much as 
they expected; but that we have not done so is no fault of ours. j 
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One more suggestion and I will close. I believe the real, natural, 
safe, and permanent way to the resumption of specie payments 1s in 
the reduction of the expenditures of the Government to what is needed 
by an economical administration. Human foresight, in my judgment, 
cannot fix the exact hour or day when it shall take place. But, the 
truth is self-evident, if we save $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 or $40,000,000 
a year, we not only provide the means for a speedy resumption by the 
establishment of a rigid economy and just expenditure, but we estab- 
lish that confidence which must inevitably precede the desired result. 
[Loud applause. } 

The following are the tables referred to: 


COMPARATIVE RECAPITULATION. 





tments for 


Objects. 


tions recommen¢ 


| Estimates of the 
for 1877. 


Pensions ; | $29, 533, 500 00 | $29, 533, 500 00 
Military Academy.... inioe } 437, 470 00 231, 241 00 
Consular and diplomatic. ..... a_i , 352, 485 00 922, 847 50 
Fortifications, &c... 3, 406, 000 00 315, 000 
Legislative, executive peanbnenedl -| 20,836,307 00 | 13, 009, 807 
River and harbor 14, 301, 100 00 5, 872, 850 
Deficiency 2, 723, 471 70 662, 315 
Post-oflice 37, 939, 805 99 | 32, 189, 109 
Naval service 20, 871,666 40 | 12, BOR, 655 
Indian 5, 787, 995 60 3,905, 771 3 

| 33,348,748 50 | 23,155, 077 

| 32,560,475 29) 14, 626, 981 


Reductions in Appropriations, 


eq a 


| 
| om ’ 
Object. From estimates. | From angen . 


HOUSE COMMITTEE REDUCTIONS. | 
Pensions . | $496, 500 00 
Military Academy.... 206, 133, 499 00 
Consular and diplomatic 429, 637 50 452, 137 50 
IT «cnles nn ceet ademas rcenens wouvouee 3, 091, 000 00 535, 000 00 
Legislative, executive, and judicial , 826, 499 39 5, #92, 429 38 
River and harbor ...... marae tered erneieae , 428, 250 00 770, 667 50 
Deficiencies . . wae , 061, 156 63 | 4,041, 384 11 
Post-oftice 5, 750, 696 99 | : 
Naval service. ........ , 063, 011 00 | 
Indian en pi eelaee , BR2, 224 33 
Army 10, 193, 671 38 4, 778, 
Sundry civil 17, 933, 493 55 12, 017, 


65, 865,869 7 | 40, 430, 172 00 





From estimates. From last year. 


HOUSE REDUCTIONS, | 

Pensions............ pone | | $466, 500 00 
Military Academy $178, 239 00 | 105, 509 
Consular and diplomatic ‘ | 439, 737 50 | 462, 237 
Fortifications 3, 091, 000 00 535, 000 
Legislative, executive, and judicial | 7, 837, 491 39 | 5, 903, 421 3 
River and harbor 8, 428, 250 00 770, 667 5 
Deficiencies 2, 051, 984 96 , 032,212 44 
Post-oftice .. ; 4, 200, 696 99 | , 145, 299 00 
Naval service 8, 438, 811 00 | ‘568, 151 00 
Indian 393 49 | , 380, 952 44 
Army.. \ , 928 98 | , 754,010 48 
Sundry civil . 7, 703, 5) , 787, 023 55 


| 
Object. From estimates. | From last year. 


Total 64, 346, 682 06 38, 910, 984 29 


THIS YEAR'S LAW REDUCTIONS | | 
Pensions | 

Military Academy......... . 

Consular and diplomatic 193, 905 50 
Fortifications 3, 091, 000 00 
Legislative, executive, and judicial 5, 462, 347 00 
River and harbor 9, 301, 100 00 
Deticiencies 1, 906, 748 14 
Post-oftice 2, 464, 104 99 
INNO s v5 ov nsancseenes 8, 131, 311 00 
Indian > ‘ ° 1, 117, 878 58 
Army ba we. oe 7, 361, 580 60 
Sundry civil 16, 202, 569 82 


| 55, 379, 950 63 


tt ile sts 


Amount as passed 
House for 1877. 
Senate committee 
Amount as passed 
Senate, 

Law for the year 
1877. 
Law for the year 


| 
| for 1877. 
| 


| Amount as passed 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| $29, 533, 500 60 | $29, 533, 500 00 | $29, 533, 500 00 | s | § , 000 00 
259, 231 00 308, 841 00 308, 841 00 5 | 364, 740 00 
912, 747 50 1, 341, 647 50 1, 341, 647 50 58, 579 374, 985 00 
315, 000 00 315, 000 00 | 315, 600 00 315, 50, 000 00 
12, 998, 815 61 16, 606,858 00 | 16, 635, 338 00 5, 373, , 902, 236 99 
5, 872, #50 00 993, 5 000, 000 00 , 000, ; 517 50 

671, 486 74 , Bi 840, 831 27 703, 699 18 
33, 739, 109 00 | 37,094,850 00 | 36,796,850 00 | 35, 475, 701 00 37, 524, 361 00 
12, 432,855 40 | 16,167,855 40 | 14,857,855 40 | 12,740,355 40 17, 001, 006 40 
3, 979, 602 11 5, 206, 861 27 4, 958, 361 27 4,670,117 02 | 5,360, 554 55 
23,179,819 52 | 27,715,877 20 | 27,715,877 20 | 25,987,167 90 | 27,933, 830 00 
14, 857, 326 54 | 18,501,601 24 | 19,956,496 99 | 16,357,905 47 | 26, 644, 350 09 








147, 719, 074 85 | 177, 663, 327 71 


APPENDIX. 


Statement showing in brief synopsis instances of independent legislation 
upon appropriation laws duriny the last ten years, referred to by date and 
title of law. 

1866. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 


1. Directing the manner of disbursement of the unexpended balance of $250,000 
appropriated by act of March, 1865, for compensation of temporary clerks and for 
additional compensation te clerks in the Treasury Department. 

2. Fixes the number and pay of force in the office of the assistant treasurer in 
Boston. 

3. Authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to remove the whole or any portion 
of the machinery at the branch mints at New Orleans, Charlotte, and Dahlonega to 
such other branch mints as may require the same, or to discontinue the said mints 
and dispose of the property belonging thereto. 

4. Sections 2 and 3 increase the salary of the Treasurer of the United States to 
$6,500, and that of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, &c., to $2,500. 

5. Section 4 increases and re-organizes the force in the executive offices, author- 
izing as follows: Private Secretary, $3,500; assistant secretary, $2,500; short-hand 
writer, $2,500 ; clerk of pardons, $2,000; three clerks of fourth class and a steward, 
at $2,000, the latter to have the custody of all the public property in the Presi- 
dent's House, and give a bond in such sum as the Rocsoteny of the Interior may 
deem sufficient. 

6. Section 6 increases the pay of female clerks and counters from $720 to $900. 

7. Section 7 continues in force the provisions of the legislative act appropriating, 
a the year ending June 30, 1865, 20 per cent. additional to the pay of certain em- 

yloyés. 
. 8. Section 8 authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to appoint in the different Bu- 
reaus of his Department forty three clerks of various classes. 

9. Section 9 provides for a continuance of increased compensation of inspectors of 
customs in certain ports, in conformity to act of April 29, 1864. 

10. Section 10 a the manner of adjustment of accounts of Stewart 
Gwynn, under and by the authority of the legislative act providing for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1866. 

11. Section 12 provides for payment of the proper informers’ moieties, &c., in 
cases where moneys accruing to the United States from fines, &c., have been erro 
neously received and covered in the Treasury before said payment. 


ARMY. 


1. Section 4 provides for manner of obtaining supplies for the Quartermaster’s 
Department, and conditionally prescribes preference for articles of American man- 
ufacture and produced on the Pacific coast. 

2. Section 5 repeals section 17 of the act of July 17, 1862, and a resolution of 
April 4, 1862, in to assi t of command of troops and pay and emolu 
ments of certain officers, and provides that no officer in the military or naval serv 
ice in time of peace shall be dismissed except in pursuance of sentence of court- 
martial or in commutation thereof. 

3. Section 6 provides that the Superintendent and officers of the Military Acad 
emy may be selected and detailed from any arm of the service, and its charge and 
supervision shall be under the War Department, under such officers as the Secre 
tary of War may assign. 

4. Section 7 provides for extra pay for soldiers employed as artificers or laborers 
in constant labor of not less than ten days, &c. 

8 increases mileage of officers traveling under orders to ten cents per 
mile. 

NAVY. 


. Directions to Secretary of Navy in connection of purchase of Seavey's Is!- 


and. 

2. Section 2 amends act of May 21, 1864, apprepriating bounties for destruction 
of enemy's vesse’ 

3. Section 3 provides that no payment of the appropriations made by this act 
shall be made in violation of the act of July 2, 1862, to prescribe an oath of office. 
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1876. 








4. Section 4 repeals the act prohibiting allowance to officers in the service for 
rent of quarters, &c., and all acts or parts of acts authorizing the appointment of 
Navy agents. 

" 5, Section 5 provides that the Secretary of the Navy may direct the time of ex- 
amination of candidates for admission to the Naval Academy. 

6. Section 6 abolishes ottice of assistant in Bureau of Ordnance. 

7. Section 7 prohibits vacancy in the grade of professor of mathematics. 

8, Section 8 revives the act of August 31, 1852, for surveys and reconnaissances 
of such partsof Behring’s Straits, North Pacific Ocean, as are frequented by Ameri- 
can ships, and directs the Secretary of the Navy to recommence surveys, &c., and 
continue in the Pacitic Ocean, and to use officers, vessels, &c. 

9, Section 9 authorizes transfer of appropriations for the pay of the Navy to the 
uses of the contingent fund. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC. 


1. Section 2 provides for the appointment of a Second Assistant Secretary of 
ctate and an examiner of claims. 
“2. Section 3 provides as to the accounting for and disposition of fees collected by 
certain consuls and commercial agents. 

3. Section 4 provides that the salary of an envoy extraordinary shall be only that 
of a minister resident, except when appointed to a post where the United States are 
now represented by an envoy extraordinary. 





RIVER AND HARBOR. 


1. Sections 2 and 3 instruct Secretary of War as to application of appropriations, 
as to making contracts, manner and matter of reports to Congress, as to proposals, 
disbursing officers, and forbidding the latter to receive commissions, (they being 
United States oflicers,) and places the appropriations at the disposal of the Secre- 
tary of War. 3 

; MILITARY ACADEMY. 

1. Section 2 prohibits persons who have served in the military or naval service 
in the Confederate States from receiving an appointment as cadet in the Military 
or Naval Academy. 

POST-OFFICE. 

1. Section 3 authorizes the Postmaster-General to employ sailing-vessels for the 
transportation of the mails between the United States and any foreign port, to fa- 
cilitate the service. 

2. Section 4 requires the Postmaster-General to report his estimates annually to 
the Secretary of the Treasury prior to the Ist day of November. 

3. Section 6 provides for manner of advertising notices and proposals for con- 
tracts for all the Executive Departments required by law to be published in the 
city of Washington, and the amount of charge to be paid for such. 


INDIAN. 


1. Section 2 prohibits funds belonging to any Indian tribes under treaty relations 
to be applied in any manner not authorized by such treaty, &c. 

2. Section 3 provides for payment, and the manner thereof, of $500,000 for sup- 
plies for the destitute Indians of the southern superintendency, and authorizes the 
Comptroller of the Treasury to take testimony as to amount due certain contract- 
ors upon principles of equity. 

3. Section 4 provides who and under what conditions may be Indian traders. 


SUNDRY CIVIL. 

1. Section 2 partially organizes the independent treasury ; also prescribe: the 
manner and conditions under which payment of the commutation-fund (act of 
February 24, 1864) may be made. 

2. Section 3 repeals so much of act of April 7, 1866, as provides for compensation 
of revenue agent at New York. 

3. Section 4 supplies deficiency for the mail service, to the amount of $925,000, 
out of the revenues of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 
1266 

4. Section 5 increases pay of certain watchmen to $900 per annum. 

5. Section 6 increases pay of Metropolitan police force $20 per month, and pre- 
scribes the manner of providing such increr se. 

6. Section 7 authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to dispose of the property 
saved from the rebel steamer Florida, and to distribute the proceeds as other prige- 
money. 

7. Section 8 gives midshipmen and acting midshipmen one ration, or comutation 
therefor. An increase. 

8. Section 9 repeals so much of act appropriating salary for minister resident in 
Greece. 

9. Section 10 provides for traveling expenses of First Michigan Cavalry in the 
year 1866, and subsistence at the time of muster out from the service of the United 
States. 

10. Section 11 extends provisions of the act of June 22, 1860, to carry into effect 
treaties between the United States and China, Japan, and other countries. 

11. Sections 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 provide for payment of bounties to soldiers who 
enlisted after the 19th of April, 1861, and after the Mth of April, 1361, or their 
widows, minor children, or parents, the mannerof payment, and provide conditions 
of circumstance under which paid, and prescribe the duty of Paymaster-General 
in the reeeption, examination, settlement, and payment ef said bounty to said sol- 
diers, or to their widows or heirs. 

12. Section 17 increases compensation of Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress to $5,000, and fixes mileage at twenty cents per mile, and that of 
the Speakerof the House at $8,000 per-year. 

13. Section 18 increases the compensation of all employés of the Senate and 
House 20 per cent., to commence with the present Congress. 

14. Section 19 provides for board of officers, to be appointed by Secretary of War, 
to supervise the expenditure of $5,000 for the preservation of the harbor of Prov- 
incetown, Massachusetts. 





DEFICIENCIES, 


1. Section 4 construes the meaning of the fourth section of the act ef March 3, 
1865, and authorizes the disbursement of certain money through certain agents 
referred to in said section. 

2. Section 7 directs Secretary of War to report estimates for the erection of suit- 
able fire-proof buildings for the War Department. 

3. Section 8 amends the fourth section of the act of March 3, 1849, being “an act 
to provide for the payment of horses and other property lost in the service of the 

ted States,’ by striking out all after the enacting clause and substituting, ‘that 
the said (Third) Auditor shall in all cases transmit his adjustment, with all the 
papers relating thereto, to the Second Comptroller, for his revision and decision 
thereon, the same in all respects as is provided in the act of September 2, 1789," 
the same being “an act to establish the Treasury Department.” 


1867. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 


1. Section 2 declares the scope of the proviso contained in the third section of 
act July 2, 1864, to embrace all suits to which the United States shall be a party in 
the Court of Claims. 

2. Section 3 authorizes the Secretary of War to direct a geological and topo- 


graphical exploration of the Territory between the Rocky Mountains and the 
Sierra Nevada. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


—— — 


1. Proviso in reference to the ownership, payment for keeping in repair, and 
manner of using the Rock Island bridge 
2. Section 2 requires the headquarters of the General of the Army of the United 


States to be at the city of Washington, and all orders and instructions relating to 
military operations issued by the President o¢ Secretary of War shall be issued 
through the General of the Army, and, in case of his inability, through the next 
in rank. The General of the Army shall not be removed, suspended, or relieved 
from command or assigned to duty elsewhere than at said headquarters, except at 
his own request, without the previous approval of the Senate, &c 

3. Section 3 repeals the joint resolution relative to the appointments to the Mili- 
tary Academy of June 16, 1866. 

4. Section 5 prohibits whipping or maiming as a punishment by any pretended 
civil or military authority lately in rebellion until the civil government of such 
State shall have been restored and recognized. 

5. Section 6 disbands all militia forces now organized in certain rebel States, 
and forbids further organization, arming, or calling into the service of the same. 








NAVY. 

1. Section 2. Secretary of the Navy authorized to negotiate with the city of 
Brooklyn for an exchange of lands in Wallabout Bay. ; 

2. Section 3 prohibits Government officers or employés in navy-yards from re- 
questing of workingmen money for political purposes, and forbids removal on ac- 
count of political opinion. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

1. Section 2 revives previous unexpended appropriation, provides for the manner 
of its expenditure, and that the Michigan City Harbor Company shall contribute 
$100,000 for the same purpose, to wit, a harbor at that place, and provides for the 
manner in which contracts shall be made and the work shall be done, &c. 

2. Section 3 instructs Secretary of War as to manner of inviting proposals for any 
work, any material or labor, and as to security from disbursing chews. 


INDIAN. 


Sections 2, 3, and 4 provide for the manner of paying moneys or annuities to In- 
dian tribes; as to the duty of the Indian Bureau to report tabular statement at 
commencement of each December session, showing in Totail expenditure, and to 
whom paid, and for what objects, and provide for vacancies in particular cases of 
Indian subagents. 

SUNDRY CIVIL. 


1. Section 2 abolishes office of Commissioner of Public Buildings, and devolves 
the duties upon the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, including all 
the public works of the Government in the District of Columbia not otherwise 
provided for by law, and places appointment of Capitol police under the respective 
Sergeants-at-Arms. 

2. Sections 3 and 4 authorize Light-House Board to use unexpended balances of 
appropriations for the Pacific coast for similar works upon the same coast, and to 
purchase necessary lands in certain cases and under certain conditions, and forbids 
certain superintendents of lights whose compensation as collectors of customs ex- 
ceeds $3,000 per annum from receiving compensation as disbursing agents, &c. 

Section 5 fixes salary of general appraiser and assistant appraisers. 

3. Section 6 grants relief to clerk of pardons, State Department. 

4. Section 7 directs Clerk of House of Representatives to select newspapers in 
each of the ten rebel States in which laws, &c., shall be published, and the manner 
and rates. 

5. Section 8 authorizes Secretary of Treasury to sell at public auction certain 
buildings and grounds belonging to the United States. 

6. Section 9 directs the Secretary of the Interior to examine condition of public 
buildings in New Mexico and report, &c. 

7. Section 10 directs as to advertisements, &c., to be printed in newspapers in the 
District of Columbia, and as to other printing. 

8. Section 12 directs Secretary of War to increase the pay of clerks in Springfield 
armory. 

Sec: 13. That the laws relating to the Army, Navy, militia, and the Marine 
Corps be published in the Army and Navy Journal at such rates as are fixed by the 
Secretary of State. 

DEFICIENCIES. 

1. Section 2 transfers unexpended balance of appropriation for legislative ex- 
penses of Nebraska for a geological survey of said Territory. 

2. Sections 3 and 4 fix tax on gaugeable goods withdrawn from bonded warehouse 
for export, and fix pay of gaugers at port of New York after April 1, 1867. 

3. Section 5 construes portion of act of April 2, 1866, to authorize and require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain contractors. 

4. Sections 7, 8, 9, fix salaries of certain surveyors, clerks, and judges. 

5. Section 11 gives notice of annulment of contract for publication of debates in 
Congress. 

6. Section 12 authorizes Secretary of Interior to appoint in the Pension Office 
eighty clerks for two years. 








1368. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 

1. Re-organizes partially the office force of the Department of State, and repeals 
the act of 1256. 

2. Makes special Commissioner of Revenue Chief of Bureau of Statistics. 

3. Section 2 extends provisions of section 10 of sundry civil law of 1867, concern- 
ing proposals for contracts for printing for all the Executive Departments, and 
printing the laws and treaties, providing place, number of newspapers in which, 
and time of advertisements 

4. Section 3 repeals the act authorizing the publication of debates in Congress, 
and directs the Joint Committee on Printing to invite proposals for the same. 

5. Section 4 directs the manner of advertisements, &c., in the District of Colum- 
, Maryland, and Virginia. 

6. Section 5 fixes the pay of each night-watchman in the Treasury Department at 
$900 per year 

7. Section 6 excludes statuary, &c., property of private individuals, from the 
Capitol building. 


bi 





NAVY BILL. 


1. Section 2 establishes number of enlisted persons in the Navy at 8,500. 

2. Section 3 covers in unexpended appropriations existing on the Ist of Jaly next. 

3. Section 4 directs Secretary of Treasury to state in his next Book of Estimates 
balances of appropriations made prior to present session of Congress for each 
branch of the public service and unexpended on the Ist day of July next, stating 
the amount necessary to execute contracts and pay expenses properly chargeablo 
to such balances. 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

1. Section 7 covers in the moneys standing to the credit of patent fund, and re- 
quiring hereafter detailed statement of expenditures 

2. Section # authorizes special tax for schools in Washington and Georgetown 

3. Section 9 repeals law regulating price of labor in Government Printing O.lice, 
and making it the duty of the Government Printer to contract for sucli lalor at 
just rates. 
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4. Section 10 provides for payments to Maine and Massachusetts under the fourth 

article of treaty of Washington, 9th of Anguat, 1542. 
DEFICIENCY. 

1. To pay for services of the First Regiment of the Colorado Mounted Militia. 

2. Section 2, to re-imbarse the city of Washington for improving the property of 
the General Government, and repealing certain acts. 

3. Section 3 makes it a misdemeanor for any officer of the Government to con- 
tract for the erection, repair, or furnishing of any public building, or improvement 
in excess of any specific appropriation. 

4. Section 4 repeals laws appropriating for the solicitor, assistant solicitor, and 
deputy solicitor of the Court of Claims, and of the Assistant Attorney-General for 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1469, and appropriates for two Assistant Attorneys- 
General, one clerk, and two clerks of class four, for said year. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC. 

1. Section 2 forbids pay to diplomatic or consular officers while absent beyond 
the term of sixty days in any one year. 

2. Section 3 provides fee for verification of inveices. penalty for illegal charges, 
&c., and conditionally abolishes tonnage or clearance fees. 

3. Section 4 provides for inspection of consular offices. 

4. Section 5 provides azainst willful neglect of consular officers to render ac- 
counts. 

5. Section 6 provides that the consuls-general, respectively, shall hold but one 
office, limita expense to stationery, &c. 

6. Section 7 fixes salary of consul at Bangkok, in Siam, at $3,000, and reduces 
others. 

INDIAN BILL FOR 1868, 


1. Section 2 prescribes the mode of delivery of goods to Indians. 

2. Section 5 directs Committees on Indian Affairs of each House to examine the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw claim and report next session. 

3. Section 6 restores the Mendocino reservation to the public lands, provides for 
its survey and sale, &c. 


1869. 
ARMY BILL. 
1. Authorizes Secretary of War to have prepared and published the results of 
the exploration of the fortieth parallel. 
2. Sections 2 to 7, both inclusive. Partial reduction of the Army. 


NAVY BILL. 

1. Section 2. Thirty-three and one-third per cent. a day additional to ordinary 
seamen employed as firemen or coal-heavers. 

2. Section 3 fixes salary of secretary of Naval Academy. 

3. Section 4 repeals the act that authorizes the annual enlistment of ten enlisted 
apprentices for appointment as midshipmen to the Naval Academy. 

DEFICIENCIES. 

1. Re-organization of the labor force having in charge and general care the build. 

ings occupied by the Treasury Department. 


1870. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 


1. Important legislation prohibiting pardon or amnesty of any claimant in the 
Court of Claims from being admissible to establish his standing in court, and order- 
ing the dismissal of cases where judgment shall have been rendered in the Court of 
Claims on other proof of loyalty than therein required, and setting forth what is 
conclusive evidence of former disloyalty. 

2. Requiring the proprietors of all internal-revenue bonded warehouses to pay to 
the collector salaries, &c., of storekeepers or other officers in charge, and directing 
the Commissioner and accounting othous of the Treasury to take steps’ to carry 
law into effect, and authorizing the President in his discretion to divide States and 
Territories into convenient districts. 

3. Section 2 makes female clerks eligible to any of the grades known to the law. 

4. Seetion 3 fixes annual compensation of messengers, assistant messengers, labor- 
ers, and watchmen. 

5. Section 4 repeals all acts or resolutions granting extpa compensation; repeals 
various sections of various acts. 

6. Sections 5 and 6 limit and cover in appropriations and unexpended balances of 
appropriations. 

= Section 7 prohibits expenditures for any fiscal year in excess of appropriations 
therefor, or any contract in excess of the same. 

& Section 9 provides for the Polaris expedition. 


ARMY BILL. 
1. Sections 2 to 25, inclusive, re-organization of the Army. 
NAVY BILL. 


1. Legislation on the Corliss Steam-Engine Company, to prevent payment. 
2. Reorganization of the Navy. 
INDIAN BILL. 

1. Section 2 provides how annuities may be expended. 

2. Section 3 instructs the Secretary of the Interior to encourage able-bedied In 
dians in the habits of industry and peace, and continues the peace commissioners as 
long as the appropriation shall last; makes it their duty to supervise all expendi- 
tures and inspect all goods. 

3. Section 4 guards expenditures of Indian appropriations. 

4 Section 5 repeals provisions for paying money to minor children of Pottawato- 
nies 

5. Section 6, to dicontinue one or more Indian superintendencies. 

6. Section 7, as to sale of reservation of certain Indians. 

7. Section 8, as to proceeds of same. 

& Sections 9 and 10, as to certain Winnebago Indians. 

%. Section 11 empowers Cherokee Indians to institute suit in certain cases. 

10. Section 12, removal of Great and Little Osage Indians to permanent home in 
the Indian Territory; sale of their present diminished reservation ; payments in 
consideration of its relinquishment and for stock, farming utensils, &c. 

il. Additional section against making treaty with I tribes. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC. 

1. Section 2 authorizes the President to have accounts of consular officers exam- 
ined. 

RIVER AND HARBOR. 

1. Section 5, Secretary of War to detail three engineers to examine all bridges 
across the Ohio River. 

SUNDRY CIVIL. 


1. Provisions affecting support of students in Columbian Institution for the Deaf. 


and Dumb. 
2. Forbidding advertisements, &c., of the Executive Departments being pub- 
lished without written authority from the head of the Department. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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3. Section 3 makes provision as to Light-House Board as to revenne-cutters on 
the northern and northwestern lakes, repealing the law directing them to be laid 
up, and authorizing the sale of two of them. 

4. Sections 5 and 6 authorize canal commission in the city of Washington, and 

rovide for the re-imbursement of the cost of the same by taxes, &c., and author. 
ze certificates of indebtedness to pay amount due by the vorporation of Washing. 
ton, due up to the 6th day of June, 1870. - 

5. Section 13 permits the extension of the Junction and Breakwater Railroad 
over the iron pier at or pear Lewes, Delaware. 


1871. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 

1. Altering the law in regard to furnishing extra documents by the Government 
Printing ce. 

2. Modifying the law in regard to publishing laws or treaties in newspapers. 

3. Section 3, increasing the salaries of the Chief Justice and associate justices 
and circuit judges of the United States, aud prescribing duty of the latter in regard 
to places of holding court. 

ARMY. 


1. Section 2 directs Presidentof the United States to appoint three commissioners 
of claims to examine, &c., and report upon the justice, &c., of claims of citizens 
who remained loyal daring the war. 

2. Sections 3, 4, 5, and 6 provide for the manner, &c., and makes an indefinite 
appropriation. 

3. Section 7 directs Secretary of War to build and operate a telegraph line from 
Yankton to Fort Randall, and thence to Fort Sully ; provides for the cost, rate per 
mile, charges for transmision of news, &c. 

4. Section 8 provides an indefinite appropriation for the same. 

5. Section 9 directs Secretary of Treasury to pay certain Pacific Railroad Com. 
pastes one-half of the compensation due them for services rendered or to be ren- 

ered. 
NAVY BILL. 


1. Section 2 authorizes the Secretary of Navy to build a floating iron dock, at a 
cost of not more than one million, and prescribes the method of receiving bids, and 
that they be referred toa board of at least five officers, a majority of whom shall be 
constructors and engineers, and provides for faithful performance of contract. 

2. Section 3 provides for manner of making contracts for the Navy for supplies 
for foreign stations. 

3. Section 4 authorizes the President to accept the resignation of any naval offi- 
cer until the number of the grade to which such officer shall belong is reduced to 
the legal number, allowing one year’s sea-pay conditionally. 

4. Section 5 re-organizes the Medical Corps, active enlisted men in the Navy. 

5. Section 6 re-organizes the Pay Corps, active enlisted men in the Navy. 

6. Section 7, re-organization of Engineer Corps. 

7. Sections 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 provide for the re-organization of the Navy, specially 
as to staff-corps, and adjusting the differences between staff and line. 


INDIAN BILL. 

1. Providing as to right of certain mixed-blood O: . 

2. Provides that no payment shall be made for goede or su — furnished In- 
dians, or transportation thereon, or fer buildingsor machinery, beyond 50 per cent. 
of the amount due, until the accounts will have been submitted to the executive 
committee of the commissioners appointed by the President under provision of the 
fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869. 

3. Section 3 prescribes the manner of making contracts with the Indians. 

POST-OFFICE BILL. 

uk Section 4 requires bidders on certain mail-routes to send certified check with 

id. 


2. Section 5 suspends the building of the bridge over the Ohio River, from Cin- 

cinnati to Newport, until certain requirements shall have been complied with. 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

1. Section 7 directs the proceeds of fines, penalties, &c., heretofore incurred or 
that may hereafver be incurred under the act of July 27, 1868, and the act of July 
1, 1870, shall be a of under the act to regulate the disposition of the pro- 
ceeds of fines, penalties, and forfeitures inousvel under the laws relating to the 
customs, &c,, approved March 2, 1867. 

2. Section 8 authorizes Secretary of Interior to increase compensation of assistant 
census marshals. 

3. Section 9 authorizes President to prescribe rules for the admission of persons 
into the civil service. 

DEFICIENCY. 
J. Limits publication of mail contracts to one newspaper. 
2. Amends pension laws. 


1872. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 

1. Sections 2, 3, and 4, concerning printing by heads of Departments, the duty of 
the Congressional Printer, and the number of congressional documents printed. 

2. Section 5 concerns proceeds of old materials—condemned stores—to be cov- 
ered in as miscellaneous receipts. 

3. Section 6 provides for the extension of ‘the public grounds around the Capitol. 

4. Sections 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, ditto, ditto, ditte, ditto. 


5. Section 12 requires the Washington and Georgetown and Metropolitan Railwa 
Companies to ere their tracks. ~- - ’ 


6. Section 13 increases salaries of Second Comptroller, Register, Supervising 
Architect, and judges of Court of Claims. 

ARMY BILL. 

1. Section 2 prohibits branding of soldiers, &c. 

NAVY BILL. 

1. Provides for ranks of graduates of Military Academy. 

2. Section 2 authorizes Secretary of the Navy to sell useless vessels and mate- 
rial, and providing for the manner of the same. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC. 

a. eepen of previous law touching payment of two salaries to one officer in said 
service. 

INDIAN BILL. 

1. Sections 5, 6, 7, 8, legislate upon appraisement of Cherokee lands, for the re- 
movalof the Winnebago Indians, and prescribe rules, &c., as to the manner for 
compensation for depredations commi by Indians, and instruct as to manner 
of evidence received, and provide also for the removal of the Chippewa Indians of 
Lake Superior, and provide as to manner of sale of land made vacant by their re- 
moval, and appoint certain commissioners. 

POST-OFFICE. 
1. Legislates upon the money-order system. 
2. Provides for additional monthly wails on Pacific route. 
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3. Section 5 renders it unlawfal for any person who shall hereafter be appointed 
an officer, &c., in any of the Departments to actas counsel, &c., for prosecuting any 
claim against the United States pending while he was said otlicer, &c., within two 
years after he had ceased to be such. 

“4 Section 6 legislates for mail service between San Francisco, China, and Japan. 
SUNDRY CIVIL. 

1. Legislation as to enforcement act, &c. 

# Legislation as to continuance of appropriations, unexpended balances, &c. 

3. Legislating as to the conveyance of the real estate of the Columbian Institu- 





tion for the Deaf and Dumb; also the same as to Columbia Hospital for Lying-in | 


Women 

4. Establishing grades of the streets and avenues in tho vicinity of the Capitol. 

5. Discontinuing the Bureanof Freedmen, Refugees and Abandoned Lands. 

6. Transferring Freedmen’s Hospital, District of Columbia, to Secretary of War. 
7. Instruetions to Secretary of War and Postmaster-General concerning business 
between telegraph companies and Signal Service, and making neglect or refusal on 
part of sn bh companies finable. 

&, Section 6, providing for manner of settlement of judgments by the Court of 
Claims or the Supreme Court, in cases of cotton captured, abandoned, or seized. 

9. Section 7, providing for adjustment of accounts of collector of port of Chicago 
in case of money destroyed by fire in that city October 9 and 10. 

DEFICIENCY, 

1. Section 2, directing accounting officers to pay laborers, workingmen, and me- 
chanics employed between June 25, 1868, and the 19th day of May, 1869, without re 
duetion on account of hours of labor, &c. 

2 Section 3, constituting citizens born in the Territory of Oregon citizens of the 
United States in the same manner as if born elsewhere in the United States. 

4. Section 5, directing Secretary of Treasury to pay lawful owners of cotton seized 
unlawfully by the agents of the Government after the 30th day of June, 1865, the 
net proceeds of the sales of said cotton, without interest, and providing for the 
manner thereof, 








1873. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL. 


1. Increase of salary of the President, Vice-President, justices of Supreme 
Court, Cabinet officers, Assistant Secretaries, Speaker of the House, Senators, 
Representatives and Delegates, and officers of the Senate and House. 

2. Fixing maximum pay of collectors of internal revenue at $4,500. 

3. Prohibiting members or officers of territorial Legislatures from receiving 
other pay than that provided by the laws of the United States. 

4. Limiting printing for Territories, $4,000. 

5. Limiting period of session to forty days. 

6. Section 2, directing Secretary of Treasury to withhold payment from certain 
railroad companies. 

7. Section 3, increasing salary of Supervising Architect, Commissioners, Solici- 
tors, Assistant Postmasters-General, and others. 

®. Section 4, directing Attorney-General to institute suit against the Union Pa 
cific Railroad. 





ARMY BILL. 
1. Asto old uniforms ; manner of disposal of such. 


2. National military cemeteries ; head-stones for same. 
NAVY BILL. 
1. As to rank of engineer officers graduated at the Naval Academy. 
2. Section 2, as to prize cases. 
3. Section 3, as to retired officers. 
INDIAN BILL. 


1. Authorizing Secretary of Interior to sell trust bonds of the Pottawatomie In- 
dians 

2. Prohibiting traders from selling arms in any district occupied by hostile In- 
dians 


3. Section 2, authorizing Secretary of Interior to sell trust bonds of the Ottawa 
Indians, 


1. Section 3, suspending authority to sell bonds of Choctaw Indians. 
5. Section 4, setting apart frem fands belonging to Cherokee Nation $100,000. 
6. Section 5, respecting sale of lands belonging to Kickapoo Indians of Kansas. 


7. Section 6, providing for Indian inspectors and their duties, and abolishing cer- 
tain superintendencies, 


8. Section 7, prescribing the manner of issue of supplies. 
POST-OFFICE BILL. 


1. Authorizing Postmaster-Genera] to re-adj ist compensation for transportation 
of mails, 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


1. Authorizing sale of marine hospital at New Orleans, Louisiana. 


2. Section 1 amends laws relating to customs, commerce, and navigation, to ex 
tend them over Alaska. 


3, Authorizing Secretary of Interior to purchase squares 687 and 688 adjoining 
Capitol building and sell old material. 


4. Sections 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, providing for assistant treasurers at Chicago and Cin 
cinnati, and other pertinent matter. 


1874. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL, 


1. Repeals so much of the act as makes the Public Printer’s election by Senate. 
2. Discontinues publication of laws in newspapers. 


3. Section 2 enacts that officers of the United States courts shall reside perma- 
nently at the place of official duty. 


4. Section 3, restricting civil otlicers in receipt of compensation. 

5. Section 4 re-organizes national loan force and fixes pay. 

6. Section 5, provision respecting unexpended balances. 
ARMY BILL. 

1. Section 2, respecting balances of appropriations. ” 
INDIAN BILL. 


1. Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, as to Indian management and disburse- 
went of appropriations, making of contracts, &c. 


POST-OFFICE BILL. 
1. Sections 4 to 13, both inclusive, revise postal laws. 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


1. Guarding and directing $1,300,000 for the District, and directing the commis- 


sioners to care for the workingmen by retaining from the several contractors the 
sum due them. 


a 2. Enacting as to the appropriations for charitable purposes, manner of payment, 


c 
: > Declaring northern part of Woodlawn cemetery, New York, a national ceme 
ery. 





} 








4. Construing the second section of the Army appropriation bill of 1874. 
5. Legislation on public buildings 


6. Section 3 directs Secretary of Treasury to inquire as to amount due Choctaw 
Indians. 


7. Section 4 amends sandry civil act of 1873 with respect to compensation of the 


| census-takers of 1260 


8. Section 6 to enable Secretary of War to carry out the provisions for relief of 


} the sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


1. Section 3 authorizes the appointment of a board of engineers, for the survey of 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, by the President. 


1875. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL. 
1. Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, limiting and prescribing compensation. 
Designated depositaries, Buffalo, New York. 
Territory of Utah, diverting appropriation upon legislative expenses, $23,400. 
National Military and Naval Asylum, manner of appropriation made specific. 
Section 2 re-orgauizes the national-loan force and prescribes salaries 


}. Section 3, legislation upon the manner, matter, and time of submitting esti- 
mates. 


> WN mm Go 2D 


ARMY BILL. 


1. Changing mileage to actual traveling expenses, excepting marshals, district 
attorneys, clerks of United States courts, and their deputies. 

2. Prohibiting payments to railroad companies for transportation in cases of such 
companies protiting by the aid of public-land grants, &c. 

3. Section 2, giving preference in contracts to American materials and labor. 

4. Section 3, concerning issue of arms and other ordnance stores to States and 
Territories. 


INDIAN BILL. 


1. Repealing provisions of law which make payment of appropriations to North- 
ern Cheyennes and Arapahoes conditional upon their removal. 

2. Providing for removal of Indians in Oregon. 
3. Concerning the rights ef the eastern band of Cherokee Indians in North Caro- 
lina. 


4. Sections 2 to 14, both inclusive, as to manner of expenditure of Indian appro- 
priations, reservation regulations, &c. 
POST-OFFICE BILL. 


1. Sections 4, 5, 6,7,concerning manner of keeping accounts, matters to go free 


through maids, and looking to reductions of expenditures through instruction of 
Postmaster-General. 








RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


1. Sections 3 to 14, both inclusive, to construct jetties and auxiliary works to 
form channel between South Pass, Mississippi, and the Gulf of Mexico. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

1. Secretary of War notifies Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company 
to remove piers, abutments, &c. 

2. Chief Engineer of the Army to notify Washington and Georgetown Railway 
Company to remove track from over Aqueduct bridge, Rock Creek. 

3. Forming commission to dispose of Philadelphia navy-yard. 

4. Secretary of War detailing medical officer to report on the reported existence 
of cholera in Mexico. 

5. Section 3, providing for the redistribution of the national-bank currency, as 
per act of June 20, 1874 

6. Section 4, authorizing President to appoint board to test iron and steel. 

7. Section 5, international exhibition. 

8 Section 6, modifying section 25 of the Revised Statutes, prescribing time of 
holding elec‘ions for members of Congress. 

9. Section ', pay of discharged clerks one month. 

10. Section 8, to protect officials in their official acts. 

11. Section 9, concerning the printing and distribution of the Revised Statutes. 

12. Section 10, fixing maximum compensations of surveyors of customs. 

13. Section 11, authorizing Secretary of Treasury and prescribing manner of ob- 
taining bonds for the sinking fund. 

14. Section 12, making it the duty of the Commissioner of Patents to farnish free 
of cost one copy of the bound volumes of specifications, &c., of patents to each of 
the Executive Departments. 

DEFICIENCY. 
1. Directing certain action of the board of andit of the District of Columbia. 
2. Authorizing Secretary of Interior to sell United States stocks held in trust for 
the Kickapoo tribe of Indians. 

3. Section 3, authorizing Postmaster-General to perform certain duties. 

4. Sections 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, on various subjects, three last being on 
Indian matters. 


Mr. FOSTER obtained the floor. 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to submit a res- 
olution for reference, 


Mr. FOSTER. I yield to the gentleman. 


SCHOOL SYSTEM OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp: 


Whereas it is the duty of Congress to provide for such an organization of tho 
public schools of the District of Columbia as shall more effectually promote the 
cause of popular education; whereas frequent changes in the rules and manago- 
ment should be avoided ; and whereas it is alleged that such purposes are not at 
present subserved: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Columbia be instructed to re- 
port at the opening of the next session of Congress a bill for the permanent organ- 
ization of said schools, and to prevent unnecessary changes before that time that 
the commissioners of the District be requested to take such measures as may be 
necessary to prevent any changes being made or carried into effect in the by-laws 
and regulations of the schools, text-books, and teachers as the same were in force 
or employed at the close of the schools in June last until action shall have been 
taken by Congress on the report of said committee, except in case of resignations 
of teachers or organization of new schools or when the commissioners shall be con- 
vinced from personal knowledge that changes of teachers are imperatively re- 
quired 

Resolved further, That said committee inquire whether the present buard of trust 
ees is legally organized and constituted ; also into the acts of said board; also into 
the expenditures, both as to character and amount, made or incurred in carrying 
the present school system into opcration, and report thoreupon. 
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INCREASE OF CAVALRY FORCE. 


Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimons consent to make a report of a 
bill from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred 
the message of the President in regard to recruiting additional men 
for the Indian service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 

Mr. RANDALL. 
read. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


A bill to increase the efficiency of the cavalry force in the suppression of the Sioux 
Indian hostilities. 


Whereas war with the Sioux Indians now prevails; and whereas in the conduct 
of this war it is necessary to the efliciency of the cavalry regiments therein engaged 
that their effective force shall be increased : Therefore, 

Be it enacted, dc., That the President of the United States be, and heis hereby, 
empowered to increase the number of enlisted men to one hundred for each com- 
pany of such regiments of cavalry as may be employed in the existing Indian hos- 
tilities and as in his opinion may require the same: Provided, That not more than 
twenty-five hundred enlisted men shall thus be added at any one time to the 25,000 
authorized by the act approved July 24, 1876, making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1577. 


Mr. COX, (interrupting the reading of the bill.) I object to that. 
Mr. RANDALL. 1 call for the regular order. 


The Clerk will report the bill. 
I reserve points of order until 1 hear the bill 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. RUSK. I rise toa personal matter. I ask leave of absence for 
the remainder of the session, on account of sickness in my family. 
There was no objection, and leave of absence was granted. 


ANDREW EVARTS. 


Mr. RUSK. I have charge of a bill for the present Speaker and 
had promised to call it up. It is to pension a soldier in his district. 
Before I leave I ask unanimous consent to take that bill from the 
Speaker’s table and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Rusk] has got 
leave of absence during the rest of the session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. EDEN in the ¢hair.) While the 
gentleman is present, he is entitled to make this request of the House. 

There being no objection, the bill (8. No. 897) granting a pension 
to Andrew Evarts was taken from the Speaker’s table and read a 
jirst and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Evarts, private 
Company B, Fourth Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tem- 
pore signed the same: 

An «ct (H. R. No. 516) for the relief of Floyd C. Babcock ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieu- 
tenant Joseph F. Irons, late of the First United States Artillery ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for the executive, 
legislative, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1877, and for other purposes; and 


Joint resolution (S. No. 24) providing for the postponement of the 
publication of the Army Regulations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SaYLER.) The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Foster] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. HUNTON. The gentleman from Ohio has agreed to yield to 


e. 
Mr. FOSTER. I would be glad, if in my power, to yield to all the 
gentlemen who have requests to make. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
cel out the floor. 

Mr. FOSTER. 
floor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman certainly will. 
APPROPRIATIONS—ECONOMY AND REFORM. 


The gentleman from Ohio cannot par- 


Iam advised that if I yield further I will lose the 


Mr. FOSTER. Some reply is needed to the ingenious misstatements 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL, I will be glad to hear the gentleman do so. 

Mr. FOSTER. Like the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I desire to 
go on without interruption. 

Mr. Speaker, my purpose in addressing the House at this time is to 
show what has been done by the House in the line of economy and 
reform. So much has been falsely claimed by the democratic side as 
to render a fair statement necessary. 

The minority of the Committee on Appropriations, supported by the 
minority of the House, entered upon their duties with the full deter- 
mination of aiding the majority in making every possible reduction 
and postponement in the expenditures. We fully realized and ap- 
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preciated the demand of the country for economy, and were therefore 
prepared to join hands with any party in Congress to provide proper 
measures of economy that would not cripple the Government or cause 
friction in the workings of the Government machinery. 

While the people of the country have rightly demanded economy at 
the hands of their representatives, they do not ask nor will they long 
permit the real functions of government to be impaired or weakened 
either at home or abroad. 

Since the culmination of expenditures in 1866 a steady, prudent, 
and entirely safe reduction in the expenses of the Government year 
by year has been the policy of the republican party. The precedent 
thus set should have been maintained until the expenditures had 
reached their lowest possible limit. 

We were willing to admit that in the reduction of salaries and the 
number of employés an opposition House could be more thorough 
than one in accord with the Administration. We, therefore, recog- 
nizing this fact, determined to obtain all that might be possible from 
it. We believed that reductions and postponements might safely be 
made aggregating a sum of from fifteen to twenty millions of dollars. 
We now believe, after having thoroughly examined the subject, that 
reductions and postponements of expenditures for the present fiscal 
year could properly be made to the full extent of $20,000,000 without 
seriously impairing the administration of the Government. We have 
not been able to agree in many instances with the bills as reported, 
and have tried to indicate our objections by amendments in the 
House. 

For myself, I believe that the appropriations as proposed by the 
House would have, in many cases, caused serious embarrassment to the 
Government and that the appropriations as finally agreed upon will 
have to be supplemented by increased appropriations when we meet 
nextsession. In fact I am corroborated in this statement by the chair- 
man of the committee himself, who, in order to carry his point when 
all other arguments failed him, has repeatedly stated on this floor that 
if the amount of appropriations then pending was not sufficient we 
would be here next session when a further appropriation might be 
made if it was found necessary. He has suggested to officers charged 
with the administration of the Government when refusing to appro- 
priate the sum they deemed absolutely necessary, that it would be 
made right next session. I make the prediction now that further ap- 
propriations aggregating millions of dollars will be madé at the next 
session to defray the expenses of the Government for the present 
fiscal year. 

FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 


No great financial embarrassment of the Government was or is im- 


pending to in any degree warrant the postponement and withholding 
of any needful or necessary appropriation. 


On the scale of expenditures of the past two years our revenues 
have been ample for the discharge of every liability of the Govern- 
ment, including the sinking fund, as the following letter from Assist- 
ant Secretary Conant fully discloses: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 21, 1876. 


My Dear Sir: In compliance with your verbal request I have the honor to in- 
form you that— 


The amount required for the sinking fund for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1875, was .. $31, 096, 545 00 
During that year 6 per cent. 5.20 bonds were redeemed and paid fo: 
from cash in the Treasury to the amount of 
In addition to which, under the provisions of the specie-resumption 
act of January, 1875, $6,228,420 in legal-tenders were retired, mak- 
ing a total redemption of the debt on sinking-fund account during 
that year of givGiydbenieess 
The estimated amount to be applied to the sinking fund for the 
fiscal year 1876 was 
On this account 6 per cent. 5.20 bonds were redeemed 
gold to the amount of 
Fractional currency was redeemed and applied to the account, un- 
der the provisions of law, to the extent of 
Legal-tender notes amounting to $5,999,296 were also retired dur- 
ing the year. 


25, 170, 400 00 


31, 398, #20 00 
32, 293, 692 32 
18, 444, 050 00 

7, 062, 142 09 


These several items aggregate the sum of 31, 505, 488 09 


It will be observed from the above statements that, during the fiscal year 1275, 


the redemption on the sinking-fund account was $302,265 in excess of the amount 


required, but that during the fiscal year 1876 they did not reach the amount neces- 
sary by the sum of $635,425.91. 


I will add that during the last fiscal year (1876) the principal of the certificates 
of indebtedness of 1870, issued under the act of July, 1870, bearing interest at the 
rate of 4 per cent., amounting to $678,000, matured and were paid out of the cur- 
rent revenues of the Government. If this were to be taken into the account as a 
1 per cent. payment of the principal on the public debt for sinking fund purposes, 


then the sinking fund during the past two years would more than have been pro- 
vided for. 


Very*truly yours, 


CHAS. F. CONANT. 
Hon. CHARLES Foster, | 
Representati 


House of ves, Washington, D. OC. 


Since the commencement of President Grant’s administration more 
than $500,000,000 of the public debt has been paid, thus more than 
doubling the requirements of the sinking fund. 

If a reduction of expenses to the amount of forty millions had ob- 
tained as proposed by our democratic friends, the surplus of revenue 
over expenditures would have been $73,000,000 for the current year. 

We have the authority of the present Secretary of the Treasury 
that the revenues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, may b 
safely estimated as follows: 
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Cube. sccniciitntnagtiaintntiakheniinatninbdepteneet nett $150, 000, 000 
[nterMnal TOVONDS ...ccccccecccccccecs coccsccccccccecccccc cccscccecess 122, 000, 000 
MincellAMOOGS .cccccccccccccccrcccce + coccncecccccce cocccccecceccesoce 19, 000, 000 

EE ii cd egbbbd 64bb6 HES see UES En Oéodvetnesdecbbusedeéboeteus 291, 000, 000 


Expenditures for the year 1876 .......--.-.0.0sseeee eee eee ee eee neeeee 258, 000, 000 





Sarplus coe nee eveccesceccceceeseececes sesece cocconcsccsccesces 33, 000, 000 
Add proposed reduction by the democratic Fouse.............--...-. 40, 000, 000 





pede nedevstacveneudesetssogevesunctdévees nesdeess ceecense 73, 000, 000 


I ask our democratic friends what they proposed to do with this 
large surplus? Was the purpose the creation of a fund to aid Gov- 
ernor Tilden to resume specie payments at an earlier date than 1879? 
I would like a reply to this question from my soft-money friend from 
Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN. 

Was the purpose to aid the schemes referred to by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] early in the session, such as the 
building of the Southern Pacitic Railroad and the Mississippi levees 
or was it to pay the many hundreds of millions of claims, bills for 
which have been introduced by gentlemen from the South, which 
would have been pressed but for the pendency of a presidential elec- 
tion? 

If for none of these reasons, what was the purpose ? 

If you desired to relieve the people, why have you not proposed a 
reduction of taxation? 

Reduction of appropriations without a corresponding reduction of 
taxes will not be appreciated by the people. 

THE CREDIT DUE THE CHATRMAN. 


The chairman of the committee claims much credit for the industry 
he has shown in the preparation and passage of his bills. I concede 
to him great industry and faithfulness to the purpose he had in view. 
He has carried them through the House substantially as he has re- 
ported them. He has done this in spite of the known fact that but 
few members of his own party agreed with him. He has encountered 
the opposition of more than one-half of his political associates from 
time to time to very many portions of these bills. I award him full 
credit for his successful leadership, and trust in the future when he 
seeks higher honors from his party he may be better rewarded than 
in the past. 

But, Mr. Speaker, how were the bills made up and why the untir- 
ing industry of the chairman ? 

Before the committee had fairly looked inside the Book of Estimates 
it was announced to the country by the chairman of the Committee 
ou Appropriations that reductions would be made to the tune of 
$40,000,000. How did he know these reductions could be made? He 
did not know it then and he does not know it now. The energies of 
the gentleman were exerted in making good his announcement that 
the reductions would reach $40,000,000, and to this end his labors were 
directed. To make his word good he worked early and late. He was 
ever unmindful of what service was to be the sufferer, nor did he seem 
ever to care whether it was the soldier on land, the sailor at sea, or the 
skilled and unskilled mechanics and laborers who were to suffer. 


DEPRESSION OF BUSINESS. 


Times are hard, but I sometimes think much is added to the general 
feeling of depression in the country by the continual croakings which 
many of us are too apt to make, It is said that no one act of ours 
during the rebellion gave more hope to our friends at home and abroad 
and one that caused more consternation to our enemies than the com- 
pletion of the Dome on our beautiful Capitol building. So now, a 
little more courage of this sort would encourage people to throw off 
the lethargy of the times and to go forward with their accustomed 
energy and enterprise. In times like these, when a whole people are 
suffering and depressed, a great government like ours should be as 
liberal in continuing necessary appropriationg as the condition of the 
Treasury will permit. 

ESTIMATES. 

We have heard a great deal, Mr. Speaker, of the extravagance of this 
Administration in the matterof theestimates. Much ill-advised talk on 
this subject has been indulged in. This matter of estimates is greatly 
misunderstood. Gentlemen have stated that the estimates are the 
sums asked for by an extravagant administration for the working of 
the Government machinery. The fact is, these estimates are made 
in obedience to and in conformity with law. 

Let me illustrate this matter. The estimates for the maintenance 
of the Navy are made by men belonging to no party. They are offi- 
cers of the Navy. The Secretary came before the committee and 
said, “Gentlemen, this is your Navy, not mine.” The officers in 
charge estimate that it will take abont twenty-one millions to prop- 
erly care for your Navy. This estimate is made for the legal pay of 
the legal number of officers and men, the maintenance of all thenavy- 
yards of the country, to complete as far as we can in one year the 
iron-clads and other vessels of war authorized by Congress, and cer- 
tain repairs of ships, together with the necessary incidental and con- 
tingent expenses thereof. “Now,” he says, “do what you please. I 
will do the best I can with the money you give me.” 

So, too, with the Secretary of War in making estimates for the sup- 
port of the Army. These estimates are all made by Army officers; all 
the Government buildings under control of the War Department, to- 
gether with all the river and harbor improvements and all other ex- 
penses for the support of the Army, are estimated for on the basis of 





existing law. They estimate that the river and harbor improvements 
will cost fourteen and a half millions, and this, too, in obedience to 
the mandates of law. They do not ask Congress to expend a dollar, 
but their duty has been performed when they tell us the cost. Ex- 
amine the river and harbor bill passed this session by this House and 
you will find the engineer force of the War Department is directed to 
make surveys of rivers and harbors and canals and to make estimates 
of the cost thereof, the cost of which I will venture to say will amount 
to more than $20,000,000, and the most of it I might add is for the 
South. Will gentlemen claim next session when the estimates for 
these works are before us that the War Department is extravagant 
because they have simply performed their duty as expressly required 
by this Congress? 

Take up the estimates for public buildings. Is the Treasury De- 
partment extravagant when they send us estimates of the cost of the 
buildings that Congress has ordered to be built? Is this same De- 
—_ extravagant when they estimate what it will cost to build 

ight-houses in aid of commerce as required by Congress? 

I have named subjects enough for the purpose of showing that our 
democratic friends are greatly in error when they charge extrava- 
gance upon the Departments of the Government in making up these 
estimates. The fact is, once for all, they simply obey the laws which 
they are sworn to execute when they give us in the detailed form of 
estimates the cost of administering the Government for another year. 
I will not conceal the fact that a small portion of these estimates are 
matters of discretion, but I have yet to find any item of discretionary 
expenditure upon which any serious charge of extravagance has been 
made or can be made. 

Our friends on the other side indulge in generalities and with a 

eat flourish of trumpets claim that the proposed appropriations are 
argely below the estimates. Is there anything startling or new in 
that? I venture to say that never in the history of the Government 
has Congress appropriated the full sum estimated for. Since my serv- 
ice here I have never known an instance where the appropriations 
were not largely below the estimates. The fact is the estimates are 
valuable as forming a basis of action by Congress. Knowing what 
the full cost is, Congress can then intelligently exercise its discretion 
as to how much of the cost may be postponed. This is the light in 
which intelligent men view this subject of estimates. 


REDUCTIONS. 


Gentlemen on the other side have had much to say of the reductions 
proposed by the House appropriation bills. They claim to have made 
reductions of $64,000,000 from the estimates, and from the appropria- 
tions of last year of $39,000,000. Now a very large proportion of 
these sums are not reductions at all, but are simply postponement of 
expenditure that must be made hereafter. In an analysis of these 
bills I shall give the amount of actual reductions and the amount 
postponed, so that it can be seen exactly how much credit is due the 
action of this House on the score of reduction and how much for post- 
ponement. 

DEMOCRATIC FIGURES. 

The table of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] shows 
the reduction of the appropriation bills as passed by the House 
over those of last year to be $39,175,000, (but correctly footed should 
be $38,631,511,) and the reduction on the estimates for this year at 
$64,362,000, which when correctly footed is $64,618,727.30, I use this 
table because it is generally accepted by the democratic party. I 
shall show that the reductions and postponements are largely over 
stated inthistable. First, the reduction in the pension bill is $466,550. 
That bill was passed precisely as recommended by the Pension Office, 
and therefore no credit can be due to this House for this reduction. 
It simply shows that we have reached the maximum of expenditures, 
and that this year, and for the years to follow, we are on the descend- 
ing scale in the amounts to be appropriated for the payment of pen- 
sions. It is also claimed in this table that there is a reduction on the 
deficiency bill of $4,032,212.44. 

It is well known to every gentleman here that this deficiency bill 
is for items of expense for the year ending June 30, 1876, not provided 
for by appropriations made by the last republican House. It is true 
that the deficiency bill for the last fiscal year was about $4,000,000 
less than for the year previous. If anybody is to have credit for it 
it is not the present democratic House of Representatives but the 
republican House of last session. It does not enter into the expendi- 
tures for the year ending June 30, 1877. 

Then let me call attention to the fact that in nearly all the bills 
passed by the House there are many re-appropriations of indefinite 
sums once specifically appropriated, but by careful management the 
entire sum appropriated was not needed, and which by a wise provis- 
ion of republican law would be covered back into the Treasury if not 
re-appropriated. Of this class of appropriations there appears in the 
bills some four or five million dollars. I have not had time to ascer- 
tain the precise amount, but for the present purpose will call it 
$4,000,000, believing that I underestimate it. For instance, take the 
appropriation for the maintenance of the disabled soldiers and sail- 
ors’ homes. The estimated cost for the maintenance of these institu- 
tions is something less than $900,000. It was ascertained that about 
$550,000, being an nnexpended balance of a former appropriation, 
was unused. The House appropriated about $300,000, which added 
to the $550,000 above referred to made the necessary sum for their 
support about $900,000, which will appear in the expenditures for 
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the current year, when in fact only about $300,000 appears in the 
footings of the bill. It is needless to go over the other items of re- 
appropriations. I might add, witheut intending to be offensive at all 
to the chairman of the committee, nor indeed to the committee itself, 
that this is a dodge, pretty sharp practice, and to the man less char- 
itable than myself it would appear and by him be characterized as 
a cheat, a delusion, and a democratic trick thus to attempt to cheat 
the country as to the amount appropriated for the support of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Take the management of the post-office appropriation bill as an- 
other illustration of sharp democratic practice, an attempt to obtain 
credit where there is none. By examination you will find that in 
order to make the deficiency in the post-office appropriation bill ap- 
pear less than the estimates of the Department, the cominittee esti- 
mated the receipts of the Post-Office Department for the current year 
at $600,000 more than the estimates of the Post-Office Department 
itself! We should then take this $600,000 from the total sum of pro- 
»0sed reductionsand postponements claimed by ourdemocratic friends. 
re will also be noticed that the sum of $250,000 is appropriated for 
postal mail-steamship service, whereas in the last post-office appro- 
priation bill it was $500,000. This difference of $250,000 is simply the 
difference in the requirements of law. Last year it required $500,000, 
this year only $250,000 is required. No credit, therefore, is due to the 
action of the House for this reduction. 

To gain credit for economy the House refused to appropriate a sin- 
gle dollar for the payment of the judgments of the Court of Claims— 
a direct and square repudiation of the obligations of the Govern- 
ment as adjudicated by the Supreme Court of the United States for 
the mere partisan purpose (as it must appear to every one) of “re- 
ducing expenses.” These judgments must be paid. The Supreme 
Court of the United States have so adjudged, and there is no escape; 
and yet a democratic House, so far as it liesin its power, have repudi- 
ated these judgments thus adjudicated, and leave for a future repub- 
lican Congress to redeem the faith of the United States thus violated. 
The sum estimated for by the Court of Claims to pay these judgments 
for this year is $2,000,000, Not a dollar has been appropriated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then their payment will be postponed all the 
time, 

Mr. FOSTER. I watched the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] carefully, but not an allusion was made in his speech to 
the payment of these claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. When the bill comes up from the Senate I will 
discuss it at that time. 

Mr. FOSTER. Well, it is time it was diseussed before the House. 
I would like to hear some defense of the action of the committee on 
the subject, 

Then agrin in oder to reduce the apparent amount of appropria- 
tions they make provision in the legislative bill for the support of 
the mints and assay offices out of the receipts of these offices instead 
of requiring the revenues from this source, as heretofore, first to be 
paid into the Treasury and then appropriate such amounts as may 
from time to time be necessary for their support. The sum total for 
this purpose will not be less than a half million’of dollars. This sum 
does not appear in the footingsof the bill, but will appear in the list 
of expenditures when the account for the year is made up. It will 
be found that the items to which I have called attention should be 
deducted from the table of reductions as presented by our democratic 
friends. Now, in addition to the appropriations which appear in the 
table must be added $1,500,000 for centennial purposes; $200,000 for 
the erection of forts on the Yellowstone and Missouri Rivers; $200,000 
toward the completion of the Washington Monument; $227,000 for 
post-oftice at New York, and $200,000 for repaving Pennsylvania ave- 
nue. Ido not pretend to enumerate the sum-total of appropriations 
made by this House, but simply present the largeritems, The sum- 
total of the items to which I have referred which should be deducted 
from the statement of reductions made by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois (Mr. SPRINGER Jis about $14,177,000, thus reducing the total sum 
of reductions and postponements to about $24,500,000. The follow- 
ing table will exhibit the exact facts in relation to this matter. It 
will be seen that the boast of reducing appropriations by the sum of 
$40,000,000 is made up of an actual reduction and postponement of 
$24,500,000 and the balance is wind: 


Table showing what items should be deducted from the sum of reductions 
claimed in the Springer table. 

Amount of reduction as claimed by Mr. Sprincer $39, 175, 451 10 

Deduct error in addition . 543, 940 00 


Total corrected amount 38, 631, 511 10 
From which deduct— 
Redaction claimed on pension bill 
Items in post-office bill for which no credit for reduc- 
tion should be made 850, 000 00 
Deficiency bill, (belongs to last year) « 4,032,212 44 
Re-appropriations me -Sabetifed <éudhéodpseen 
Judefinite appropriations for assay officea......... 
Judgments 3 Court of Claims 
Centennial appropriation 
Post-oflice, New York 
Forts in Northwest 
Repaving Pennsylvania avenue 
Washington Monument 
14,175, 712 44 


Net reductions and postponements 


AvuGust 14, 


Now, I do not propose to detract in any way from whatever credit 
is due to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] and th 
House for making these large reductions and postponement. My pur- 
pose is simply to analyze the appropriations to state just what has 
been done, how much is due to reductions and how much of it is due 
to postponements, and how much of either was unwise or improper 
or both, and how far the Senate has been willing to meet the House, 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

The reduction proposed by the House in the Military Academy bil! 
was $123,499. This was made first by reducing the salary of each of 
the cadets $50 per annum and the salaries of the professors was re- 
duced perhaps $10,000 in the aggregate. The balance of the reduc- 
tion'is mainly made by postponing the appropriation for the comple- 
tion of important buildings at the academy, the most important and 
expensive of which is the hospital for the care and medical treatment 
of the cadets, which by law and former appropriations in accordance 
therewith has been commenced and its early completion is regarded 
by all of the officers in charge as of vital importance, and that it is 
now and has been for years past demanded in the interest of human- 
ity. To swell the list of reductions the progress of this essentially 
important work is stopped and the cadets are denied the privilege of 
hospital accommodations, thus leaving to a future Congress to pro- 
vide a sum sufficient to complete it, as well as the other necessary 
buildings at the academy. 

PENSION BILL. 


I have already referred to the reduction of $466,500 on account of 
pensions, stating that the amount appropriated was the exact sum 
recommended by the Commissioner of Pensions, and that the reduc- 
tion was due to the fact that we are now on the descending scale on 
account of pensions. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The reductions and postponements in the consular and diplomatic 
bill foot up $428,437.50. This is accomplished by reductions, first, of 
the salaries of all the officers of the diplomatic service; and, second, by 
the discontinuance of forty-four consulates and the reduction of the 
salaries of the remaining consuls. As to the wisdomof this wholosale 
reduction and withdrawal of our representatives from foreign ¢ nn- 
tries the future will surely give a negative answer. We levy a tacon 
the commerce of the country for the maintenance of our consular sys- 
tem, and upon last year’s basis, this tax more than paid all the ex- 
penses of every kind for itssupport. The arguments made against these 
reductions by the two gentlemen from New York [Mr. Woop and Mr. 
HEWITT] were not answered at the time they were delivered, nor have 
they been answered since. I agree with them that the present is a 
very inopportune time to abolish any of these commercial agencies by 
which our commerce may be protected and extended. 

One of the results of the depressed condition of the industries of 
the country is that the cost of manufactured articles in this country 
has been very largely reduced, thus enabling our people to export 
many of our own manufactured products, which heretofore we have 
been unable to do. And now, simply to make political capital, a 
democratic majority of the House undertakes to economize by with- 
drawing consuls (who are simply acting as aids to our commerce) from 
forty-four important foreign stations and reducing the efficieney of 
those on duty by a decrease of their salaries, and this, too, at the 
very time when of all others in the history of our country this branch 
of our foreign service should have been strengthened and increased. 
This is a mockery of economy; besides, in taking the money exacted 
from the commercial interests of our people and placing it in the Trea- 
sury to be used for other purposes, no matter how worthy, is wholly 
wrong. The implied pledge that the funds secured by this tax should 
go only for the support of the consular system has been violated, and 
every interest connected with the extension of our commerce and the 
increase of our exports, now so much needed, must correspondingly 
suffer. If not a fraud upon our commercial interests, it is a betrayal 
of trust, and is wholly inexcusable. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 

The reductions, compared with last year, are $535,000, and as com- 
pared with the estimates, are $3,091,000. To this reduction the minor- 
ity of the committee agreed. The bill was reported to the House by 
Mr. WHEELER, and the House was unanimous in passing it. But for 
all this it cannot be called a reduction. It is simply a postpone- 
ment. The estimates made by the War Department show that nearly 
$3,500,000 is needed to be expended on the forts of the country to 
make them what they ought to be. No one on the committee or in 
the House objected to the postponement; but no one can fail to see 
that it is work which sooner later must be completed; and therefore 
it is only a postponement which must some time in the future be pro- 
vided for. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL. 

The reductions and postponements in this bill compared with the 
appropriations of last year are $5,724,417.30, and from the estimates are 
§7,326,499.39. Two millionsof dollars of these several amounts are wiped 
ont by the failure to appropriate the necessary payments on account 
of judgments of the Court of Claims, a half million more by indefinite 
appropriations for the mints and assay offices; another half million 
by re-appropriations; and the balance, $2,724,000, can fairly be ascribed 
to reductions. Of this sum, $300,000 apply to the reductions of the 
pay and salaries of members and officers of the House and Senate, 
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$250,000 more to the salaries of the clerks in the various Departments 
in Washington, and probably another hundred thousand to reduc- 
tions of salaries in different partsofthe country. The balance is due 
to the reduction of the number of theemployés. Having given the 
subject careful attention from the beginning of the session, I have been 
willing to make the reduction in numbers about 2U per cent., and I 
believe that can be done with safety. The reduction proposed is 
something more than 25 pe cent. I have been satisfied from the 
start that if the House bill had been adopted the loss in the Internal 
Revenue Department would have been ten times the amount which 
is claimed would have been saved by reduction of force. That this 
would have also been the case in other Departments—in the Pension 
Office and of all the offices directly relating thereto, such as the Sec- 
ond Auditor’s, Adjutant-General’s, and Surgeon General’s Offices, the 
reductions as proposed by the House would have caused serious delay 
in the adjustment of all matters relating to pensions. This point is 
now conceded by gentlemen in charge of the bill. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania stated in his speech to-day, if I 
understood him correctly, that all of the Bureau oflicers of the Gov- 
ernment refused to agree to the reduction in force; am I right? 

Mr. RANDALL. They all resisted it that I came in contact with; 
I think every one. 

Mr. FOSTER. I call the gentleman’s attention to Mr. New, of the 
Treasurer’s Office. 

Mr. RANDALL. He did recommend some reductions, but not to 
the extent which we desired at all. 

Mr. FOSTER. I call the gentleman’s attention to the statements 
he has made heretofore upon this floor that these Bureau officers gen- 
erally acceded to these reductions, but none of them acceded to the 
reductions to the extent made by the committee. I want to do the 
Bureau officers justice. While they have not agreed to the reduc- 
tions proposed by the committee to that extent, they have in all cases 
agreed to a reduction and they have manifested a most commendable 
spirit, and I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the attention of the House to the fact 
that the greatest opposition that the Committee on Appropriations 
encountered was from the officers of this House, who organized a 
mutiny against it and one night came very near upsetting it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that the retention of the 
salaries of members was forced upon the House. It was the most 
beautiful foreing I ever witnessed. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania sat in his seat; Ido not know where the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] was. The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means made his speech, in which he said he was satisfied that the 
Senate would resist these reductions. We tried to get the yeas and 
nays, but could not get them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Were you standing up calling for them ? 

Mr. FOSTER. We tried then to get tellers, but could not get them; 
and I do not know of anybody who was more satisfied with this 
forced work than my friend from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman knows that I stood up both for 
tellers and the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will allow me to say I was 
ill and absent from the House at the time. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman was not here and he did not witness 
that beautiful scene, nor did the distinguished gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Cox.] But he would have enjoyed it. The forcing proc- 
ess gave great satisfaction to the magnates of the democratic party 
who were present, and they all accepted the forcing with great pleas- 
ure. I never saw anything accepted with so much pleasure as this 
forcing of the House by the Senate. 

(Mr. Cox here approached Mr. FosTer and addressed a private re- 
mark to - ae 

Mr. FOSTER. In justice to the gentleman from New York I take 
back the statement about him. He says he was not absent when the 
forcing passed the House. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The appropriations for deficiencies for the year last past made 
by this House are something more than $4,000,000 less than the appro- 
priations made last session for the then current year. As before stated, 
these appropriations apply to the year that is past and in no way 
enter into the expenditures of the current year; and if any credit is 
due for this reduction it is to the Appropriation Committee of last 
year and to the Administration for adhering so closely to the amounts 
appropriated. 

INDIAN BILL. 

The reductions by the House bill this year over last is $1,380,952. 44; 
over estimates, $1,808,393.53. These reductions were proposed to 
be accomplished by the transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War 
Department, no provision being made for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the offices, amounting to three-fourths of a 
million of dollars. The bill assumed that the War Department could 
take care of the Indian service, if it was transferred to it, without 
any additional expenses. The difference is further accounted for by 
failing to appropriate for plain treaty provisions. 

In the judgment of many of the best men of both Houses, among 
them the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] there was no de- 
crease of expenditures in this transfer, and the Speaker of the House, 
when ruling on this point, thought the bill did not on its face estab- 
lish any such claim. 

I cannot give credit for any reduction whatever in the amount ap- 
propriated for the Indian Bureau. They are simply postponements, 
and such ones, too, as would have resulted in Indian wars, and thus add 
largely to the maintenance of the Army. 


ARMY BILL. 


This bill proposes a reduction of $4,778,752.88 as compared with the 
appropriations of last year and the sum of $10,193,631.38 as compared 
with the estimates for the current year. A million and a quarter is 
due to re-appropriations of balances in the Treasury unexpended but 
re-appropriated by us this year, making the real reduction less by this 
amount. A million and a half is due to postponements of purchases 
of clothing, ordnance stores, and to the manufacture of arms. It has 
been the custom in the Army heretofore to keep one year’s supply of 
clothing in advance. Secretary Taft, after advising with the officers 
of the Army, thought this was unnecessary, and having on hand a 
year’s supply, he suggested that no money be appropriated this year 
for this purpose, and that hereafter the purchases be made for the cur- 
rent year. 

The balance of the reduction is due to the postponement of the 
building of arsenals, barracks, &c., all of which are deemed neces- 
sary by the War Department, and to a reduction in the numerical 
force of the Army. Recent events have shown the folly of the at- 
tempt of the House to reduce the Army; $2,500,000 are due to this 
alone. There may be the sum of half a million due to the reduction 
of the pay of the Army officers; I have not gone closely into it, but 
it is probably about that amount. 

SUNDRY CIVIL. 
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The item for public printing and binding for this year is $1,130,000 
in House bill, was recommended by the Committee on Public Printing. 
The amount appropriated last year was a little over $500,000 more 
than thissum. The Committee on Appropriations does not know, nor 
does any member of this House know, save two of the democratic 
members of the Printing Committee, whether this sum is sufficient or 
not. It isquite probable that this estimate was made by the proprie- 
tor of the old Globe office, who is desirous of recovering the printing 
lost to him by the action of a former Congress. The House will be 
called upon next session for more than a half million dollars to en- 
able this Bureau to perform the work ordered by Congress, which 
was never so large. It must be borne in mind also that the cost of 
printing the voluminous testimony taken by the numerous commit- 
tees of the House will probably add not less than $100,000 to the cost 
of the public printing. 

ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Amount estimated, $1,944,875, and the amount appropriated last 
year $1,628,000, to which we had to add this session a deficiency of 
$163,000. 

Now it is evident that a large reduction can be made here because 
of the substitution of silver coin for fractional currency, thereby ob- 
viating the necessity of peas the fractional notes; although the 
sum appropriated is not the sum supposed to be necessary by the offi- 
cers in charge, yet it is probably approximately so. This reduction, 
whatever it may be, is due to the action of Congress in substituting 
silver for fractional currency, and not to any economy of the majority 
of this House. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


This shows a reduction of $770,667.50 over the appropriations of 
last year, and of $8,428,250 below the estimates. As our democratic 
friends are claiming so much for a reduction of sixty-four millions 
below the estimates, I beg to inquire of them, and I will wait for an 
answer: Is it their purpose if they retain possession of the House to 
complete the works referred to in the estimates for the riversand har- 
bors of the country? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For one I say it without hesitation. 

Mr. FOSTER. Do you speak for the democracy ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I speak for myself, so far as these appropriations 
apply to works of national importance. I am in favor of appropri- 
ating for them from year to year until the works are completed, but 
as to the works of purely local concern and private enterprise, which 
involves $2,000,000 in this bill—— 

Mr. FOSTER. Cannot yon answer yes or no? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; but I am opposed to these appropriations 
for local objects. 

Mr. FOSTER. Do they regard this as a reduction, postponement, 
or an absolute abandonment? In my judgment a subsequent Con- 


gress will make the appropriations, and in no sense can it be called a 
reduetion. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Appropriated for this year, $2,371,500, The estimate for this pnr- 
pose, including the new State Department, is about $6,700,000. This 
is for buildings already commenced. 
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It must be remembered that in every locality where public build- 
ings are being erected the Governmént is paying rent to the full ex- 
tent of 6 per cent. on the cost of the completed building. The post- 
ponement of their completion entails a loss of a sum equal to 6 per 
cent. of the sum already invested; a sum aggregating in dollars and 
cents more than $500,000 is lost to the people besides the delay and an- 
noyance to the public business because of the present occupation of 
inconvenient buildings and the endangering of the safety «f valuable 
public records. For instance, the present buildings occupied by the 
War and Navy Departments are very insecure. We have expended 
$2,000,000 in partially building a new structure for their accommo- 
dation. One million three hundred thousand more will complete it. 
Its occupancy would place the valuable and precious records of these 
two Departments in complete safety at once. 

There never was a time since the war when these works could be 
built so cheaply. We have the money in the Treasury to do it. The 
laboring interests of the country are in need of the labor. 

There is no reason except one of a supposed party character under 
the guise of the cry of economy why these buildings should not be 

yushed vigorously; any private individual similarly situated would 
S called a fool if he acted as our democratic friends have in this mat- 
ter. 

The postponements on account of public buildings are $4,400,000, 
the appropriation for which Congress cannot escape; armories and 
arsenals, estimated to cost $917,000, appropriated $239,000, balance 
$628,000, only postponed ; Light-House Board, estimates $789,000, ap- 
propriated $273,000, postponed $516,000; which must be provided for 
in the future. 

EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Appropriated $2,500,000, instead of $3,000,000 estimated. This last- 
named amount was appropriated last year. A deficiency is asked for 
by the Attorney-General, with a statement that this sum is utterly in- 
adequate to the necessities of the service. A deficiency in this item 
of at least $500,000 is among the strong probabilities. 

The Government has invested in navy-yards property from fifty 
to one hundred million dollars. Not a dollar was appropriated in 
House bill for their care and protection. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Reduction by House bill below the estimates $4,200,696.99; below 
appropriations of last year $3,785,252. 

The estimated receipts by House bill over the estimates made by 
the Postmaster-General is $600,000 and the reduced requirement of 
$250,000 for the Pacific Mail steamship service makes $350,000 which 
must be deducted from $4,200,696.99, the House reduction, which 
leaves $3,350,696.99 as the real reduction. Of this sum $500,000 is 
credited to the reduction of the salaries of postmasters, recommended 
by the Postmaster-General. Five hundred thousand dollars more is 
for reduction of other salaries and force by the House. The balance 
of reduction is due to decrease in mail facilities, such as cutting off all 
fast mails—one that is coming to the knowledge of gentlemen by 
cries from the people for its restoration—and otherwise decreasing 
mail facilities and reducing the maximum speed of all mail trains 
to twenty-five miles per hour. 


Statement showing amount of reductions and postponements by the House 
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NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The reduction from the estimates of last year is $8,433,811, and 
the reduction as compared with the appropriations of last year is 
$4,578,451.50. To make this reduction the Honse has cut down the 
appropriation for pay of the officers and men of the Navy to the ex- 
tent of $1,850,000 below the estimates and $500,000 from the appro- 
priations of last year. To enable the Secretary of the Navy to bring 
the expenses for the pay of the officers of the Navy within the appro- 
priation he will necessarily be compelled to furlough a large number 
of his officers, thereby decreasing the efficiency of the Navy and en- 
tailing upon these officers a vast amount of inconvenience if not ab- 
solute want and suffering. The other reductions are made simply by 
postponements of work on iron-clads and other vessels of war in 
course of construction, as witness the orders of the Secretary just 
issued to the several contractors who have had the work to do, and 
to the necessity of stopping the work on other vessels for the want 
of money to repair them, while other vessels are being put out of 
commission. The minority agreed with the committee in some of 
these postponements, believing that there was no immediate urgency 
for a portion of the work estimated for by the Navy Department; 
but we thought then and think now that it was not economy to 
make these wholesale postponements, thereby stopping most of the 
work at the different navy-yards and throwing some of the best 
skilled mechanics in the world, as well as the unskilled laborers now 
so much in need of something to do, out of employment. All these 
postponements must at some future day be provided for if we intend 
to maintain a navy of only moderate proportions. 


RECAPITULATION. 
The following tables show the reductions and postponements in a 
condensed form according to the details I have given: 


Statement showing amount of reductions and postponements in House bills 
as compared with the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1577. 


Name of bill. Reduction. | POStpone- 


Military Academy | , 229 00 
Pension 
Consular and diplomatic 
Fortification - 
Legislanve, executive, and judicial 2, 724, 000 00 5, 1 
River and harbor 8, 4: 
Post office > 4, 200,696 99 |... 
WOUe oct ee 6, 938, 811 00 
Indian . os eos 1, 808, 393 53 
Army 500,000 00 | 9, 693, 631 38 
Sundry civil 1, 000, 000 00 | 16, 933, 493 55 
10, 304, 434 49 | 52, 262. 307 #5 
10, 304, 434 49 


339, 737 SO 100, 000 00 
oe 3, 091, 000 00 
2, 499 39 
8, 250 00 


Total reductions and postponements . . -. 


coccce snceecccocec ces] Gi Sen, 448 2h 
Add deficiency, (belongs to year ending June 30, 1876) 


2, 051, 984 06 


Grand total 64, 618, 727 30 


bills as compared with the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1876. 


Name of bill. 


Military Academy $40, 000 00 
Pension ee — 466, 500 00 |..... 
Consular and diplomatic 339, 637 5 
Fortification 

Legislative, executive, and judicial 
River and harbor 

Deticiency 

Post-oftice 


Army... ee ue: 500, 000 
Sundry civil 


Total reductions and postponements 
Add deticiency 





Total Spriuger's table 





The Senate met this demand for reduction and postponement of ex- 
penditures in a liberal spirit and in the bills as passed by the Senate 
tuey made reductions and postponements to the amount of more than 
$15,000,000, as will be seen by the following statement. 

The Senate made reductions as compared with appropriations for 
year ending June 30, 1876, as follows: 

Pensions . 

Military Academy 

Consular and diplomatic 

Fortifications nee sect se sncunenn sone cmnee Seeccoccocscencce 
Legislative, executive, and judicial 

Deficiency 


teduction. | Postponement 


"40, 355, 389 50 | 24, 243, 909 06 
10, 355, 389 50 


34, 599, 208 56 | 
4, 032, 212 44 


38, 631, 511 00 


Remarks. 


$93, 499 00 | Reduction due to reduced pay of cadets and professors. 
| 


“£8, 800 00 | Reduction accomplised by violation of a trust and an injury to commerce. 
535, 000 00 
3, 000, 417 39 | All over $2,000,000 of this reduction works injury. 
770, 667 50 | 


$4,032,212.44. (Belongs to last year.) 
$1,000,000 of this is proper, the remainder decreases the mail facilities. 


3, 078, 451 50 | Reduction here does great injustice to officers of the Navy. 
1, 380, 952 44 
' 00 4, 278, 752 88 | Reduction due to 

1, 000,000 00 | 11, 017, 368 35 | Reduction due mainly to the. substitution of silver coin for fractional notes. 


transfer. 





$728, 011 00 
2,143, 151 00 
402, 193 28 
217, 952 80 


17, 527, 656 66 


13, 664, 786 67 
River and harbor bill .................. ss sliiiaaniiesiieinaillinamsapitiitial itil 1, 648, 517 30 


Making a total of...... senivenpemdmesss Ee 





Ungerer os 


et eee a 
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By this table it will be seen the difference between the two Houses 
is about $10,000,000. 

Whenever the conference committees have met, the Senate confer- 
ees have in every instance shown an entire willingness to meet the 
demands of the House conferees on all matters of discretion more 
than half way. In fact they do not even resist the demands of the 
House on ul matters of discretion; but, on matters of legislation 
that could not receive the sanction of the Senate by the ordinary 
methods of legislation, they declined to yield. 

I have shown beyond question that the reductions are only about ten 
millions, instead of thirty-nine millions, and that the balance is sim- 
ply postponements of appropriations that must be provided for in the 
future. ‘That of the ten millions of reductions a considerable portion 
of it is obtained by crippling the Government machinery, entailing in- 
convenience and loss to the people. I have also shown that the pre- 
tended reductions of thirty-nine millions is in reality but about 
twenty-five millions. 

Never in history have current facts been distorted as they are in 
this matter by our democratic friends. Never was deception prac- 
ticed to such extent as now. 

The reduction in Government expenses last year was more than six- 
teen millions when the books closed on the 30th of June, 1876. This 
is an actual test of the year’s work. 

When the present year expires and the work of this House is tested 
by the actual result I shall be gratified if it makes as good a show- 
ing as last, namely, an actual reduction of $16,000,000. 

Having said this much on the question of appropriations I propose 
now to address myself to the question of economy and reform, the 
present watch-word of the democracy. 

RRFORM. 

Much has been said by our democratic friends on the subject of re- 
form. Economy and reform is the burden of their song. The word 
“reform” appears eighteen times in a platform adopted recently at 
Saint Louis. The fact is, reform is an ever-present necessity ; it has 
been proclaimed in every platform of every party since the first one 
was made; until human nature approaches near perfection necessity 
for reform must always exist. I do not object to reform, the repub- 
lican party does not object to it; and we congratulate the country 
when this democratic party, in this centennial year, shows any de- 
sire toreform. Let their conversion for the future be proclaimed. 
It certainly augurs well for the country. It was this party which is 
now crying reform that in 1861 plunged the nation into rebellion to 
destroy it. Persons are here on this tloor crying economy and reform 
who assisted in that long-to-be-remembered but unsuccessful effort to 
destroy the country. A less charitable person than myself might say 
that the last democratic Congress undertook to destroy the country 
by secession and rebellion, and new the first democratic House since 
the rebellion undertakes to paralyze the Government by withholding 
necessary appropriations. These same gentlemen now have much 
to say about the enormous expenditures of the Government. Even 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] is reported to have said 
recently in a stump-speech that the cost of the Government before 
the war was about $2 per capita and it is now $18. Let me first cor- 
rect his statement by substituting $6 for $18. 

Be a little modest, gentlemen. Look into the question fairly, and 
if there is extravagance anywhere aid in removing it; but when you 
draw such comparisons as I have alluded to, yon must know that your 
rash act of secession and treason caused these additional expenditures. 
Do not find fault if it does cost $3 per capita to maintain the interest 
and sinking fund of the public debt of which you were the direct, 
only cause. Do not complain if it does cost nearly $1 per capita to 
pay the pensions to the soldiers who saved the glorious Republic you 
sought to destroy. 

Do not complain if it costs $2 per capita more to maintain other 
expenses occasioned by your attempt to obliterate from the Declara- 
tion of Independence the immortal words of Jefferson. 

What evidence have we of reform on the part of the democratic 
party? The only thing that they can possibly claim as evidence is 
their attempt to reduce and postpone expenditures. When you 
claim credit for this tell the laboring men that with a full Treas- 
ury you refused to appropriate money for the payment of the nec- 
essary work on the public buildings of the country at a time when 
the completion of these buildings could be effected with greater 
cheapness than at any time since the war, and when the labor of 
the country would be greatly benefited thereby. Let them tell the 
laboring-man now in distress that the great democratic party required 
that they and their wives and little ones must suffer for the good of 
the party. Tell them, you representatives from Philadelphia, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicage, and Saint Louis, that it was not because the Govern- 
ment was embarrassed that this was done, but they must suffer pri- 
vation, hunger, and pain because the democratic party wanted an op- 
portunity to cry reform. 

Tell the commerce of the country we have deprived it of facilities 
for which it is taxed; we have put out lights and refused to create 
new ones to aid it; all for party capital. 

While you have sodeced a little and postponed largely you have 
refused to reduce taxation. You have resolved in all your conven- 
tions for years, including the one just held at Saint Louis, that the 
present system of taxation was vicious, that it provided bounties for 
the rich at the expense of the poor. My friend from New York [Mr. 


country were paying $1,000,000,000 a year as a bounty to the manu 
facturing interests. Nobody believes this, but he proclaims it, and 
the democratic party proclaims it now as they have in the past. If 
this is true, Mr. Speaker, why has not some attempt been made on 
the part of this reform House to relieve the people of their heavy 
burdens? Is a party tit to be intrusted with power that admits and 
charges grievous evils but makes no effort when it has power to re- 
lieve the country of them? 

Yes, you talk of reform. What did you do when you gained pos- 
session of this House? How did you practice reform then? You 
knew but the one democratic motto “ to the victors belong the spoils.” 
Not less than ten thousand hangry democrats besieged these halls for 
the two hundred places within your gift. Virginia came five thousand 
strong. North Carolina, too, Georgia, Alabama, and even Texas, with 
ber “ biger man than old Grant,” who was made Doorkeeper. His 
only known qualitication was the fact that he had been doorkeeper 
of the confederate senate. 

We all remember the scene here at the opening of thisCongress with 
disgust. Why, in fact, Mr. Speaker, it was the first time the confed 
erate forces ever captured Washington in an organized form. Tak- 
ing that scene as a criterion, what may we expect in the way of re 
form if Tilden should be inaugurated on the 4th of March next? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, the ravages of the grasshoppers in the western 
country would bea fair comparison of the ravages to be inflicted upon 
the country by the hungry crowd of oftice-seekers that would come 
here in that event. 3 

Men were here on that occasion claiming to be democrats of the re- 
form order, giving as evidence thereof the fact that they had served 
four years in the rebel army, and therefore their democracy could not 
be questioned. How did this reform party act then? The ofticers of 
this House of known capacity were turned out to make room for the 
greedy horde who came up here from the by-ways of the South. 
Union soldiers were driven out of their places, to be filled by men who 
served in the confederate army. Our new journal clerk was compelled 
to resign; our Doorkeeper expelled from oflice. A clerk to the Ways 
and Means Committee was selected because he named a son after the 
assassin Wilkes Booth. If he had any other qualitication I have not 
heard of it. I will acquit the honorable chairman of the committee 
with any knowledge of the character of this clerk. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, in proportion to the number of employés, 
the disgrace and scandal attached to this reform House is intinitely 
greater than to any or all of the Departments of the Government 
even after putting the worst construction upon them, as is done by 
all of the reports of your committees. So far as practical legislation 
is concerned, this House has been an utter, absolute failure. You have 
sought to make reputation by showing up the deformities of repub- 
lican officials, not for the public goed, but simply in the hope of par- 
tisan benefit. In many instances they have been conducted in the 
most shameless manner. They have sought to bring before them per- 
sons discharged from Government employ for dishonest practices ; 
they have hunted up from the slums of the country all the “ dead- 
beats” they could find who would come here to testify to falsehoods 
for the fees they get. They have investigated in secret and without 
the knowledge of the accused or of the minorities of the committee. 
No man’s reputation wassafe. Even the Speaker of this louse was ac- 
cused of selling an office for money, with nothing but his known good 
character torebut it. If the same charge had been made by the same 
witness against a republican of equally good standing he would have 
been reported a scoundrel. 

While the cost of making these investigations will amount to per- 
haps a half, million dollars and is much more than has been or will 
be saved to the Treasury, upon the whole I do not regret them. 
Upon the whole they have done good. In admitting this I remember 
that it was the policy of the republican party itself to investigate 
wrong-doers, and whenever acommittee finds and points out wrongs 
in Government officers it has rendered a genuine service tothe country. 

In concluding this portion of my remarks, permit me to advert to 
the case of SCHUMAKER and KING, two members of this House, proven 
to have been in corrupt connection with the Pacific Mail steamship 
subsidy bill before they were members. The evidence of their corrupt 
connection with the passage of this bill was referred to this by the 
last House. Nonotice has been taken of it. Does any fairminded man 
believe that if one of these gentlemen had not been a democrat we 
would have had areport recommending their expulsion ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. The Committee on the Judiciary did make a 
report in that case, saying that the House had no jurisdiction over 
the parties charged with crime. I did net concur in that report, but 
did unite in the views of the minority asserting such jurisdiction. 

Mr. FOSTER. Have they reported to the House? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I suppose that the report has been made to the 
House. 

Mr. McCRARY. It has been made to the Heuse. 

Mr. FOSTER. I accept the correction. 

If KiNG, the republican, had been alone he would have been ex- 
pelled long ago. The vengeance of this virtuous reform House would 
not have permitted him to hold his seat a week after the opening of 
Congress. 

I read from the New York Times a carefully prepared statement of 
the reform practices of this House. Its general accuracy cannot be 
questioned, while possibly there may be an occasional error of minor 


Cox] made the statement but a few days since that the people of this | detail : 
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DEMOCRATIC REFORM. 


Union soldiers removed to make room for rebela—What the democracy has already 
accomplished —Disabled Union soldiers turned out and confederates of various 
grades of incompetence put in their places—A carnival of ignorance and imbecility 
and a foretaste of what we may expect under Tilden. 

[From our own correspondent. | 


WastIncTon, Saturday, July 2, 1876. 

The declaration of the Saint Louis platform, made and repeated with frequent 
reiteration that ‘reform is necessary,” is well illustrated and sustained by the man- 
ner ip which the civil offices under control of the House of Representatives have 
been filled and administered during the present session. The same facts will per- 
haps suggest that the reform which is necessary will not be secured in the civil 
service by intrusting the administration to the democratic party. At least there is 
nothing in the record of the House in the eight months since the beginning of 
December last to prove conclusively that the democratic party is, as a party, de- 
voted to a pure, high-toned, efticient, well-conducted civil service. If civil service 
reform, however, means the tarning out of all persons now in oftice, the replacing 
of Union soldiers with soldiers of the confederacy, in putting into good places men 
who have failed to secure appointments in the past, and who for that reason have 
joined the democracy, and cews who have been dismissed for cause and have natu- 
rally gone to the opposition; in giving places of responsibility, filled by trained 
and experienced men, to the new, inexperienced, and incompetent; in generally 
ignoring the requirements of efficiency and capacity in the interests of partisan- 
ship and personal services—if this is the kind of reform contemplated by the 
Saint Louis platform, there has been a fair display of it by the democratic Honse, 
and the country may very properly be called —_ to look at it and determine 
whether the same thing of which the House holds up an example is desirable to 
be introduced throughout the administration during four years. 

The House organized by electing a Speaker, Clerk, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, 
and Sergeant-at-Arms. The important appointments are in the Clerk's office. 
The largest number are with the Doorkeeper, and the smallest with the Sergeant- 
at-Arms. The Speaker has no patronage to dispense save that he is allowed a 
private clerk, appointed by the Clerk of the House, who leaves the selection to 
the Speaker. The clerk appointed to Mr. Kerr is an ex-confederate. The Post- 
master has a few, but important, assistants. Each committee hasa clerk as a gen- 
eral rule, the exceptions this year being very few. Heis appointed by vote of the com- 
mittee in some cases, but oftener by the chairman, to whom the rest of the com- 
mittee leave the designation as an act of courtesy. One of these clerks described 
his duties as requiring about twenty minutes of his time each week, for which se- 
vere labor he seceived: about $160 per month. Many other committee clerks are 
less fortunate, and have harder work 

The appointments of subordinate officers to the Clerk, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, 
and Sergeant-at-Arms are not in reality made by those officers, who have little more 
agency in the matter than formally placing the names selected by the members on 
the rolls. There is a general scramble by the State delegations for places for their 
States. It is quite common for the Doorkeeper to say, L can give Pennsylvania, for 
example, so many places, and the delegation, or rather the Pennsylvania democratic 
members, get together and after grave deliberation, or a light and agile ‘ scrim- 
mage,” or more frequently the casting of lots, the members for whom the sortes 
leap forth, not from a helmet, but from a dilapitated plug-hat, announce to the 
Doorkeeper the names which are to be put down for a Government stipend. The 
appointing officers, to fultill schemes of their own, or to show favoritism to particu- 
lar friends, are compelled to resort to all kinds of tricks and subterfuges, such, for 
instance, as placing on the rolls as from one State persona really residents of an- 
other. One of Fitzhugh’s difliculties arose from trying to play these tricks and 
getting caught at it, and the Postmaster was subject to great complaint in the first 
part of the session because he had taken his subordinates tvo largely from one 
State. 

It will be observed from this manner of making the appointments the whole 
democratic party, through the great body of its most freatty chosen representa- 
tives, has been displaying itself. Mistakes in the system or in the details of its 
administration cannot be shifted upon individuals, for the great body of the democ- 
racy has been engaged in the work. 

In regard to the administration of the offices a great deal might be written. 
Much of the delay in getting the House in working order, by which in the first two 
months of the session not a solid. week's work was accomplished, is attributable to 
the greenness and inefficiency of the officers. In no department was the work well 
done. Frequent blunders were made in keeping the record, so that members for 
the first time in many years felt compelled to listen each morning to the reading of 
the Journal. The assistant doorkeepers could not find the members when on the 
floor, and persons sending in cards sometimes had to wait hours for an answer. 
This trouble could have been avoided by retaining for a time some of the old door- 
keepers. Members could not get a report or bill from the document-room without 
great trouble and delay. They were stifled and made sick by bad ventilation be- 
cause of an inexperienced engineer. The Sergeant-at-Arms in one instance put a 
reputable citizen under arrest as a witness without authority or warrant. Blun- 
ders—not to use a harsher term—have been common in all the branches of service, 
and it is only a few days since one of Clerk Adams's subordinates enrolled a bill 
which had been passed by both Houses, an important bill on straw-bidding, in such 
a manner as to render the action of Congress null and void. 

Thus much in relation to the general manner of “ reform” appointments and ad- 
ministration as exhibited by the democratic party through its representatives in 
the House. Specific statements are always to be preferred to generalities, and the 
facts and records quoted below will command attention, which need not therefore 
be invited. They afford material for extensive generalizations, which readers will 
not failto make. They afford food for thought graver and more earnest than need 
be expended upon a merely partisan exhibit of facts. The patriot, the honest pol- 
itician, and the real reformer may well pause to consider whether any more of the 
same kind of “reform is necessary” or desirable, or likely to be advantageous to 
the country. 

One of the most striking facts shown by the record is the utter abhorrence which 
thedemocratic party, through its representatives, exhibits for the Union soldier and 
the love of those who bore arms against the Republic. No protestations of loyalty 
will stand against such a record of Union soldiers dismianed and rebel soldiers ap- 
pointed. On this point little need be said. The list of names shall tell their own 
story. The column on the left hand contains the names of employés discharged, 
and the column on the right those appointed. The Union soldiers discharged have 
their names printed in small capital letters. The names of confederates appointed 
are in italics. A star designates the Union soldiers who were disabled by wounds 
received in the service : 


OFFICERS REMOVED AND APPOINTED BY THE DEMOCRATIC HOUSE, 
In the Clerk's Office. 
OFFICERS REMOVED. 


E. McPherson, Clerk. 
C. Lioyd, Chief Clerk. 


OFFICERS APPOINTED. 


George M. Adams, Clerk. 
Green Adams, Chief Clerk. 
J. M. Barelay, journal clerk. ©. H. Smith, journal clerk. 
J. W. NIGHTINGALE, tally clerk. Il. H. Smith, journal clerk. 
W. K. Meehaffy, reading clerk. N. 8. Brown. 

C. W. Cilsbee, reading clerk. 1. W. Pettit. 

J. W. Clayton, assistant journal clerk. D. Flanagan. 

J. H. BONEBRAKE, printing clerk, Tr. O. Towles. 

W.P. White. W. French. 
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L. REINBURG. 

J. W. Kravrn. 

A. D. Wood. 

A. BARNES. 

Z. Moses, cashier. 

J. Holcombe. 

H. D. Wnarton.* 

J.P. JEFFRIES. 

FE. J. Cressy. 

E. F. Minor. 

J.J. Piatt, Librarian. 

Paul Stephens, Librarian. 

Joseph Harris, chief messenger. 

J. B. CLARKE, jr., superintendent docu- 
ments. 

G. F. Stimson, clerk. 

J.C. ROWLAND, clerk. 

J. T. MILLER, engineer. 

Levi Jones, assistant engineer. 

A. T. Sherman, assistant engineer. 

David Small, assistant engineer. 

J. UH. Barker, fireman. 

Cc. P. Burpick, fireman. 

E. H. Brown, fireman. 

J. B. Simmons, fireman. 

Hugh Lyons, fireman. 

F. BALLENGER. 

J. 1. Barelay. 

T. H. Sherman, secretary to Speaker. 

Wit. Deruicu.* 

IL. S. LINKER. 

GEORGE WINTERS. 

DAVID SMALL. 

A. T. SHERMAN, 


Under the Doorkeeper. 


0. Buxton, Doorkeeper. 

Joun Boyp, assistant doorkeeper, 

GORGE W. Dunn, superintendent fold- 
ing-room. 

J. Duffield, superintendent documents. 

W.5. Youna, assistant superintendent 
documents. 

L. A. Buxton, file clerk. 

J. 5S. SAMSON, messenger. 

A. 3S. French, messenger. 

5. B. Wells, messenger. 

J. W. Chandler, messenger. 

R. R. STEPHENS, messenger. 

Grorce C. MCPHERSON, messenger. 

JOUN STERLING, messenger. 

J. W. WRIGHT, messenger. 

W. P. Lawer, messenger. 

H. LH. REMMINGTON, messenger. 

W. P. ANDERSON, messenger. 

HupsON DECKER,* messenger. 

M. J. BUNNELL,* messenger. 

J. B. EUGENE,* messenger. 

WILLIAM M. GIbSON,* messenger. 

S. H. Neally. 

G. W. Pugh. 

E. C. Stevens, 

J. L. Kenea. 

A. Marston. 

George W. Currier. 

J. E. W. Tuomrson.* 

W. HARDING. 

Robert O'Hare. 

S. S. STRACHAN. 

J. N. Hubbard. 

B. N. G. O' Brian. 

A. H. Loyd. 

J. E. HAMMOND. 

Charles E. Brant. 

C. H. SEWELL.* 

E. J. Burr. 

W. G. Brower. 

A. E. Ward. 

JOHN HUNTER. 

Pui.. COLEMAN.* 

Lewis Ellis. 

J.J. G, Ball.* 


Sergeant-at-Arms. 


N. G. Ordway, Sergeant-at-Arms. 


E. L. Whitford, clerk to Sergeant-at- Arms. 


Charles Christian, Messenger. 


Capitol Police. 


Colonel Grorce W. Kirx. 

W. K. Tayior, 

¢. 8. Atkinson. 
C.J, Jones. 
J. McNeal. 
J. W. Westfall. 

F. M. Colby. 

A. M. Greene. 

Post-Offce. 

Il. M. Suprwoop,* Postmaster. 
JAMES F. WILSON, * assistant postmaster. 
NORMAN CRANE, messenger. 
J. H. LYTL&, messenger. 

F. A. WARDELL,* messenger. 
W. B. Sessions, messenger. 
C. Palmoni, messenger. 

LD. B. BRADLEY, messenger. 

D. T. Bisnor, messenger. 

R. S. McMICHARL,* messenger. 
A. M. LeoG, messenger. 

C. M. Thomas, messenger. 
James L. McKee, messenger. 
J. D. SEVERN, messenger. 

lt. P. Bassor,* messenger. 
James H. PAINE, messenger. 
J. KR. Mertz,* mail agent. 
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J. H. Francis. 
J. M. Brown. 

7. H. Baker. 

T. B. Dalton. 
F. F. King. 

E. Keightley. 
J.C. Barr. 

H. M. Beadle. 
D. B. Sublet. 
EB. M. Jewe'l. 
J.D. Young. 
W. O. Reeves. 
J. H. Patterson. 
Morgan Rawles. 


C. H. Voorhees. 
H. A. Alcott. 

G. C. Ellison. 

J. W. MeGlensey. 
(. A. Stewart. 

J. UL. Rodgers. 
E. Morris. 

DP. M. Higgins. 
S. J. Davenport. 
T. Rafferty. 

L. J. Reilly. 

T. MeKag. 

W. H. Seudder. 
J. H. White. 


L. H. Fitzhugh. 
J. W. Jennings. 
A. W. Fletcher. 


A. W. Reese. 
C. C. Aleshire. 


L. Fitzhugh. 
Eugene Durnin. 
N. 8. Olark. 

S. J. Richardson. 
Willam Deegan. 
G. M. Lefevre. 
Silas Carr. 

E. A. Dulin. 

F. M. Schell. 

John Baxter. 

P. H. Winston. 
James G. Paine. 
Charles W. Combs. 
James G. Long. 
W. J. MeCord. 

C. 0. Buckner. 
George A. Bacon. 
T. G. Sullivan. 
John Baxter. 

8. O. Hemmingway. 
W. Leach. 

Patrick Doran. 

W. W. Stringfield. 
G. J. Tluston. 

T. J. Leary. 

G. E. Gittings. 
George K. Coleman. 
J. 8. Knight. 

J. T. Blackstone. 
W. W. Lester. 
Thomas T. Dugan. 
Frank Smythe. 
George V. Hebb. 
N. B. Henderson. 
HT. M. Scott. 

U. W. 0. Dunnington. 
E. P. Schell. 
James Hall. 

J. Smith. 


J. G. Thompson. 
E. Winship 
R. W. Lennox. 


H. T. Banks. 
Thomas Fealom. 
J. G. Barker. 

¥F. J. Jones. 
J.C. Saunders. 
J. Hill. 

J. H. Burnham. 
M. Connelly. 


Joseph M. Stuart. 
E. Snowden, jr. 
A. W. C. Nowlan. 
P.S. Goodsell. 

J. R. Fisher. 

G, W. Kennedy. 
Edward Este. 

E. CO. Glass. 
Joseph ¥ pe 
Geor, ° . 
Ww. ieieteen. 
Henry Cook. 
Thomas B. Curby. 
William B. Lowry. 
George T. Rodgers. 
Richard Alien. 

H. Lathram. 
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An examination of the table shows that there were discharged from the Door- 
keeper's department, 2 Union soldiers; from the Clerk's office, 19 Union soldiers ; 
from the post-office, 13 Union soldiers ; from the Capitol police, 2; making 57 Union 
soldiers discharged by the democratic House since its organization last December. 
A number of these soldiers were disabled in the service. 

rhere were appointed in their places, as far as can be ascertained, in the Door- 
keeper's department, 19 confederates ; in the Clerk's office, 10; in the post-ottice, 
14: Capitol police, 1; and 3 committee clerks; making 47 confederate soldiers ap- 
pointed. The names of many of the employés of the present House, such as extra 
messengers, folders, and extra committee clerks, cannot be ascertained, for the 
reason that they are paid upon vouchers instead of a regular roll. A great num- 
ver of these extra employés are ex-confederates, and if the facts could be ascer- 
tained in all the cases, the number of ex-confederate soldiers appointed would be 
tound to exceed the number of Union soldiers discharged. 

Lhe post-office rolls show the most wanton disregard by the confederate House 
of the obligations of the Government to its disabled soldiers, where nearly every 
man discharged served in the Union Army, and with two exceptions every man 
appointed was a confederate. 
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I'he Postmaster, Henry M. Sherwood, was an officer of Company C, Fourth Mich. | 


ivan Cavalry. He served with distinction in the Southwest, and lost a leg at the 


confederate ofticer in Ashby's command of confederate cavalry. 

Joseph F. Wilson, the assistant postmaster, served with distinction in the war, 
and was shot through the face at the battleof Fort Donelson and terribly disfigured. 
He still suffers severely from his wounds. He was the first one discharged to make 
room for E. Snowden, jr., an ex-confederate, who was not, however, in the army. 
He took the modified oath in qualifying for the oflice. 

F. A. Wardell was a member of the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, served with 
distinction during the entire war, and was very severly woundedat Winchester. 
He was discharged early in the session by Colonel Stewart to make*room for an ex- 
confederate soldier, 

R. P. Bishop, in the post-office department, belonged to a Michigan infantry 
regiment, served during the war, losing an arm in the service. Ile, too, gave place 
to a confederate soldier early in the present session. 


kK. S. MeMichael was a soldier in a Wisconsin regiment, and is almost entirely | affecting his character than is warrante« 


blind from wounds received in the service. An ex-confederate soldier succeeded 
Mr. MeMichael. 

Che Doorkeeper's department was notoriously the worst demoralized, however, 
by the changes made of any. Mr. O. 8. Buxton, a gentleman of intelligence and 
character, aud a most efficient officer, was succeeded by L. H. Fitzhugh, an ex- 
confederate and the sergeant-at-arms of the confederate congress. This man Fitz- 
hugh has become famous by reason of letters in which he describes himself as “a 





ties of members of the reform Congress for offices for their friends, and tells how 
the writer is féted by wives of distinguished members because of the offices he 
has at his disposal. Fitzhugh was appointed because he is supposed to have some 
of the blood of Patrick Henry coursing in his veins. The degenerate descendant 
of a famous Virginian was ignominiously turned out of office, his truthful letter 
being made a pretext to cover the real reason, which was a failure to distribute his 
patronage so as to satisfy influential and exacting members. 

Under the Doorkeeper were a large number of Union soldiers, fourteen of whom 
were more or less disabled in the Union service from a mere gunshot wound in 
some cases to the loss of an arm or leg, and even both arms. All of these soldiers 
were marked for discharge, and nearly all of them had been given notice to quit. 
In a great majority of instances their places were tilled by ex-confederates. There 
was, however, 80 much disturbance raised by the Northern democrats about the 
discharge of these crippled soldiers, that nine of them were re-instated in their 





places, one of whom has since been discharged, and the remainder probably will be | 


discharged as soon as Congress shall have adjourned. Some of the most notable of 
the changes made are worth more consideration than will be allotted to them in 
this brief sketch. 

Major M. J. Bunnell entered the service in 1861 in the Thirteenth Regiment New 
York Volunteers. He participated in many of the important battles of the war. 
In October, 1861, he was commissioned second lieutenant, and in January, 1862, 
tirst lieutenant. He was engaged in all the battles from the siege of Yorktown to 
the second battle of Bull Run, in August, I-62, where he was severely wounded, 
having been shot through both lungs and the left thigh. He was left on the field 
for dead, remaining in the handsof the enemy. While he was still ill he was com- 
missioned a captain, remaining as such till the expiration of his regiment's term 
of service, when he was mustered out. He then entered the Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and did duty as provost-marshal till the close of the war. He was brevetted 
major for meritorious conduct on the field. 

This brave soldier and meritorious officer was succeeded by F. M. Schell, of In- 
diana. Schell is a big, pompous fellow, whose business it was to clear the floor of 
all persons except members previous to the calling of the House to order each day. 
This duty he discharged in such an imposing and tremendous fashion as at first to 
make him a butt for ridicule. He became disagreeable by his officiousness, and 
grave charges were also preferred, which caused his dismissal. He is still to be 
seen about the floor of the House, and it is said he has been “taken care of,” which 
probably means that he is paid upon a voucher instead of appearing on the rolls. 
he story of the charges against him is too indecent to print. Heis, in short, known 
as the purveyor to members of the House of a nameless commodity, for the fur- 
nicking of which he assisted at the beginning of the session in setting up an estab- 
ishment. 

William M. Gibson was a private in Company C, Thirty-sixth Ilinois Regiment. 
He enlisted on the Ist of June, 1861, and participated in all battles through the 
Southwest. At the battle of Pea Ridge, Arkansas, he lost his right arm. 

Hudson Decker was a member of the First New York Cavalry, and served from 
Ir61 to 1865, through nearly all the cavalry engagements of the war. At Cold 
Harbor he was so injured by a fall from his horse that he has lost nearly the en- 
tire use of both his hands. 

J.J. G. Ball was a member of the Twenty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, from 
which he was promoted to the position of captain in the Eighty-sixth Regiment 
United States troops. On April 9, 1565, at Blakely, Alabama, during the engage- 
ment —— took place at that point, he was shot through the right chest and lost 
18 Tight arm. 

William Deplitch, another of the disabled soldiers discharged by Fitzhugh, 
a“ in Company E, Third Massachusetts, and lost a leg at Goldsborongh, North 

aroiina, 

Charles H. Sewell, of Company G, Ninty-ninth New York Volunteers, was an- 
other victim of democratic reform. He was twice wounded in action and saw four 
yearsand more of hard service. 

J.B. Eugene was a member of a Wisconsin regiment. He served during a large 
part of the war and lost an arm in the service. 

J . KE. W. Thompson was also discharged by Fitzhugh among the first of the Union 
soldiers sent off to make room for confederates. He lost a leg in one of the notable 
battles of the war. 

Philip W. Coleman was one of the recent discharges from the Doorkeeper's de- 
partment. He lost an arm while battling for the Union, and was four times se- 
verely wexmaee at James Island, South Carolina. He served in the Eighth Michi- 
Kal antry. 

That the House was not fortunate in the character of its appointees has been 
well known, but a brief summary of a few instances is worth attention. The Clerk, 
Mr. Adams, has been under, investigation. and of the charges of corruption has 








SOLD 


been acquitted, no doubt deservedly. A committee still has before it a resolution 
of inquiry whether Adams bas not labored to oppose the legislation of the House 
relative to the reduction of his own salary. This he admits, in a way, but theeem 
mittee has not reported any condemnation of such action. His fault consisvel 
chiefly in trying to secure assistance in this affair from the republican side of the 
House. While Adams himself escapes any condemnation, the appointees under 
him have been less fortunate. > 

The veteran journal clerk, John M. Barclay, who had held the position for thirty 
years, and was still a most valuable officer, was forced to resign, and his assistant, 
J. W. Clayton, was dismissed. One C. H. Smith, of New Hampshire, was appointed 
to succeed Barclay, and proved to be not only incapable, but dishonest. He was 
caught using his position to secure business as a claim agent in anticipation of the 
passage of the bill equalizing soldiers’ bounties, and he was no doubt counting upen 
aiding the passage of the bill by using the influence of his office. He was investi 
gated, threatened with dismissal, and resigned in disgrace. 

The successor of Clinton Lloyd as Chief Clerk in the office of the Clerk of the 
House is Green Adams, the uncle of the Clerk Adams: a case of nepotism re 
versed. Green Adams was formerly Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Uftice 
Department. While in that position the chief clerk, Sharretts, sold waste paper 





|} to the value of $5,392.76, and paid to Green Adams out of the amount $2,517 52 
battle of Kenesaw Mountain. He was succeeded by Colonel Joseph M. Stewart, a | 


Neither Sharretts nor Adams ever accounted for the money till both were out of 
ottice. When the facts were partially discovered through the man who bought the 
paper, Sharretts refunded $2,345.24, and turned over Green Adams's receipts for the 
remainder to the amount stated above. Adams makes a long statement, which is 
in effect that he was informed by Sharretts that this money had been kept by the 
anditors because there was no fund into which it could be received in the Treas 
ury Department, and Sharretts said, ‘If you pay it to any person, pay it to your 
successor in office.” But Sharretts had never heard of this money being paid over 
onvees by one auditor. -Adams had intended to pay the money over to his succes 
sor, but went home before his successor was appointed. These facts appear in the 
public records, and show that the present Chief Clerk is either not a very honest 

man or not a very competent officer. Adams is also an ex-member of the House 
The engineer, Ellison, is under investigation on various charges, and no report 
has been made. It would require more space to set forth the nature of the charges 
{ by the importance of his position. The 

greatest trouble with him is his incompetence. Mr. Hrwirr, who originally rec 
ommended Ellison, withdrew his recommendation on discovering by inquiries of 
his own that Ellison did not know there was any difference between a high-pressure 
and a low-pressure engine, and could not explain what he would do if he found the 
water in the boiler had become too low. Ellison was afterward put through a com 
petitive examination, and came out at the head and was appointed. It is commonly 





| supposed that he was “crammed” for the occasion, and knew what questions to ex 
biger man than old Grant.” The same letter graphically describes the importuni- | 


vect. That he was incompetent was shown by the condition of the air in the 
louse, which never was so bad before, though the machinery remaius unchanged. 
The result of the investigation is unknown. 

J.J. Piatt, the Librarian of the House, a writer and scholar of some celebrity, 
was succeeded by John D. Young, a democratic ex-member of Congress 

John B. Clark, jr., a Union soldier, superintendent of the document-room, was suc 
ceeded by Morgan Rawles, an ex-confederate and democratic ex-memberot Conzress. 

The committees have a larger army of clerks than ever were employed before 
They are supposed to be made necessary by the numerous investigations. Many 
clerks to committees are not regularly appointed, but are simply employed and paid 
on vouchers, 80 their real positions will not appear in the records. The disgrace of 
two of the most important of the regular committee clerks is notorious 

MORRISON appointed as clerk of the Committee of Ways and Means J. P. Ham 
bleton. This man was a cotton-claim agent and lobbyist, and, besides, was an un 
usually bitter and vituperative rebel. He named a sonJobn Wilkes Booth, for the 

: a 
assassin of Abraham Lincoln. This charge having been made, he denied it intem 
perately. The charge having been proved, MORRISON was unable to stand the 
pressure, and Hambleton resigned. 

Boughton, clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs, was charged with entering 
into collusion, while a revenue officer, with fraudulent whisky distillers, and sharing 
the profits of thefrauds. The investigation was made by his own committee, which 
was as lenient as possible. The ex parte case was clear against him, but division 
arose in the committee about the extent of the examination, and he was finally per 
mitted to resign, instead of being dismissed. His offense was outlawed under the 
statute of limitations. 

Several committee-clerks were discharged employés of the Departments. Such 
men seemed to be preferred for committee-clerks, and in one or two notable instances 
they used the committees as instruments for revenge, not, however, very successfully. 


The only reform in the democratic party that I know of is the 
reform of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. He 
has reformed, from being the leader of his side of the House in all 
forms of governmental extravagance, who has time and again on 
this floor advocated high salaries, even up to and including the closing 
hours of the Forty-third Congress; who once went so far as to say 
that a man who could not earn $7,500 as a member of Congress was 
not fit to be one. He has now reformed and has even become a re- 
former, and the democratic side of the House has reformed with him. 
How long this will last is quite doubtful. Like all old and hardened 
sinners, he and they are more than ordinarily zealous in their profes- 
sions of reform. It is to be hoped that unlike this class of zealous re- 
formers generally they will not fall by the way-side after the election. 

My purpose in briefly alluding to this matter of reform is to insti- 
tute a number of comparisons of the expenses of the Government 
between the years of democratic rule and the present republican rule. 

In 1859 the expenditures of the Government were $68,924,090; in 
1876 they were about $258,000,000 in round numbers; making a differ- 
ence of $189,000,000 between the expenses of the Government in L359 
and 1876. 

This difference can be accounted for quite easily. Three causes 
account for it: 

First, the war and the expenses incident thereto, which entail an expense of 
$170,000,000, divided as follows: 


Interest on the public debt about ............---... oustlehiotii aint $100, 000, 000 
Pensions about 


Ailinitndainina iinet renmnynmaiianédigtanaitiidadiamabtiasdta 28, 000, 000 
Expenses incident to the war... ......ccccccecccccccccccccccccccccccce 42, 000, 000 

eee 170, 000, 000 
Second, natural growth of the service with the growth of the country 10, 000, 000 
New service, not in existence in 1850...... 22.2... cece cece cece eecseees 9, 000, 000 





129, 000, 000 


Total expenses for 1876 in excess of 1859..........-..-.-..---- 
, 69, 000, 000 


Add expenses of 1859 


ee Fa a ie ince cr cccecenesvennde distesterrses 0 258, 000, 000 


+f 
£7 
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Add nineteen millions to the cost of the service on account of the 
growth of the country to the sixty-nine millions, cost for 1°59, and 
we have eighty-eight millions as the present cost, less war expenses. 
population in 1559, 31,000,000; per capita cost, $2.10; population in 
1876, 44,000,000 ; per capita cost, $1.85. The actual per capita expenses 
to-day (less expenses caused by the war) is twenty-five cents less 
thon in 1859, 

It will be seen by this table, which is entirely accurate, that in 1860 
in the First Auditor’s Office there were nineteen hundred and eighty- 
one subjects examined, against seven thousand and sixty-five in 1875. 
In 1560 the amounts involved were $157,000,000, against $1,144,000,000 
in 1876. The expenses in that Bureau for 1860 were $42,340; in 1875 
876,750 ; whereas the work performed is more than fourfold, and with 
this relative expense, namely, in 1860, it cost $4.10 to settle a single 
account, whereas in 1275 it costs but $3.06. 

In the Third Auditor’s Office the number of accounts settled was 
2,300 in 1860 and 19,138 in 1875, amounting in 1860 to $14,591,815 ; in 
1875 it was $53,418,828.50. The average salary of each clerk in 1860 
was $1,490.82, in 1875 it was $1,312.13; showing the average salary to 
be in 1875 $178 less than in 1860. So that after all the talk about 
high salaries the average cost is $178 less than in 1860. 

The cost of settling an account in 1860, in so-called good old demo- 
cratic-reform times, was $35; the cost now in times of so-called re- 
publican extravagance is $12.30. An examination of all the Bureaus 
of all the Departments presents precisely similar results. The fact 
is, examination discloses the fact that the average cost of settling 
any given account is from 25 to 50 per cent. less now than in 1860; 
thus showing beyond controversy that the employés of the Treasury 
to-day do at least from 25 to 50 per cent. more work now than then, 
and that, too, at an average annual expense of $178 less for each 
clerk, 


Comparative statement of work performed in the several Bureaus of the 
Treasury Department, below specified, during the years ending June 30, 
1260, aud June 30, 1275, respectively. 


FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE. . 


Number of accounts for money received. . .. 1,985 7, 065 
Amount involved $157, 596, 761 36 | $1, 144, 320, 208 RO 
Number of accounts for money disbursed. ...| 8, 334 17,994 
Amount involved $125, 630, 648 78 | $1, 491, 427, 101 07 
Expenses i 42, 340 00 | 76, 750 00 
Cost per account 410 3 06 


SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICE. 


Number of accounts settled 2,174 25, 347 
Amount involved $9, 972, 757 31 27, 536,257 49 
Letters, claims, &c., received 5, 042 118, 602 
Letters written ° ° 8, 003 131, 321 
Number of employés a4 176 
Expenses $35, 540 $245, 480 
Number of accounts settled to each employé 90 144 
Number of letters received to each employé. | 210 73 
Number of letters written to each employé. . 333 746 
Cost per account $16 34 $9 68 


THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE. 


2, 300 19, 138 
$14, 591, 815 00 $53, 418, 828 50 
5 17 


61 3 
$237, 000 00 
1,312 13 
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Comparative statement of the work performed at the several Burcaus of the 


FOURTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE. 


Number of accounts adjusted 

Number of vouchers embraced in same 

Amount involved 

Number of prize-claims settled 

Amount of prize-money distributed . . 

Number of general claims adjusted .... .. 

Amount disbursed in above settlements 

Monthly statements from paymasters re- | 
ceived and examined 

Certificates of service furnished Commis- | 
SESE SIDI: 0.cu0e succes chadsovceseses ! 

Number of pay requisitions entered 

Amount 

Number of refunding requisitions. . 

Amount 

Number of allotments registered. . . 

Number of letters received and registered . -. 

Number of letters written 

Number of clegks employed.......- 

Expenses 


FIFTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE. 


Number of accounts adjusted 

Number of clerks employed 

Expenses 

COOGE POP QUUTAEIERE. 2... cccccccceccecccencces -| 
| 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS. 
Receipts 

Disbursements ... 

Letters written... 

Letters received .... 

Letters reeorded 

Returns received and examined 

Number of oaths registered 

Number of appointments registered 

Number of clerks employed : ae 

Expeonees .............. Cees -ceccesccccccccces 


FIRST COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE. 


Accounts revised and balances recorded 
Requisitions 

Warrants entered and posted. . 

Letters written, &c 


Internal-revenue reports copied, &c 
Powers of attorney examined and entered. ...| 
Expenses 

REGISTER'S OFFICE. 


Certificates of registry recorded 
Emoluments recorded 


Entry of accounts, journal pages 
Certificates for settlements of accoun 
Accounts received 

Division receipts and expenditures : 
Ledger headings 
Entries in ledgers................. pewasbinves 
Ledger accounts, loan division... 
Number of employés 
Average salary of each employé 


} 


Treasury Department, &c.—Continued. 


Lun 

Is, 451 

$42, 109, 703 « i 
2x42 

$358, Sax 39 

1 oe 

S243, 61 


1, 500 
i 
ia 
Low 
$26, 498, 130 0 


7R0 

$11, 856, 201 98 
115 218 

$4, 697, 428 09 
1, 428 

17, 353 


11, 67 


$52, 400 00 


1a 
q i 4s 


age 
$17, 840 00 
1, 324 


| 

| 21, 859 
7 | $78, “si S 

| 

| 

| 

| 


$53, 166, 728 09 $159, 117, 443 87 
6, 542, 912 67 19, 7:26, 337 81 
5, 426 12, 345 

3, 683 10, 888 

5, 426 | 10, 318 

10, R24 

5, Bl 

2, GOO 

a” 

$45, 420 07 


21,533 
4.4% 
45, 407 


2715 
3. Soe 
1,527 


$73, 763 00 


2 608 
Hy 
DH 
979 
046 
Soe 
97% 


23, 538 


3, 305 
66, O01 
40, 000 

os 


oe 
$1,397 $1, 196 





s Py ‘ I submit a table herewith showing the receipts and disbursements 
Number of accounts settled by — , en at -" m3} - 7 = of the Government since January 1, 1834. This table also shows the 
Average cost per account $35 00 $12 30 | receipts, losses, and ratio of losses per $1,000 to aggregate of receipts. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 19, 1876. 
Statement showing the receipts and disbursements of the Government from January 1, 1834, to June 30, 1875; exhibiting also the amount of defalcations and tho 
ratio of losses per $1,000 to the aggregate received and disbursed, arranged in periods, as nearly as practicable, of four years each, and also in the periods prior and sub- 


sequent to June 30, 1861; prepared under the direction of the Secretary, to accompany his answer to a resolution of the United States Senate, dated February 9, 1°70, 
calling for a detailed statement of balances due from public officers no longer in the public service which have arisen since 1830: 


Receipts, losses, and ratio of loss per $1,000 to aggregate of receipts. 


on ant a arate se, ee aaa tS | 


Period. ) 


; 
| 
Receipts. Losses. : Receipts. a 
. : 


Internal revenue. 


January 1, 1834, to December 31, 1837 . #70, 185, 498 66 | $1, 211,566 25 $17 26 $20, 519 41 
January 1, 1838, to December 31, 1841 s 67, 283, 444 08 24, 502 04 393 9, 964 20 
er 1 TOG Be SeOG MR TEED i <d ancasinenahssen wenseeuiniagiownnces minds 78, 946, 436 31 204, 939 03 33 5, 892 71 |. 
NG Be OP IR SO, cnons cncecnncsnasvesseimbaizebabuuiapssendt haters 110, 564, 342 31 7,719 11 i 3,647 26 |. 
duly 1, 1849, to June 30, 1853 : 194, 957, 446 48 215, 749 08 1 

245, 148, 753 03 131, 277 05 
184, 125, O82 85 “ 
305, 360, 453 61 

699, 977, 4-8 65 

£05, 268, 591 96 

320, 271, 556 04 


1 
July 1, 1853, to June 30, 1857 
July 1, 1857, to June 30, 1861 
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1865 
July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1869............. 
July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1873 


572, 369, 401 98 
July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1875 


212, 417, 278 48 
ere | eeeeeeenesteneen feces ee ee | ee SS 
Total 3, 082, 089,003 98 | 2, 434, 682 46 | 78 | 2, 066, 371, 242 46 | 3, 659, 352 06 


SS | SSE ee 


Jannary 1, 1834, to Tune 30, 1861 O51, 211,003 72 | 2,124,52949) 223 40, 023 58 ' 
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875 2, 130, 678, 090 35 |" 310, 102 97 | M4 | 2, 066, 33, 218 88 |'3, 650, 352 06 


i 
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, Receipts, losses, and ratio of loss per $1,000 to aggregate of receipts—Continned 
: Miscellaneous. Net total. Gross total 
Period. Loss on I a I 
Pace ase on » cree aaen Onn 0 . 3 * oa on 
Receipts. Loasea. $1,000 Receipts. Le $1,000 Receipts. Loases 91.000 
January 1, 1834, to December 31, 1537... $62, 796,953 70 16 $2 74 $133, 002, 971 77 $1,383, 825 41 $10 Yo $135, 995,960 92 81 il $10 17 
January 1, 183%, to December 31 1841... 26, 832, 178 67 ( 40 4 76 94, 125, 586 95 302, 32x 34 116 129, 948 548 OL 4 3 01 
January 1, 1842, to June 30, 1845........ 8, 545, 683 07 175, 042 36 | 20 42 87, 498, 012 09 429, O81 39 491 116, 736, 004 87 429. 921 39 3 62 
July 1, 1845, to June 30, 1849 ........... 12, O19, 158 04 10, 390 &7 | nu 122, 587, 147 61 18, 109 9x 14 201, 857, 508 45 18, 109 Ox Ox 
July 1, 1849, to Jame 30, 1853 .......-.-. 12, 624, 329 01 60, 521 50 47 27,5 49 276, 270 58 13 211, 908, 612 91 276, 270 58 1 30 
July 1, 1853, to June 3, 1857 ........--- 37, 024, 174 26 81, 724 73 | 2 2 282, 172, 927 #9 213, 001 78 75 222, 179, 829 56 213, 001 78 3 
Jnly 1, 1857, to June 30, 1861 .......-... 12, 838, 290 35 | 12 09 196, 96 3: 20 194, 003 83 = 312, 359, 679 56 194. 003 &3 oe 
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1865 ........-... 67, 251, 745 OR : i 0 729, 458, 99 508, 493 60 60 | 4. 670. 460. 137 61 508, 493 60 10 
July 1. 1865, to June 30, 1869 ........... 91, 743, 064 44 181, 621 19 | 1 97 | 1,716, 418, 21 | 2,562,721 90 1 49 | 4,042, 316, 438 46 | 2.562, 721 90 63 
July 1, 1269, to Jane 30, 1873 ........---. 79, G24, B4e 56 107, 497 86 | 1 35 | 1, 457, 262 2 50 95 4, 692 Gs 65 | 2.576, 645, 585 22 954, 698 6x 37 
g July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1875 .......... 51, 273, O27 73 35, 581, 01 | 69 533, 961, 25 322, 183 92 > | 1,420, 222, B08 G2 S22, lsu 93 2 
Ret icc dike dasieoids a 52, 573,453 51 | 1,161,634.89 | 251 | 5,611,033, 789 5 7,255,619 41| 1-29 (14, 100, 691, 205 09 | 7,255,619 41) Bt 
= —— = = =. = 
January 1, 1834, to June 30, 1861........| 172, 680, 767 70 782, 991 82 | 52 | 1, 123, 931,795 00 | 2,907, 521 31 2 58 | 1,390,986, 145 18 | 2, 907, 521 31 2 09 
‘July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875...... --- 289, 892, 685 81 378, 643 07 | 1 30 4, 487, 101,994 95 | 4,348, 098 10 15 |12, 709, 645, 059 91 | 4,348, 098 10 34 
* Includes receipts for loans. 
Disbursements, losses, and ratio of loss per $1,000 to aggregate dishursementa. 
” Miieesiienass 1s. Post-oflice. 
dart | OSs OF ) 
Poriod. Disbursements. Losses a 0 “y Disbursements Losses | ‘ane 
January 1, 1694, to December 31, 1887. ... 0.200. cece ccccccccvcccccccccccoccccccces 23, 921, O77 47 $300.154 05 | $12 M4 $11, 697, 884 58 $13,606 31) 1°17 
January 1, 1606, te December Bi, MAL... .ccccccccccecccccs cocccccccccesececs ccces 2,936 06 | 2 485,356 47 97 95 is, 234, 961 77 51, 809 86 | 2 43 
as nee s Pane June: a a  iguuuaas + 45} 4,008,452 22) 46 #2 18, 666, 750 20 2, 679 46 14 
uly 845, to June , 07 73 706, * 23 24 16, 861,478 41 2,571 24 lo 
July 1, 1849, to June * 9,995 00 890, 785 74 13 05 26, 582, 570 74 52, 946 20 | 10 
July 1, 1853, to June ‘ 107 75 | 862, 084 11 7 %5 40, 439. 110 70 220.198 05 | 6 92 
July 1, 1857, to June * 226 #1 8:4, 731 96 & 22 56, 957, 922 74 8 46 302 
July 1, 1861, to June : . 844 93 1, 111, 281 85 9 65 4%, 779, 085 45 03, 467 63 | i” 
Jaly 1, 1865, to June : 6 036 61} 1, 080, 156 82 5 34 S1, 016, 286 91 167, 236 74 2 06 
Teale 0, GE SO ae Hews cénccdicccusvccees sbaneeeed Sees ceuebedsceseue 245 27 | 440,953 04 aay 104, 132, 079 69 117. 797 60 113 
July 1, Se CE PE hte dns seh nea bees Seotnieedahihities teudenemne ens , 206 59 217, 248 26 2 03 65, 737, 724 03 34, 970 63 53 
a aa i i a aes ee cari te lee a nee laa hak need ds 1, 105, 803, 726 67 10, 106, 467 56 913 420, 155, 854 #2 ~ O89 582 38 | 204 
January 1, 1604, to Pane, 1BGE ..cccc ccccvciccsec svcccwcevssovcnccs sosccccceseces 334, 487, 303 27 | 7,156,826 99 | 18 61 129, 490, 678 74 576, 109 78 3 04 
Sule 1, TARR, CRIT Bic oe ccs ces cvcuns cacneccdsdenscntc Desenewebes 721, 316,423 40 | 2,949, 640.57 4 0s 200, 665, 176 Ox 413, 472 60 1 38 
War. | Navy. Indians Pensions 
Period. . . | es os | é a 5 2 
| Disbursements. Losses. | ¢S |Disbursements. Losses. z= |Disbursements. Losses z= (Disbursements Losses = 
| S* 2% | Ss | Sm 
Jan. 1, 1834, to | 
3 Dec. 31, 1837 | $36, 885, 422 32 $502, 062 83 $13 60 $20, 275, B32 24 $213, 405 94 1810 53 | $12, 095, 456 75 130,256 56 $10 76 | $10, 873,957 03 | $17,906 63 | $1 65 
an. 1, 1838, to } 
, } - — . ‘ } * 
ne 31,1841.) 37, 711,097 43 | 206, 873 89 5 48 24, 428, 848 64 101, 256 23 414 12, 879, 740 60 4,215 61 32 10, 200, #04 48 | 101,951 64 9 90 
Jan. 1, 1842, to | 
. — Sg a | 20, 483, 584 91 | 48,359 58 | 235 | 24,920,331 48 54,291 93 | 217 4, 573, 354 42 10,585 29 | 231 6, 650, 769 55 11, 553 38 174 
July 845, to | | | } 
—e ae 88, 500, 208 38 747,275 33) 8 44 | 33,550,831 62) 11566669) 3 45 5, 084, 563 30 11,768 92 | 231 6, 112, 345 31 71,196 44 | 11 64 
July 1, 1849, to | | 
—— eh 40, 230, 994 32 373,158 05 | 9 26 | 36, 771,937 67 141,493 87 | 385) 11,417,463 40 69, 497 61 6 08 8, 318, 428 22 1, 257 41 15 
July 1, 1853, to | 
ae = + 62, 492, 668 32 378, 333 37 6 05 50, 843, 720 68 “377, 505 68 74 11, 322, 013 17 38, 088 97 3 36 5, 316, 887 56 18, 840 SI 354 
July 1, 1857, to 
3 o—~ na 88, 307,575 55 | 287,516 48 «3.25 52, 645, 998 89 183,510 52 | 349) 14,325,403 42 982,417 05 | 68 58 4, 577, 393 06 4, 649 51 1 O01 
uly i, , to | j 
—e er 713, 569,422 334, 241, 868 55 1 56 | 314,223,986 21 | 1,079, 639 44 343 13, 169, 317 75 136, 5#2 62 | 10 37 23, 263, 779 07 29, 650 45 1 27 
July 1, 5, to | 
5 ne a 583,749,510 99 | 542,547 69 92 | 120, 173, 925 90 98, 422 02 81! 19,135,153 Ox 73,973 97 3 .°6 | 88,810,848 02 | 94,540 67) 1 06 
July 1, 1869, to 
J one a3. 175, 150, 962 73 169, 900 39 97 85, 987, 323 86 180, 964 68 210 25, 848, 369 29 23, 557 44 91 | 120,676,926 67 | 230, 826 93 1 00 
uly 1, 1873, to | 
June 30, 1875 83, 434, 573 20 | 23, 742 80 28 | 52, 430,213 69 26, 670 77 50 | 15,077,118 91 2, 676 38 17 58, 494, 630 88 
; bg FE 930, 566, 021 03 | 7,521,638 96 | 191 | 816, 252,950 88 | 2,572,827 77 | 3 15 | 144,927,954 09 1, 483, 620 42 | 10 23 343 386, 769 8S | $82,373 57 | 1 69 
van. |, _to ——— = - i= 
saly = es | 2,543,579 53 | 6 79 3 437, 501 22 | 1, 187,130 86 | 4.87 | 71,697,995 06 | 1,246,830 01 | 17 39) 52,140,585 21 | 227,355 52) 4 36 
uly 861, to | . 
June 30, 1875 — 555, 904, 460 75 | 4,978,059 43 | 1 39 | | 572, 815, 449 66 | 1,385,696 91 | 2 41 73, 229, 959 03 236, 790 41 323 0 291, 246, 184 64 | 355,018 05 | 1 21 
| 
=== EE = ——== ee —— 2 
Net total, exclusive of post-office. Gross total, exclusive of post-office 
Period Administratior 
Disburseme Losse Losson| i sbursements.” I Loaeon ial 
isbursements. AS8ER. $1,000. isbursements OBSER $1,000 
Ji anuary 1, 1834, to December 31, 1837.............. $104, 051, M5 a $1, 163, 786 01 | $11 18 $110, 308,325 19 | $1, 163,786 01 | $1055 | Jackson's. 
e January 1, 1838, to December 31, 1841.............. 110, 683, 427 2 2,299,653 84 | 2619 137, 094, 438 34 2.299.653 84) 2115 Van Buren's 
January 1, 1842, to June 30, 1845 78, 163, 322 . | 1,133,242 4 14 49 109, 187, 401 24 1, 133, 242 40 10 37 Harrison and Tyler's. 
: July 1, 1845, to June 30, 1849 .... 165, 321, 026 34 , 712, 169 &2 10 35 205, 194, 700 57 1, 712, 169 82 8 34 Polk's. 
i July 1, 1849, to June 30, 1853 .................. 7 165, 688, 818 66 1, 485, 192 68 96 194, 370, 493 14 1,485,192 68 | 7 64 ‘Taylor and Fillmore'a 
; July 1, 1853, to June 30, 1857 .................0000- 241, 007, 397 43 1, 674, 852 64 6% 295, 638, 875 65 1, 674,252 64| 586) Pierce's. 
“} July 1, 1857, te June 30, 186 73 2, 292, 225 52 8 77 32 39 2,292,825 52) 6 98 Buchanan's. 
* July 1, 1861, to June 30, 79 509, 022 91 207) 4,667, 22 6.599.022 91} 1 41 ’ rine 
July 1, 1865, to June 30, 60 1, 889, 641 17 1 86 3, 891, 576, 259 10 1, 889, 641 17 | 4a | § Lincoln and Johnson's. 
July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1873 .. F 5, 827 82 1, 046, 202 42 159 2, 601, 569 90 1, 046, 202 48 40 to 
July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1875 ............ 00000. 5 | 883 27 370,338 81 | 101 | 1,406,699, 819 31 370, 338 81 26 | 5 Grants. 
; pS ee ree a } _ 6 , 340, 937, 422 52 | 22, 266,928 28 351 | 13, 936,870,072 05 | 22,266,92398/ 1 59 
: aly i I ON es eens 1, ry 424, 936 “Od 12, 361, 722 91 10 97 1, 369, 977, 502 52 12, 361 7! 91 9 02 
e aly 1, Ment, to June 30, 1875 ..... 5, 214, 512, 486 42 9, 905, 205 37 1 8S 12, 566, 892, 569 53 9, 905, 205 37 78 


* Includes expenditures for public debt. 
POSTAL MONEY-ORDERS.—Amount involved to June 30, 1875, $389,718,725.32; loss, $156,812.42; loss per $1,000, forty cents. 
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NOTES TO PRECEDING TABLES. 


1. In cases where the accounts of defaulting officers embraced more than one 
period the losses, unless known to have occurred in other periods, have been charged 
to the periods in which the accounts were opened in this Department. In cases of 
defaulting banks, however, for want of other information, the losses have been 
charged to the periods in which they are reported on the books, though doubtless 
in several instances they actually occurred m previous periods. No losses of the 


latter kind, however, have been included unless known to have occurred within 
the period covered by this statement. 


2. No deductions have been made for amounts which may be collected hereafter, 
though a large percentage of the recent losses will doubtless be yet recovered. 

3. In preparing this statement the receipts and disbursements since J une 30, 1843, 
have been classified by tiscal years as in the published official reports ; the losses 
have in all cases been classitied by calendar years, it not being practicable to sepa- 
rate the losses occurring in the fractional years of each — but the periods com- 
pared being of the same length the result is substantially correct. 


From customs receipts the loss during Jackson’s time from 1834 to 
1837 on $1,000 was $17.26; in Van Buren’s time, $3.93; in Grant’s ad- 
ministration, two cents loss on each $1,000. 

From January 1, 1834, to June 30, 1861, the losses to the $1,000 was 
$2.23 per $1,000; from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1875, during repub- 
lican administrations, fourteen cents per $1,000. The internal-rev- 
enue system did not exist during democratic administrations. The 
losses per $1,000 of receipts have been $1.70; from miscellaneous 
sources during Jackson’s term, $2.75 per $1,000; during Van Buren’s 
service, $4.76 per $1,000; during Buchanan’s time, $12.09; and now, 
General Grant’s term, sixty-nine cents per $1,000! The average losses 
during democratic administrations, $4.53 per thousand; in republi- 
can administration, $1.30 per thousand. 

On the total receipts from all sources the loss during democratic 
administrations was $2.09; during republican administrations, thir- 
ty-four cents. Now take the disbursements, the losses, and ratio of 
loss per $1,000. In the War Department during good old democratic 
times—General Jackson’s term—the losses were $13.60; during Van 
Buren’s term, $5.48; during Polk’s four years as President, $8.44 ; dur- 
ing Pierce’s term, $6.05; during Buchanan’s term, $3.25; during 
Grant’s administration, twenty-five cents. The total losses on dis- 
bursements of offices belonging to the War Department in democratic 
times, from 1834 to 1861, was $6.79 per thousand; total losses from 
1861 to 1875, $1.39 per $1,000. 

In the Navy Department, in the disbursements the losses during 
Jackson’s term per $1,000 were $10.53; in Pierce’s term, $7.42; dur- 
ing Buchanan’s term, $3.49; during General Grant’s term, fifty cents 
per $1,000, Total democratic, $4.87; total republican, $2.41. Indian 
Bureau: Here our democratic friends have so much to say about ex- 
travagance that this table will be read with interest. The losses dur- 
ing Jackson’s administration per $1,000 were $10.76; in Buchanan’s 
time, $68.58 per $1,000. (1 suppose these were the reform times that 
our democratic friends desire to bring us back to;) during Grant’s 
time, seventeen cents per $1,000. The total loss in democratic times, 
$17.39 per $1,000 ; during republican administrations, $3.23 per $1,000. 

Losses on account of pensions during democratic administrations, 
$4.36 per $1,000; during republican administrations, $1.21 per $1,000. 

In the Post-Office Department during democratic administrations, 
losses on each $1,000 were $3.04; during republican administrations, 
$1.38. From miscellaneous sources, losses in democratic times was 
$18.61 per $1,000 as against $4.08 in republican times. The total 
losses per $1,000 on disbursements from all sources from 1834 to 1961 
during democratic administrations was $9.02, while during republican 
times it was only seventy-eight cents per $1,000. And it may be added 
here that the losses during republican administrations are recent, and 
it is estimated at the Departments that 25 per cent. of what is put 
down as losses recently will finally be recovered, so that actually the 
losses during republican administrations will be probably 25 per cent. 
less than the figures here given. 

When the republicans came into power it was found that looseness 
and disorder in all the departments of Government were the rule and 
order and care were the exception. 

Congress was in the habit of making appropriations in gross and 
in indetinite sums. The Departments were permitted the widest range 
and discretion. 

Under republican rule all appropriations were made in the greatest 
possible detail and in specific sums, leaving little or nothing to the 
discretion of the officers of the Government. 

Now the conditions that obtained in democratic times are reversed, 
and we find order, care, and integrity the rule, and looseness and 
disorder the exception. 


As a sample of the way things were done in old times, I give the 
following: 


On pages 257 and 262, finance report for 1854, in the report of Special Agent 
Gouge, of November 27, 134, will be found statements showing the careful method 
in which public moneys were kept in the better days of the Republic, and the 


a economic method by which transfers of such moneys were made in 
days. 


Mr. Minor, who undertook to transfer the $100,000 from New York te New Or- 
leans, as far as known to the Department, has not yet reached his destination. 

The amount appears on the list of defaulters sent the House by the Treasury 
Department, charged against the City Bank of Columbus, Ohio. 


This is but a sample of hundreds of others that are shown on the 
books of the Treasury Department and in the report sent to the House. 

The system of checks and balances, instituted since the republican 
party came into power, renders such a transaction impossible. 

The burden of the democratic song is now the cry of corruption. I 
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admit there is corruption in Government officers; I do not expect it 
to be otherwise as long as human nature is what it is. 

To the charge of extravagance and corruption against the Adminis- 
tration so often made, I desire to say that in the discharge of my dity 
as a member of the Appropriation Committee I have had occasion to 
meet many of the officers directly in charge of the expenditures of 
the appropriations made by ey 

It affords me pleasure to say that they are a superior body of men 
in all that pertains to genuine manhood, and they will rank in intelli- 
gence and honesty and in an honest discharge of duty with any pri- 
vate employment in this or any other country; while private employ- 
ers pay for similar service greater salaries than these men can possi- 
bly receive. It therefore is a duty and a pleasure to say this for a 
class of men who are constantly maligned by the opposition for the 
sole purpose of making party capital. There are, possibly, among 
these men, here and there, one who is wanting in official integrity, 
It is expecting too much of human nature not to find it so, as the 
reign of democracy fora period of a quarter of a century conclusively 
proves. Investigation shows that the average of this class was far 
greater in numbers and costs to the Government under democratic 
than during republican rule. 

I make the statement deliberately that,in my judgment and in 
the judgment of all candid men having knowledge of the subject, 
never in the history of the country was there as much capacity and 
integrity exhibited by the officers in charge of the administration of 
the Government as there is to-day. In making thisstatement I make 
full allowance for‘all the disclosures made by the committees of in- 
vestigation this session. My opportunity for knowing these officials 
has been that of an actual, personal contact with and knowledge of 
them such as is enjoyed by but few of the public men of the country. 

I do not believe that any of the walks of society can show an equal 
number of men more capable, more honest, and more deserving iu 
all respects than these men. 

As an illustration of the loose manner in which the House con- 
ducts its business, I will refer to one case as a sample. A demo- 
cratic member offered a resolution calling for a list of the names, 
places of residence, and number of shares held by each of the stock- 
holders of the national banks, the object being to obtain the names 
of members of Congress who were shareholders. ‘To answer this re 
quest it required fifty-two months of the labor of the clerks, equal to 
the labor of one clerk for four and a half years. The cost of answering 
this resolution, including the labor, stationery, and printing, was 
about $20,000. 

This House has utterly failed to act on a proposition of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, agreed to by the republican Senate six montlis 
ago, relating to the refunding of the 6 per cent. bonds into a bond 
bearing interest at the rate of 44 per cent., thereby saving to the 
country the sum of five millions annually in the payment of interest. 
If the House had acted promptly on this matter, by this time the 
refunding would probably have been an accomplished fact and the 
sum named above saved annually to the people. 

There are lying in the committee-rooms of this House bills unacted 
upon, introduced by gentlemen from the South, aggregating a sun 
of not less than $2,000,000,000, to be warmed into actual, real life by 
the success of Tilden and Uendricks. 

Not acted on this session; why? Because if pressed now they would 
injuré the prospects of democratic success. 

Another of the reform movements of this House was the passage of 
the following proviso to one of the clauses of the sundry civil bill: 

Provided, That all of the provisions of title 26 of the Revised Statutes of tho 
United States in relation to the registration of voters and the appointment of su 
pervisors of elections, and deputy and special deputy marshals, and touching tl: 
supervision of elections are hereby repealed. 

It will be seen that the repeal wonld remove all restraint against 
dishonest voting in the great cities of the country as well as in the 
States where the rights of the colored men to vote are flagrantly in- 
terfered with. With this law repealed, Tammany Hall and John Mor- 
rissey could give ‘Tilden so large a majority as to overcome the honest 
vote of the State, as was done in 1868, when General Grant and Jolin 
A. Griswold were cheated out of the vote of the State, and that, too, 
under the management of the present democratic candidate for Pres'- 
dent. I make this statement on the authority of the last democrat 
candidate for the Presidency. / 

I put with it the circular letter sent to the faithful all overthe State; 
the compliance with the suggestions therein contained enabled the 
present democratic candidate for the Presidency, the then chairman 
of the democratic State committee, to (by withholding the announce- 
ment of the count in the city of New York until he heard from the 
State) count enough votes in the city to give the State to Seymour 
and Hoffman : 

{Private and strictly confidential. | 


Rooms oF Democratic StaTE COMMITTEF. 

October 27, 186%. 
My Dear Sir: Please at once to communicate with some reliable person in tliree 
or four principal towns and in each city of your county, and request him er ot 
duly arran for this end) to telegraph to William M. Tweed, Tammany Hall, at 


the minute of closing the polls, not waiting for the count, such person's estimate 
of the vote. 


Let the telegraph be as follows: a 
“This town will show a democratic gain (or loss) over last year of (number.”) OT 


this one, if sufficiently certain; “ This town will give a republican (or democratic) 
majority of ——.” 


Ra en eee 
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There is, of course, an important object to be attained by a simultaneous trans 
mission at the hour of closing the polls, but not longer waiting. Opportunity can 
be taken of the usual half-hour lull in the telegraphic communications over lines 
before actual results begin to be declared, and before the Associated Press absorb 
the telegraph with returns and interfere with individual messages ; and give orders 
to wateh carefully the count. 

Very truly, yours, 
SAMUEL J. TILDEN, Chairman. 

I submit that this gentleman will mike an excellent reform candi- 
date for the democracy. 

As a further proof of the reform qualities of this model reformer, 
the democratic candidate for the Presidency, I append here a letter 
from the last democratic candidate for the Presidency, a witness who 
certainly will not be impeached. 

In the New York Tribune of November 9, 1869, Mr. Greeley, in a 
second letter to Samuel J. Tilden, chairman of the democratic State 
committee, arraigns Tilden for his complicity in this gigantic villainy 
and holds him to a just accountability. In this letter Mr. Greeley 
reviews the labors of the constitutional convention of 1867; the defeat 
of the results of its labors, the “reform constitution,” by the great 
champion of reform, Samuel J. Tilden, at the election of 1569; the 
defeat of a fair registration and the means of purging the ballot-box 
of its notoriously infamous frauds, and of securing to the people and 
State a fair election. Mr. Greeley reviews all in detail in the light 
of incontrovertible facts, and says: 


a 


But while honesty and law act emetiniy, villainy ever sleeps with one eye 
open,and plans new and more subtle devices for circumventing justice and overthrow- 
ing — Had no illegal vote been polled in this city and Brooklyn, General Franz 
Siegel would now be our secretary-elect, as Grant, in the absence of fraud, would 
have received the electoral vote of our State by more than 20,000 majority. Let me 
mul demonstrations on this point: Since your party pretends to believe our 
last census erroneous and imperfect, I put that aside and appeal to official 
returns whereof no one can even affect to doubt the accuracy. Here follows the 
number of deaths in several of the lower wards of our city, where your party has 
swelled its vote so monstrously in the past two or three elections : 





















Number of deaths in the lower wards. 


| 


12859. | 1961. 














Wards. | 1855. | 1858 | 1362, | 1864. | 1968. 

| | 
Wate svxxendes Seance e44| 934) 817/ Tet] wa} ese} 649 
PG aunt ie itebweusl 1, 142 874 933 | 1,054 | 928] — 970 697 
OEE nunaneodincin | 1, 189 1,134 1,040 1, 017 | 1,018 | 1,156 1, 103 
Fourteenth............ 776 913 858 | 806 798 | 1,006 736 
Datel Aiducnke- 3,951 | 3,855 | 3,648 | 3,658) 3,512| 3,970] 3,185 

| 





Now, Mr. Tilden, you know that those wards have not increased in aggregate 
population since 1855. People who live packed up in tenement houses fronting the 
narrowest, crookedest, worst smelling streets of our city die at least as fast as those 
who live in more cleanly, airy, and commodious quarters ; and the increase or dim- 
inution of the population of these wards is accurately reflected in their annual return 
of deaths. Now look at their total vote at our several presidential elections since 
1855 and at our State elections last week : 




















Wards | 1856. | 1860, | 1864. | 1868. 1869. 
| ' 

| | | | 
Fourth ..... 2,689 | 2,535] 2,820] 4,310) 3,865 
Sixth... 2,880} 2.924] 3,781] 5,401] 3,274 
Seventh 4,454 | 4,800) 5,259] 8.160] 5,864 
Fourteenth 3,218 | 3,578 | 5, |} 5,252] 4,214 
WN i eI cin canes 13,241 | 13, 837 | 16,920 | 23,123 | 20, 037 

i | 





You know what these figures prove as well as Ido. You know that every vote 
was drawa out that could s in the intensely contested election of 1860, and that 
nota few were then polled which had no right to be. You know that the popula- 
tion of these wards has not increased, yet they polled over 9,000 more in 1868 than 
they did in 1860, and over 6 000 more in 1869, when the sixth ward cast 873 more 
than her monstrous vote of last year, and considerably more than double her vote 
in 1860 or 1864. 

I do not instance these cases as worse than others. Probably none of them are 
so bad as that of the twenty-first ward, where your sheriff bears sway. But the 
twenty-first is a as ward; 30 I confine myself to those which the bills of 
mortality clearly show to be less populous to-day than they were when their aggre- 
gate vote was but 13,241 against the 23,232 they rolled up for Hoffman last fall. 

Mr. Tilden, you have confederates who will chuckle over this exposé, as showing 
that “the democrats know how,” and that. they can never be driven from power. 
* What if the public judgment condemns us! Let our repeaters vote twice more 
all round, and we'll come out all right.” But I believe in God, and feel a profound 
conviction that the fruits of triumph thus achieved will turn to ashes on the lips 
of the victors. I believe you will yet realize that an honest defeat would have 
—_ more advantageous to you in the long run than either of your fraudulent vic- 

ories. 


I will print here a table showing the reduced cost of Government ex- 

penditures year by year since 1866, which conclusively shows the gen- 
eral good management of the Administration. A constant decrease 
of expenses is shown in all Departments of Government except the 
Post-Office Department. 
_ In making these reductions the number of clerks has been reduced 
in the Departments at Washington to the number of twenty-five 
hundred and to the number of five thousand men throughont the en- 
tire country. The Post-Office Department of course shows an annual 
increase in proportion to the growth of the country. 


REDUCTION OF PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 











The following table shows the expenditures of the Government for 


the fiscal years from 1865 to 1876, 
year from 1365: 


inclusive, with the reduction each 









| maximum. 
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SE ea , 133, 873 17; reduction. .............. 

DE Msghdecvecencscose 74, 623, 392 84; reduction............. . 
RS 258, 500, 000 00 ; reduction............... 16, 123, ¢ 


While this constant reduction was going on Congress gradually re- 
duced taxation, making the reduction of expenses and the reduction 
of taxation go hand in hand. Our present pretended reformers pre- 
tend to large reduction of expenses, but are not willing to reduce 
taxes. 

This illustrates the difference between the policies of the two par- 
ties now contending for supremacy. 

The following table shows the dates of the acts of Congress reduc- 
ng taxes and of the amount of the annual reduction : 


REDUCTION OF TAXES BY ACTS OF CONGRESS, 


The following exhibits the estimated reduction of annual internal taxation and 
customs duties under the laws mentioned 


I II Ri hvin ova Acetate addin meinen ne oumatiniaiel 365, 000, 000 00 
Se etiniensiec coud cdakan taitead: konvndeeacwe atacand 40, 000, 000 00 
Act of February 3, 1862 _ sen leita aeisiniecrdhdialiicinalare adentananmeial 23, 000, 000 00 
DAE Fe FB GRO SONe BD, BOND. oo ooc oc ccvvccsensccvovcesdvceucces 45, 000, 000 00 
i in Loan dee cenud ernesdcnckhapeecucesodoesgaukesnans 78, 848, 827 33 
GO OE Tia © GE SONG G, MOTB. aos. deccedccuicdctstetvescsecwocsvess 51, 823, 761 38 


Time will not permit me to go further into details. 

The great republican party, besides saving the Republic whose de- 
struction was sought not only by the rebellion but by all the crowned 
heads of the world, (save the Czar of Russia,) has shown itseif capable 
of adjusting the delicate task of reconstruction, and to-day, but eleven 
years since the close of the war, every State is fully represented on 
this floor. 

This great party has given freedom and citizenship to all its peo- 
ple. Every one of its great fundamental principles form a part of the 
Constitution and are the accepted principles of all parties. As a prac- 
tical business-like party it hag reduced the per capita expenses (less 
war expenses) twenty-five cents below what it was when it assumed 
governmental power. 

Since this party assumed control it has reduced the average annual 
cost of clerks by the sum of $175 each and they do 50 per cent. more 
work. 

The losses on the collections and disbursements of the public fands 
have greatly decreased. 

The system of checks and balances in the keeping governmental 
accounts is vastly improved. 

The character and capacity of Government officials are greatly bet- 
tered. 

The Government credit which stood at 12 per cent. interest on its 
loans is now reduced to 44 per cent. 

It has gradually year by year since the war reduced expenses and 
taxation. 

It has paid nearly $600,000,000 of the public debt in the last eleven 
years. 

" It has provided for every obligation of the Government, including 
the sinking fund. 

It has reduced the annual interest burden by $45,000,000. 
pensioned the brave soldiers who fought to save the country. 

It may not at all times have done the wisest thing, and some of its 
officials have been dishonest and corrupt. 

But it has a glorious record, one that causes its adherents to rejoice 
and be glad that they share its glories. 

To put against this party, the democracy propose economy and re- 
form, when they have not shown a single characteristic that entitles 
them to the appellation of reformers. Under this cry they will try to 
have the people forget that the complete fruition of reconstraction 
is not yet an accomplished fact. 

They want us to forget that democratic success means the practical 
loss of the rights of citizenship to the colored people of the South. 
With democratic success these rights will exist only in name. 

They want the people to forget that hundreds of millions of war 
claims are to be paid, dependent upon their success, 

They wantthe people to forget the many schemes of southern plunder 
that will be accomplished facts with their ascendency. 

The people who saved the Republic are ever watchful and alert. 
They who have sacrificed so much to make the old flag an emblem 
of freedom and glory will not trust gentlemen with power who sought 
to trail it in the dust and substitute in its place the stars and bars, 
until they manifest a spirit that will assure them that the great prin- 
ciples fought for and won are secure in their hands. 

The spectacle of a people turning over the destinies of a great conn- 
try to the very nen who sought to destroy it will not be witnessed 
for four years to come at least. 

The following statement shows reductions and postponements 
finally agreed upon by both Houses : 


It has 
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Statement showing the reduction and postponements of appropriations as 
jinally agreed upon. 
Tension 6, 500 00 
Military Academy. .. ‘ , 675 00 
Consular and diplomatic ous 216, 405 50 
Fortitication 535, 000 00 
Legislative , 528, 276 99 
River and barbor , 643, 517 50 
Deficiencies “ q , 975 62 
707 00 
Naval.... ‘ ate , 260, 651 00 
Indian . one 690, 437 53 
Army.. > , 946, 662 10 
sundry ee 
29, 944, 352 86 
Deduct deficiency 3, 886, 975 62 
26, 057, 377 24 
Deduct Court of Claims 
Indefinite for assay gilice. . . 
Indefinite 


$2, 000, 000 00 
500, 000 00 
500, 000 00 
——————=— 3 000,000 00 

23, 057, 377 24 
Deduct also— 

ON Bo. thcleatiinse devia hanvedh epee $1, 500, 000 00 

Washington Monument 200, 000 00 

Pennsylvania avenue 200, 000 00 

IP A ERE Ss ee ae 200, 000 00 

New York post-oflice 227, 000 00 

Agricultural Reports 130, 000 00 

—_—s_ 2,457, 000 00 


20, 600, 377 24 

Mr. SAVAGE. Mr. Speaker, in the time granted to me I shall not 
he able to elaborate any of the points upon which I propose to touch. 
But I cannot resist the temptation which the opportunity affords to 
me of indulging in a few remarks upon the testimony taken by the 
Committee on Ecneodibune in the Treasury Department. And the 
temptation is greatly enhanced when I consider some of the speeches 
made upon the opposite side of this Hall, comparing the corruption 
and stealing of the present Administration with the democratic Ad- 
ministrations before the war and with the management of the present 
llouse of Representatives, notably the speeches delivered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HurLBur]) and the gentleman from 
Maine, [ Mr. HALE. ] 

The first case of improper conduct (which out in the country where 
I was raised would be called stealing, but which, I suppose, out of def- 
erence to the custom which has grown up of late years I must call “an 
irregularity”) is the case ef Parkman & Brooks; and that I may do 
no injustice I will give you a brief statement of the case in the lan- 
guage of Mr. Wilson, the Solicitor of the Treasury, as contained in an 
ollicial letter to Secretary Bristow, bearing date December 31, 1874. 
The letter of the Solicitor is printed in full, commencing on page 79 
of the statements and letters relative to captured and abandoned 
property. The extract which I wish to read is as follows: 


Actual reduction and postponement 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Orrick oF THE SOLIcrTOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. 0., December 31, 1874. 


Sim: * * * Tt appears that in the year 1865, George L. Carleton, then United 
States depositary te acting surveyor of customs at Memphis, Tennessee, issucd 
to J. W. Page, jr., president of the Commercial Bank at that place, certificates of 
deposit on aceount of subscriptions to 7.30 Government bonds to the amount of 
$556,945, taking therefor, instead of money, Page's individual checks. 

It is alleged by Page, and the evidence tends to show, that neither the bank nor 
himself received any advantage from these transactions other than the difference of 
«xchange, but that the proceeds of the sales of these bonds were all placed, as soon 
as received, to the credit of Parkman, Brooks & Co., and drawn out by them. 

In May, 1875, the checks of Page, thus held by Carleton, were given up by him, 
and canceled at the solicitation of Page, on the ground that Parkman & Brooks 
had received the proceeds of the bonds, Carleton receiving in their place from Page 
the checks of Parkman, Brooks & Co. of like date and amount. 

Phe evidence shows, however, that the checks of Parkman, Brooks & Co. were 
obtained by Page in April, 1865, in their absence from Memphis, from a Mr. Learned, 
who was claimed to be their partner, and who was authorized to draw checks in 
the firm-name in the ordinary course of business, and who also was accustomed to 
sign as partner the name of the firm. 

In May, 1865, Parkman, Brooks & Co. denied the authority of Learned to sign 
their name to checks. 

In this state of affairs the Secretary of the Treasury sent aspecial agent to in- 
vestigate the matter. From his report it appears that Parkman, Brooks & Co. ac- 
knowledge themselves indebted to the Commercial Bank and were willing to as- 
sume and secure, as best they could, $201,603.12 of the checks held by Carleton on 
being discharged by the bank. 

Acting upon the conclusion that the proposal of Parkman & Brooks was the best 
on the facts that could be had, the agent of the Treasury obtained from them, on 
settlement of the checks held by Carleton, five notes aggregating $201,003.12, four 
of them dated August 14, 1865, and one August 16, 1865. 

The egent, however, did an unauthorized act himself in this matter which he was 
investigating. He made at the sametime—August 14, 1865—in behalf of the United 
States, a contract with F. W. Brooks, one of the tirm of Parkman, Brooks & Co., for 
collecting and delivering to Treasury agents certain lots of confiscable cotton and 
property. 

The contract was made, as is alleged by the agent, for the purpose of securing 
the payment of Parkman & Brooks's note. 

By its terms the share of Brooks in the proceeds of property delivered over and 
above actual expenses was to be applied to the payment of four of Parkman & 
Brooks's notes, amounting to $150,000. Brooks understood when the contract was 
made that it was a“ to the a val of the Secretary of the Treasury, bat, 
without waiting for this approval agreed, in writing, to this application of the 
proceeds, and proceeded to collect the property. 

The Seeretary, however, refused to ratify the contrac and Brooks was notified 


that it terminated on the 20th of August, 1865. : 
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In the mean time Brooks claimed that he had collected six hundred and forty. 
four bales of cotton under the contract, and made a claim therefor, which, on the 
30th of April, 1866, evidently with some hesitation, the Secretary of the Treasury 
decided to allow to the extent of one quarter of the six hundred and forty-four 
ng full, and to credit the amount allowed upon the notes given by Parkman « 

Srooks. 

This credit, amounting in the whole to $24,315.75, was accordingly indorsed upon 
the note of $94,000, namely, May 18, 1866, $21,112.55, and June 25, 1866, $3,203.20. 

This is all the money ever awarded to Parkman & Brooks by the Treasury De. 
partment for cotton collected under the Risley contract, as a by the recorils. 

They were allowed, however, another sum, amounting to $33,297.23, the history 
of which is as follows: Some time in May, 1865, a claim was made by one A. K. 
Shepard and Parkman & Brooks for the proceeds of 19,700 bales of cotton collected by 
the agents of the Treasury, on the grounds that the claimants had purchased it un- 
= proper authority from the confederate government for delivery to the Treasury 

Jepartment. E 
he Secretary declining to consider the claim thus presented, the parties then 
made a claim for salvage, alleging that, having acquired an interest in the cotton, 
they had, through their influence with the military authorities of both armies anid 
by the expenditure of money and personal attention, saved the same from loss and 
amage. 

In this form the Secretary decided to allow $157,944.66, dividing this sum into 
three drafts, for the pu of keeping the interest of Parkman & Brooks, which 
was 40 per cent., amounting to $33,297.22, se te, for the reason that at the same 
time he determined to apportion the share of that firm in part payment of tho in. 
debtedness due from them to the United States on their five notes. 

This application was made with the knowledgeand consentof Parkman & Brooks 
and their attorney, and theamount was afterward sent to the Treasurer of the United 
States, and, in point of fact, credited to the indebtedness of Carleton, which was 
the same thing, for what was paid on the notes of Parkman & Brooks would liqui 
date to that extent the indebtedness of Carleton. 

Parkman & Brooks, not having paid the balance due on their notes, they were 
afterward, namely, June 25, 1869, put in suit by the United States attorney at Mem- 
pis. Tennessee, which suit was pending until May, 1874, when it was dismissed 

y direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The reason of the dismissal was as follows: On the 13th of December, 1873, one 
P. D. Roddy made an application to the Secretary of the Treasury for the $33,297. 2x, 
the history and the disposition of which I have just related, on the ground that this 
sum had been adjud. to Parkman & Brooks in settlement of what was known as 
the Shepard case, and that the interest of Parkman & Brooks in this case and in 
other cotton and confederate property reported by Brooks under the Risley cou 
tract had been assigned to him previous to the settlement. 


It will be observed that in the first settlement with Carleton, the 
defaulting agent of the United States, the special agent sent to settle 
said claim sacrified more than one-half of the entire claim ; the orig- 
inal claim being $556,945, and the agent accepting the notes of Park- 
man & Brooks for $201,003.12 on their admission that they were in- 
debted to the Commercial Bank inthatamount. During the years of 
1565 and 1866 Parkman & Brooks, it will be observed, had by their 
dealing with the Government obtained credit upon said notes to the 
amount of $57,613.03, up to this time at least not claiming that they 
had any defense to said notes. And thus the matter runs along until 
1369, when the balance due on said notes not having been paid, they 
were put in suit, so says the Solicitor of the Treasury; and said suits 
were permitted to drag along until May, 1874, when they were dis- 
bea by direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, as will be seen 
by examining the following letters. I read first the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on page 74 of the document to which I have 
referred : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
ry 20, 1574. 

Sim: It having been decided by the proper accounting officer of this Department 
that certain notes execated by Parkman, Brooks & Co., now in your possession, 
*‘are invalid and impose no obligation on the makers,” I have to request that they 
may be returned to this office, and that any suits now pending in relation to said 
notes may be discontinued. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. A. RICHARDSON, 
Secretary. 
Hon. E. C. BANFIELD, 
Solicitor of the Treasury. 

I shall examine hereafter who this “ proper accounting officer” of 
the Treasury was to whom reference is made in this letter. 

I now read the letter of Mr. Banfield, the then Solicitor of the 
Treasury, from the same page, and it will be observed that Mr. Ban- 
field, the law officer of that Department, did not concur with the 
Secretary’s “ proper accounting-oflicer” of the Treasury. 

It is as follows : 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICR OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. 0., March 6, 1874. 


Str: It has been decided by the Treasury Department that the notes of Parkman, 
Brooks & Co., upon which suits are pending in your district, are invalid and impose 


no ae on the makers. 

While I cannotagree with the decision reached by the Department in this regard, 
Tam constrained by the terms of the Secretary's letter to me, a copy of which I in- 
close, to ask you to comply with the request therein contained. 


Very respectfally, 
ee * E. C. BANFIELD, 
Solicitor of the Treasury. 
W. W. Murray, Esq., 
United States Attorney, Memphis, Tennessee. 


Now how was this decision arrived af, and what was the occasicn 
for it? Iwill explain. On the 13th of December, 1873, one P. D. 
Roddy filed a petition in the Treasury Department, claiming to be the 
owner of the interest of Parkman & Brooks, and also claiming that 
the original notes were void and created no obligation on the part of 
said firm of Parkman & Brooks, and asking the Department to pay 
to him the amounts which had been credited upon said notes. This 

tition it will be observed was filed more than seven years after the 
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date of the credits upon said notes; and I might say right here, as I 


go along, by a party who was before or about the same time mixed 
up with this same Brooks, of the firm of Parkman & Brooks, in a dis- 
reputable swindle of the Treasury Department with a certain seal- 
lock, with which they swindled the Government out of thousands and 
thousands of dollars, and therefore the Secretary of the Treasury 
should have been upon his guard, unless he was a party to the steal, 
for I can eall it nothing less. This petition was referred to Mr. So- 
licitor Banfield, the only person who, in the language of the Secretary, 
could be called “the proper accounting oflicer of the Department,” to 
give an opinion upon such asubject. Mr. Banfield gave the matter his 
attention and had prepared a letter giving in full his reasons for 
deciding against Mr. Roddy’s claim, but which had not yet been for- 
warded to the Secretary of the Treasury, when on the 28th of Janu- 
ary, 1874, he received the following polite note from Mr. Sawyer, the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury: 

Mr. BANFIELD: 

Please return the Roddy claim and papers, and oblige yours, very truly, 

F. A. SAWYER. 

Now, why was this claim taken out of the hands of Mr. Banfield 
just at that time ? Plainly for the reason that it had been discovered 
that he was going to decide against it. There can be and there is no 
other reason given for the act. 

It was no sooner taken out of his hands than it was referred to a 
Mr. William T. Haines, the Commissioner of Customs, whom the Sec- 
retary designates as “the proper accounting officer of the Depart- 
ment.” The only reason which I can see from the testimony why he 
should be called that is that he had his mind made up to allow the 
claim before it was referred to him, as I think the testimony which I 
shall quote hereafter will abundantly prove; but on this particular 
point I desire now to read from the testimony of Mr. Joseph Burr, an 
employé of the Treasury Department at this time. He said: 

Question, Please state to the committee, if you can, who was the proper account- 
ing officer to pass upon the validity of these notes ? 

Answer. There is no accounting officer that has that power. 

ht Do you know, in fact, what oflicer it was that assumed to have that authority 
and power ! 

A. I know who it was that reported that they were invalid. 

Q. State to the committee who it was. 

A. It was William T. Haines. 

Q. What was his position ? 

A. Commissioner of Customs. 


I have read from page 38 of the testimony taken by said commit- 
tee, which I think shews very satisfactorily that the reference of this 
matter to Haines was a mere arbitrary exercise of power on the part 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and it might as well have been re- 
ferred, so far as the propriety of the thing is concerned, to any other 
ollicer of the Treasury. The motive which actuated the Secretary, 
then, must be looked for somewhere else than in the propriety of re- 
ferring it to this officer. I think, however, before I get through I 
shall be able to show from the testimony, in the most conclusive man- 
ner, just the motive actuating all of the parties to this most infamous 
transaction. I read from the testimony of Mr. Gough, at present a 
clerk in the Department, pages 15 and 16: 


Question. Do yon know anything abu 1t the cotton claim of Parkman, Brooks & 
Co., and about the manner in which it was paid, the amount of it, and the persons 
at whose instance it was paid 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. State now to the committee, without the necessity of more particular inquiry, 
all you know in reference to that matter. 

A. I think it was in January, 1874, W. T. Haines, who was then Commissioner of 
Customs, sent for me and requested me to withdraw from the files the account of 
George N. Carleton, who was surveyor and special agent at Memphis, Tennessee. 
Ifind the record shows that I went down that day and withdrew the account my- 
self, and took it to Mr. Haines. He then asked me for a receipt and papers given 
by H. A. Risley in the Parkman, Brooks & Co. case. Mr. Barstow, who was a clerk 
in the office, was in there with Mr. Haines. I found the papers, and handed them 
over to him, and hesaid that was all he wanted of me, and Pitte. During that week 
I saw this Frank Brooks and Mr. Barstow and Mr. Haines together, and I had been 
informed by Mr. Noerr that Parkman, Brooks & Co. were after that claim again ; 
oe the case to have been brought up some years previous, and that it had been 
allowed these parties, the same claim, but the money was not to be paid to them, 
but to be applied to notes held by the Government in the hands of the Solicitor of 
the Treasury, upon which this money was to be applied to their credit. On the 
%th day of Febrnary, 1874, Mr. Lockwood, who was then chief clerk, came into my 
room and laid down in front of me the claim of Parkman, Brooks & Co., and re- 
quested me to examine and pass the account and enter it on my book. I told Mr. 
Lockwood that I would enter it on my book, but I would not examine it and pass 
it. In that case it required my signature, and I declined to doit. He asked me 
why. I gave him my reasons; I told him I thought it was a bogus claim, and I 
believed the claim had been paid once before. Mr. kwood replied, ‘It is ordered 
by the Secretary, and the Assistant Secretary, and the Commissioner of Customs; 
what are we to doabout it?” I said, “ I don't care anything about it. I will enter 
it on my book, but I will not examine and pass it.” } entered it on my book, and 
passed the account in to Mr. Lockwood. r. Barstow was standing alongside of 
me at the time that I replied to Mr. Lockwood that whoever examined and passed 
timt account should put his name to it, as I was in charge of that branch and it 
would reflect on me. Mr. Barstow spoke up and asked me why I didn’t do it. My 
reply was, “Not bya damned sight. You do it if you are not ashamed of it.” T 
left the office and went back to my desk. Mr. Mahon, the First Auditor, came in 
shortly after and asked me what I did with the account. Says I, “I took it in to 
Mr. Lockwood. I got through with it.” He said he was sorry; he wished he had 
got hold of it. Says I, “He gotit; you can get itthere.” That was a claim for 
$30,000 and odd, and that was on the 9th day of February. 

? What year? 

- Eighteen hundred and seventy-four; and I noticed, as I opened the account 
to enter it, that the warrant had been drawn on the 7th, two days before the account 
was brought in. ° 

% Signed by whom ? 

. Signed by W. T. Haines, but not signed by any other clerk as having exam- 
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ined and passed it, and I being in charge of that branch, I didn't like it; I thought 

at some future day the case might be brought up and the question asked who was 

in charge of that. 

By Mr. STENGER: 
Q. The warrant was dated the 7th? 

. The warrant was dated on the 7th of February, and the account was brought 
in to me to be examined and passed and entered on my book on the 9th, two daya 
afterward, 

By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Proceed now with the history of the case. 

A. About a week after that Mr. Lockwood came in and laid down on my desk 
another account of Parkman, Brooks & Co. I didn’t know that was going through. 
I immediately got up from my desk and told Mr. Lockwood that I would neither 
examine nor pass that account, nor enter it on my book. Says I, “ There is the 
book; you can enter it yourself." And it is entered in Mr. Lockwood's hand- 
writing. 

. Itis entered ? 
. Yes, sir; it is the only case in the book that is entered by Mr. Lockwood, or 
any one else but myself. I declined even to enter that account. 

2. Lockwood held what position ! 

A. He was then chief clerk. 

¢ What was the amount of this last claim ? 


. Twenty-four thousand dollars and odd. The first was $33,000 and some odd, 
and I think the next was $24,000; or it may have been vice versa; I have forgotten 
now which. Those are about the two amounts. 

Q. Any further facts within your knowlege about that matter ? 

A. No, sir; not that I know of, of my own knowledge. 

By Mr. WILson: 

Q. What position did you say Lockwood held ? 
A. He was then chief clerk. 
Q. Chief clerk of what? 
A. Of the Commissioner of Customs. 

Q. And he is now what? 

A. Deputy commissioner of customs. Mr. Lockwood was working under the in- 
structions of the Commissioner. He could not do otherwise. 

Q. Under the instructions of Mr. Haines? 

A. Yes, sir. He was authorized to do what he did ; he could not help himself. 

Q. Was he aware of the nature of the claim ? 

A. I presume he was, but his reply was that the Secretary had ordered it; the 
Secretary and Assistant Secretary had ordered it. 

Q. The Secretary of the Treasury? 

A. Yes, sir; it was approved by Richardson. 

Q. And the assistant had ordered it # 

A. F. A. Sawyer, the Assistant Secretary, and also the Commissioner of Customs ; 
so he had no one to go to. 

By Mr. STENGER: 


Q. Could he not have done what you did, and said he could not enter it? 
A. I presume he could. 
Q. He was not any more bound to do it, was he, than you? 
A. I don’t know as he was. Neither one of the accounts were signed by any 
clerk. 
By Mr. WILson: 


Q. The entry of it in your book was not necessary to the payment of it? 
A. Not necessary to the payment; only recording. 
sy the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. You have been speaking now of the manner and mode in which the Parkman, 
Brooks & Co. claim was passed ! 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q Do you know anything about aclaim which was made as against this fund of 
captured and abandoned property in 1866 by Shepherd, Parkman & Co.? 

A. That is pretty much the same thing—the same identical amounts. That is 
what I said in the first peers the claim had previously been allowed these parties. 

Q. I observe in the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury that on the 1ith of 
December, 1866, Shepherd, Parkman & Co. were allowed $157,444.66. What rela- 
tion do these parties mentioned in this account bear to the firm of Parkman, 
Brooks & Co.? 

A. Shepherd, Parkman & Co. and Parkman, Brooks & Co. are the same concern. 

Q. This amount, then, had been allowed in 1866 1 

A. Yes, sir; I had forgotten the figures. What is the totalof these two amounts, 
$24,000 and odd and $33,000? I didn't give you the exact amount. Will they 
amount to the same thing ! 

Q. No; this is $157,000. 

A. That is a different case altogether, then. I have got a requisition-book of 
requisitions drawn on H. A. Risley and also on F. E. Spinner. Those amounts will 
all be found in those requisition-books. 

Q. You know nothing of this particular claim, then, to which I call your atten- 
tion? 

A. I cannot explain it now. These two claims of Parkman, Brooks & Co. were 
ordered to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, I think, seven or eight years 
ago, to be ongied to their credit on notes held by the Treasury Department against 
Parkman, Brooks & Co., in the hands of the Solicitor of the Treasury. ‘That is as 
I understand it. 

By Mr. STENGER: 

Q. And you understand that those credits were ao pat there? 

A. Yes, sir; and it is upon that ground that I objected to having anything to do 
with this claim. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Notwithstanding that objection, these claims were allowed and the money 
paid again to these parties! 

A. Yes, sir. 

By Mr. WILson: 

Q. Have you reason to believe now thafthose officers who ordered this payment 
were aware of the identical amounts having been credited on those notes b eld by 
the Solicitor of the Treasury previously ? 

A. Ithink that W. T. Hames knew all about it. 

. You are not positive about the other officers of the Treasury knowing it! 

A. No, sir. 

By the CHAIRMAN : 


9 Did you not, though, state as one of your objections to passing upon the claim 
and allowing it, and did you not in refusing even to enter it on the second occasion 
when it was presented, say to the officer who insisted upon its being entered that 
you would not enter it becanse you knew that it had been previously allowed ! 

A. Yes, sir; he asked me to give a statement of the particulars of the case, and 
I did so. In the recerds—I don't know where they are—but in this book there is 
a letter written by me, in lead pencil, with my signature to it, giving the particu- 
lars of this case, and I gave that to Mr. Lockwood. The last I saw of it the grand 
jury had it, and they asked me if it was my writing, and I told them it was. 
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The method of manipulating clerks and working up a job will be 
pretty well developed by a careful examination of the extracts which 
I have read. And let me say here that the clerks in the Department 
are not apt to tell more than they know to be true, especially 
where it reflects in the least upon their superiors. I know the gentle- 
man from Maine [ Mr. HALE] reflected severely upon the character of 
the witnesses who testified before our investigating committees, but 
you will observe thus far I have only alluded to witnesses who are 
at present in good standing in the Treasury Department with the ex- 
ception of Mr. Banfield and Mr. Wilson, and as to them I have only 
referred to their official communication while in office. So that even 
as to them the term “sore-head” does not apply. You will see by this 
extract the anxiety exhibited by Mr. Haines to get possession of the 
papers pertaining to this matter, an anxiety which it is not possible 
that he could have felt in the matter if he had not an ulterior de- 
sign. It was not a mere anxiety to protect the Government and to 
do his duty as a faithful officer, but rather a desire to assist the firm 
of Parkman & Brooks and Roddy to swindle the Government out of 
this large sum of money, as I shall show before I get through by the 
most incontestible evidence. Before following that line any further 
I desire to read an extract or two from the testimony of another wit- 
ness showing the fraudulent and rotten character of this whole con- 
cern of Parkman & Brooks with P. D. Roddy thrown in. I read from 
pages 32 and 33 of the testimony an extract taken from the testimony 
of Mr. Burr, also at this time a clerk in the Treasury Department: 


By Mr. WILs0n : 


Question. You say those papers will tell all that you can tell about it? 

Answer. Those papers will tell everything that is necessary to know in regard 
to the claim, I think. If there are other papers in the case—and I don't know of 
any others—I don't think they are material. 


By Mr. STENGER: 


Q. Your answer was not a direct answer to Mr. WILSON's question. He asked 
whether those papers will tell all that you know about the case ? 

A. All that I know about the one hundred and fifty-seven thousand-dollar case 

«). Do the papers in regard to the subsequent claim show all that you know about 
that! 

A. They do not show all matter to which I was called to testify before the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

Q. How much was the last claim made for? 

A. My recollection of it is that it was made for $33,000 and some fraction over. 

{). Do you know anything of the means resorted to to procure the passage of 
that claim which do not appear upon the papers as there filed ? 

A. Lhave knowledge of a great deal of matter which relates to the passage of 
the claim which does not oceur upon the papers at all. 

Q. Did the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice take your 
testimony fully on that point ! 

A. Well, they took a good deal of testimony upon that point. 

Q. Did they pump you dry on it! 

A. Pretty nearly so, I am inclined to think. 

Q. Did you lay before the grand jury of this District, a short time ago, the of- 
ficial data relating to this claim ! 

A. 1 did, sir. Ah, yes, sir; the papers were all there, and I explained them to 
them as fully as I could. 

Q. Those are the same papers that are now on file in the Office of the Solicitor 
of the Treasury 1 

A. The same papers, other than a kind of an abstract of the case which I made 
out some time ago. 

4 Can you procure those papers and lay them before the committee ? 

. L can procure all, with the exception of that abstract, which has been lost. 

. There was aclaim of John Duncan, December 18, 1866, for $97,224.26. Can you 
tell me who were the attorneys for that claim ? 

A. I cannot, sir. 

Q. Do you know what attorney it was that finally procured the passage of the 
Parkman, Brooks & Co. claim? 

A. The one hundred and fifty-thousand-dollar claim ? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Mr. Logan. 

Q. Who procured the passage of the subseqnent Parkman, Brooks & Co. claim? 

A. There was no attorney or professional cleim agent in the case. The gentle- 
men who interested themselves to my knowledge were Senator SPENCER, and Mr. 
Alexander White, a member of Congress from Alabama. Those two gentlemen 
interested themselves in the matter, but further than that I have no knowledge of 
any person except themselves, Brooks and Roddy. 

Q. Where did Brooks and Roddy reside ! 

A. I think they may have been said to have resided at that time in the State of 
New York more than anywhere else. 

Are they still living? 
Mr. Brooks is living; Roddy is also, so far as I know. I have seen Mr. 
Roddy frequently ; Brooks I never saw to kuow him. 

Q. Can you give their fall names and their present places of residence ? 

A. Mr. Roddy always signed his name P. D. Roddy, and I think it is Philip. 
That is the way he is indicted, as Philip. Brooks's name is Frank W. Brooks. He 
has been in Washington a great deal; he may be to-«lay for aught I know. 

2 Do you mean recently ? 

. Quite recently, as I have heard; but I do not know him or about him, except 
as Lhave been told. Roddy, I am told, has been for four or five months in En- 
gland. 

. Whois Parkman? e 

. He was a man who was in partnership with Brooks at Memphis, Tennessee, 
but Iam inclined to think he has never been in Washington in regard to any of 
these claims; that Brooks used the firm-name, ed it; and so far as the firm's 
having any existence now I have no knowledge. It had existence many years ago, 
but I have no knowledge that it is in existence now. A great deal of the matter 
was mythical to my mind—a shadow. It was vory hard to find anything about it 
that was solid. 

. Either about the firm or the claim f 

. Anything connected with it; the whole performance. The claim which I 
spoke of for 000 was the only matter that came to the Solicitor of the Treasury 
and to me asaclerk there. Another amount in addition to that was allowed to 
these persons, being some $24,000, which they did not claim originally, which two 
sums made up the $57,000. The second amount was considered as due to them 
necessarily if the first amount was; therefore the amount that was allowed was 
$57,000 im the two claims which they secured. The second allowance was com- 

of two items, one of $24,000 and one of $33,000. That was allowed to them 
n February, 1874. 


August? 14, 


Q. Can you tell me if any one, and, if so, who argued the case before Mr. Tayler 
so as to convince him that he could exercise that power under that act ? : 

A. I don't think any one argued the case before Mr. Tayler; but of that I have 
no knowledge. I know the case was argued before me by several gentlemen. It 
was not argued, because there was no argument in favor of it that could be pro 
duced; there were efforts made to induce me to recommend it. 

Q. Was it presented to you with a view to having you recommend its payment? 

A. Yes, sir; to the Solicitor. 

9. By whom? 

A. Commissioner of Customs William T. Haines and Philip D. Roddy; no 
others. They had a number of personal interviews with me, and in those interviews 
they endeavored to present reasons to me why I should report to the Solicitor of 
the Treasury favorably upon the claim ; in my judgment those reasonsamounted to 
nothing. The reasons for its allowance that were given me and urged by Roddy 
and Haines were that the President had ordered its allowance. P 

. Did they produce you any evidence of that fact? 

. Genera idy showed me a paper to which was signed the name U.S Grant - 
whether the President signedit or not I don't know, for I have no knowledge of 
his signature at all. The paper amounted to a certificate in favorof General Roddy's 
veracity—that he was a man worthy of belief, and statements made by him could 
be relied upon. The exact words I cannot clearly call to my mind. 

Q. Was there any mention of this claim in the paper! 

A. Nothing at all. That is the position I took with these gentlemen—that al 
though they might use the r to engineer the claim through, nevertheless it did 
not seem to me that it would bear that construction. I said tothem also that there 
was no use urging it even if it did, for I did not pass papers on that kind of evi- 
dence. 

Nothing which I could say, Mr. Speaker, would add to the strength 
of this testimony and from one whom our friends on the other side 
dare not assail,for he is still in their employ. 

Mr. Speaker, I have stated that before I was through I would show 
that Mr. Banfield’s opinion was known, and that the knowledge of his 
adverse opinion was the ¢ause of the papers being withdrawn from 
him before he had time to make a report, and further that they were 
afterward referred to Mr. Haines because it was known that he was 
a supple tool that could be used, and that in fact the decision was 
made by him in favor of Roddy’s bogus claim before the papers were 
placed in his hands. I think the circumstances already detailed, 
added to the direct testimony which I have already cited, abun- 
dantly prove both propositions. But 1 have one more extract on this 
point which I will detain the House to read. This extract is from 
the testimony of Mr. Burr, on pages 42 and 43 of the testimony taken 
by the committee. This testimony shows in the most conclusive 
manner not only that Mr. Banfield had arrived at an adverse decis- 
ion of the Roddy claim, as stated by Mr. Wilson in his letter to Mr. 
Secretary Bristow, but that his adverse decision had been communi- 
cated by this witness to both Haines and Roddy. The extract reads 
as follows: 

Wasnineton, D. C., April 27, 1876. 
Examination of Joseru Burr continued. 
The witness produced paper indorsed “ Bluford Wilson, Solicitor, to Hen. B. H. 

Bristow, Secretary of the Treasury, December 31, 1874. Opinion that money fraud 

ulently obtained by Parkman & Brooks can be recovered by the United States, 

and = views in regard to criminal proceedings against the parties to the 
frand.” 

The letter was read to the committee by Mr. STENGER. 

By Mr. Hooker: 


Gees. Who wrote that letter ! 
uswer. 1 wrote it, unless there are changes in it. I am the author of the paper 
but it is not in my handwriting. That isa copy of the paper which I did prepare. 

Q. Under whose order did you prepare it # 

A. Under no one’s order. 

. Who was at that time Solicitor of the Treasury? 

. Mr. E. C. Banfield. 

Q. State the whole circumstances about it. 

A. The petition of Mr. Roddy for $33,297.28 was referred to the Solicitor of the 
Treasury, E. C. Banfield, by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Richardson. When 
it came to the Solicitor’s Office it was sent to my desk for examination. I examined 
the claim, and I wrote thatletter without conference with the Solicitor or anybody 
else. I laid the letter on bis desk with the papers, and it lay there in his possession 
for some length of time. I have a recollection that he told me that he intended to 
have signed the letter at the time after he read it, and he told me some two weeks 
ago here in this city that he intended to sign it, with, it may be, one or two im 
material alterations. 

By Mr. STENGER: 

2 Did he say why he did not sign it? 

. The reason why he did not sign it was that an order was received by him 
from the Assistant vetary, Mr. Sawyer, sending on yer back. 1 stated to 
William T. Hsines, Commissioner of Customs, that the claim was groundless and 
without any foundation, and I gave him my reasons for such conclusion. I stated 
that also to Mr. Roddy. 

Q. Was that statement to Haines and Roddy made by you prior to the order to 
ret ‘ the papers | 

A 


. Yes. 

Q. When the papers were returned did they go back to the Secretary's Office and 
were they refe by him to the Commissioner of Customs, or did they go directly 
from your oftice to the Commissioner of Customs ! 

A. Ttake it for granted, without knowing the fact, that they were taken to the 
Secretary's Office. 

. And by him referred to the Commissioner of Customs ? 

. Yes; papers show that. Mr. Banfield desired that this paper written by 
me should be kept in the office as an indication of his views in the case, and that is 
how it chances to have been preserved. 

The witness also produces a — of the paper actually sent, signed by the 
ae of Customs himself, and a copy of which has been prepared for the 
committee. 

The witness also presents a copy of the order from Assistant Secretary Sawyer, 
under which the papers were returned to the Secretary's Oftice. 

The following is a copy: 

Mr. BANFIELD: Please return the Roddy claim and papers, and oblige, 


F. A. SAWYER. 
JANUARY 28, 1874. 


By Mr. Hooker: 


Q. In accordance with that letter, the papers were returned to the Secretary, and 
were by him referred to the Commissioner of Customs # 
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A. Yes. s - ' 
Q. He had previously decided in favor of the claim? 
A. Yes; the dates speak for that. 


And that decision is to be found in the letter addressed to Hon. Alexander | 


White? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Hooxer. If there is any fact or circumstance within your knowledge, de- 
rived either from records in your office or from conversation with the parties in 
interest, in Jreference to the allowance and the payment of this claim, you may 

ate it. 

. The Wrrness. I cannot recall anything just now that I deem of particular im- 

yortanee in the matter. There was a good deal developed by a gentleman who 
Riad this thing in charge, more particularly with a view to having an indictment 
found. 

Q. Who isthat gentleman? | ’ , 

A. His name is Benson ; he is the assistant of Mr. Washburn in the secret-serv- 
ice division. 

By Mr. STENGER: 

Q. Have those papers ever been laid before Secretary Bristow, or has any state 
ment of the facts connected with this whole transaction been laid before him? 

A. That letter of the 3ist December, 1874, was sent to him. This has been avery 
notorious thing in the Treasury Department ever since the claim was first tiled. 
Of course the warrant clerk, who has charge of all money matters, (so far as draw- 
ing the warrants is concerned,) must have had knowledge of the transaction then 
and since, because (although I never have talked to him) I heard of his speaking 
in regard to it. 

Q. Who was the warrant clerk ? , ; 

A. The warrant clerk was Mr. Conant. He is the poeen Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. The opinion of the First Auditor and the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms and the First Comptroller was had upon the matter, and after that it went to 
the warrant clerk, Mr. Conant. The First Auditor was D. W. Mahon, the First 
Comptroller was R. W. Tayler, both of whom are yet in the Treasury Department. 
The warrant clerk records the warrants, They are signed by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, I think. The warrant clerk, as I understand it, is the pdrticular clerk 
who hes in charge the matter of drawing warrants. 

Q. And signing the Secretary’s name to them f 

A. No; I do not think anybody but the Secretary ever signs his name to war- 
rants. 

By Mr. Hooker : 


Q. You mean that the warrant clerk draws the warrant and presents it to the 
Secretary for his signature, and he signs it! 

A. Lam not well enough acquainted with the exact duties of the warrant clerk 
to speak of them. I only know that the office is an exceedingly important one 
under the Secretary. I know that there is a record ee of every warrant, but 
the particular functions of the warrant clerk | am not able to state exactly. 

(Mr. R. W. Tayler, First Comptroller of the Treasury, was invited to appear 
before the committee, and was given the privilege of making any explanation he 
might desire in regard to the payment of the claim about which the committee was 
investigating and about his action in connection with it. 

Mr. Tayler replied that he had no desire of saying further than the record evi- 
dence.) 

This testimony also shows that some of the officers who had at 
least a very intimate if not guilty knowledge are still high in au- 
thority at the Treasury Department. This transaction is traced to 
the very door of some of these high officials who now occupy a posi- 
tion where they should be the guardians of the people’s Treasury, and 
when they had an opportunity to explain their connection with it 
they declined to avail themselves of it. This may not prove guilt, 
but it at least casts a cloud of suspicion which ought not to hang over 
a man who occupies a position of such vast importance to the people 
of this country. 

I have no disposition, Mr. Speaker, in this matter to go beyond 
what is required of a faithful representative of those whc have hon- 
ored me with a seat on this floor. And I certainly have no disposition 
to treat it in the spirit in which my friend from Maine [Mr. HaLr] 
treated the House of Representatives in his review of it a few days 
ago. But that there has been a great wrong perpetrated in this mat- 
ter there cannot be a shadow of doubt, and that the wrong was 
winked at, if nothing more, by some of the very men who now hold the 
most important positions in your Treasury Department, is equally well 
established. Icould not, with my view of the matter, suffer it to 
e without at least calling the attention of the House to it, in the 

10pe,if it did nothing more, it might at least prevent a repetition of 
such condact upon the part of Government officials. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another matter of still more importance 
connected with this Bureau to which I wish to call attention, as 
showing the utter unreliability of the reports emanating from the 
Treasury Department, as well as of the officers connected therewith. 
In the finance reports for 1874 and 1875 the total proceedsof captured 
and abandoned property covered into the Treasury is stated to be 
$20,910,656.44. To show the inaccuracy of this statement, allow me 
to read from the testimony of Mr. Lovell on page 60 of this report : 

By Mr. STENGer: 

Question. Let me understand whether the figures of twenty-six millions and odd 
given by you include the premium on sales of coins? 

Answer. Yes, that includes the premium as stated in this executive document. 

Q. I hold in my hand a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in answer to a 
resolution of the House of Representatives of December 8, 1870, dated February 9, 
1s71, which purports to give a statement of moneys covered into the Treasury as the 
proceeds of captured and abandoned property ; look at that aggregate amount of the 
payments given, and say whether in your opinion that is a correct statement of the 
amounts that were covered in from your knowledge of the books. 

_A. I should epee it to be more nearly correct than the figures given in Execu- 
tive Document No. 56 of the second session Fortieth Congress, alluded to in my 
previous testimony, and having been made up more fully in 1871 than in 1868, and 
containing as it the Holabird contribution to the captured and abandoned 


fand, would also be more accurate than my estimate made on the 4th of April, 1872. | 


With data that I had I made upa statement for the Treasury in 1868 or 1869, where 
I found $26,092,460.96 as the di total of the captured and abandoned property 
turned into the Treasury ; this Executive Document No. 113 (report of February, 
1871, they having access to all sources) proves the same to be $26,709, 268.89, (page 4.) 

Q. Then this letter, giving this sum of $26,709,268.89, embraces the premium of 
sales of coin and the Holabird sales to which you refer! 


A. Yes, sir; it does. 1 have examined it, and I see it embraces the premium on 
sales of coin; and on looking at it further I t'nd the Holabird amount. 

Q. In your judgment, it gives the accurate statement of the amounts of money 
covered into the ‘Treasury from the sales of captured and abandoned property? 

A. I believe it does, siz . 

Q. Do you know who compiled that statement? , 

A. I do not, sir, of my own knowledge. I had been out of the Treasury Depart- 
ment about a year at that time. 

Q. Can you tell me whether or not there is a book in the office of the chief of the 
division of captured and abandoned property which shows how much was realized 
from the sales of captured and abandoned property by all the agents of the Gov 
ernment? 

A. The statement is contained in Executive Document 56, which shows all the 
agents that I know of. The returns that were sent in were kept in that office, or 
manuscript copies of them. 

Q. — ought to be there, or in some other department of the Treasury ? 

A. Yes. ° 

Q. But was there a book in which those statements were entered ? 

A. Not that I know of. 


You will observe that there is a difference in the two statements 
emanating from the Treasury Department of $5,798,612.45. A few 
days ago, when the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] was arraign- 
ing this side of the House for their extravagant investigations, which 
he alleged would cost $1,000,000, (but which, by the way, is an extrav- 
agant estimate,) he had no word of condemnation against this de- 
ficiency of over $5,000,000, which it seems has occurred right under 
the nose of one of his personal and party friends, as will be abun- 
dantly established by the following from the testimony of Mr. Brown, 
of Kentucky, page 76: 

Question. Do you know anything about the former positions held by Noerr or 
Fessenden! 

Answer, Of Noerr’s antecedents I know nothing. Fessenden was a paymaster 
in the Army, and was dismissed from the Army on account of embezzlement. I 
know that from an examination of the record in the Adjutant-General’s Office 

Q. Do you know whether that fact was ever brought to the attention of the pres 
ent Secretary of the Treasury ! 

A. It was brought to his attention by myself in 1874. 

Q. Under what circumstances? 

A. I did it chiefly at Dr. Hamilton's request, believing, from his statement to 
me, that these people would not do him justice. He called my attention to the 
matter, and I got an official copy of Fessenden's case from the Adjutant-General's 
Ottice. 

Q. Do your politics and those of the Secretary of the Treasury agree? 

A. Yes, sir; except that I ama republican of the extreme type. I went to Mr 
Bristow with the papers in Feasenden’s case. Mr. Bristow said to me that Mr 
HAMLIN of Maine, Mr. Blaine of Maine, and Mr. EvuGeng Hae of Maine had 
vouched to him for Fessenden’s integrity and good character, and that under these 
circumstances he did not feel called upon to take notice of it. 

Q. When did this conversation occur! 

A. In the fall of 1874. I only called his attention to the matter, and handed him 
a copy of the papers from the Adjutant-General's Office. He expressed surprise 
that Fessenden had been guilty of anything of that kind. 

Q. When was Fessenden dismissed from the Army ? 

A. In 1862 or 1863, and he was appointed in the Treasury in about 1864 

Q. Do you know whether Fessenden's account in which he was adefaulter to the 
Government was e~er settled ! 

A. The only information I have on that subject is from a printed report of a com 
mittee of the Senate of the last Congress on the claim of a man named Colby, to 
whom Fessenden had furnished about $18,000 of the fands for which he was a de 
faulter. In that report the committee stated that this money had never been re 
imbursed to the United States Government. 


It is not to be wondered at, Mr. Speaker, that deficiencies should 
occur in a Department that is controlled and managed by confessed 
embezzlers of the public fands. But what shall be thought of the 
party which in the face of such a record will still continue a man of 
that character in places of such trust and responsibility ? Would 
not the sincerity of my friend from Maine have been less question- 
able, if instead of exhausting his vials of wrath ipon the unfortunate 
employés of this House, whom we have dismissed from office, he had 
expended some of his genius in unearthing and bringing to punish 
ment some of the scoundrels and thieves who now infest the Treasury 
Department, and many of whom revel in ill-gotten wealth? But I 
have not time to further discuss this matter. There is one other ex- 
tract from this same witness, which I must crave the indulgence of 
the House while I read. It shows the method adopted by the Gov- 
ernment agents to make a good thing out of the work of collecting 
this captured and abandoned property. Itisas follows. I read from 
pages 77 and 78 of the testimony : 

Question. Can you inform the committee of any cases where fraudulent charges 
were made? 

Answer. [Referring to the document.] In case of Hamilton & Obenchain there 
were one hundred and sixty bales of cotton shipped from Sevier County, Arkan 
sas, to New Orleans, by R. G. Curtiss. The cotton was collected by T. Magtunis. 
The expenses of freight to New Orleans were $6,384.12; the expenses of freight 
to New York, $991, and the expenses at New York, $371.73 ; making the total ex 
venses of the one hundred and sixty bales $7,746.85. The cotton was sold for 

20,796.87. Another case was that of H.C. Boyd. The cotton was collected in La 
Fayette County, Arkansas, by H. A. Miller, and was shipped by A. B. Miller, 
| eighty-three bales. The gross proceeds were $6,249.99, and the expenses to and at 
New Orleans, $4,763.70. 
By Mr. WILSON: 
2 What were those expenses for? 
| A. It was simple stealing; that was all. The expense of getting that cotton 
| from La Fayette County, Arkansas, to the city of New Orleans, ought not, at the 
very outside, to have exceeded $20a bale. In legitimate commerce $5 a bale would 
have been a very good price. 
&. Were not the Government agents paid a percentage for collecting this cotton, 
and would not that be included in the expenses ? 


A. They were paid 25 per cent. commission. Ordinarily when the cotton was 
seized, the collecting agent got his portion in cash. 
By Mr. Hooker: 


Q. Do you know of their route from La Fayette, County, to New Orleans, and 
where water carriage would be struck ! 
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A. Water would be struck at Shreveport, Louisiana, which would be 
four or five dave foarnes from New Orleans. In that case of Boyd's the expenses 
were $6,108.50, and the cotton was sold for $6.249.99, so that only $141.40 passed into 
the Treasury of the United States. Mr. Boyd is now living in Lynchbargh, Vir- 
RO What was the date of that shipment! 

A. The cotton was received at New Orleans January 6, 1865, and was sold in New 
York, Se ber 12, 1865. There was a case of forty-five bales of cotton that were 
seized in La Fayette County, Arkansas, taken from Thomas B. Triggs, and shipped 
by the same agent, A. B. Miller. Tho gross proceeds were $3,388.55 ; the net pro- 
ceeds nothing. 

A position in this Bureau for the collection and management of 
captured and abandoned property was, it seems, a perfect God-send 
to individuals who had no other views of office than those which em- 
braced the emoluments attached and which they could attach to it. 
The old farmers and honest yeomanry of my district will agree with 
this witness when he says, “it was simple stealing;” for, as a class, 
the people of my district of all parties call things by their right 
names, and they neither indorse nor approve of stealing, whether it 
be by republicans or democrats. Neither do I think that the ery 
raised by Senator MORTON in his speech in Indiana, that the demo- 
crats have expended a half million of dollars through their investi- 
gations, will availthem; for who can read the extracts from the tes- 
timony taken by the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment, which I have quoted, and say that the money expended in 
unearthing the frand and corruption that is there brought to light 
has been misapplied? We expected opposition from the leaders of 
the party in power; we expected to hear them howl over the waste 
of money, especially if the testimony taken should be damaging to 
their party friends. If nothing had been proved, as many of them 
claim, we should not have heard such a howl raised, but, en the con- 
trary, the result of our investigations would have been paraded be- 
fore the country by every radical stump-speaker from Morton down 
to the smallest cross-roads politician of the party. 

But the fact that almost every one of our investigations, like the 
one I have just been examining, has produced such starcling evidence 
of fraud and corruption that even the party leaders of the great re- 
publican party quail before the storm which they feel that it must 
create, and instead of meeting it in a manly way they resort to the 
most violent vituperation and abuse of all the witnessess who have 
dared as became men to testify before our committees to the truth 
as it actually existed. The fact that the witnesses have in many in- 
stances been high in authority and respected and honored by their 
own party has not availed anything to protect them from the en- 
venomed tongue of their former political associates. High and low, 
rich and poor, republicans and democrats, have all alike been indis- 
criminately heaped together and charged with being scoundrels and 
perjurers. This has been the only means which the republican lead- 
ers felt were open to them in order to break the force of the start- 
ling revelations which the last six months have brought to light, ex- 
cept in the case of Belknap. I see Senator MORTON says that he was 
a democrat. That is decidedly rich. The idea of a democrat having 
aseatin President Grant's cabinet is certainly original with Morton, 
and I do not think he would ever have discovered it if the late Sec- 
retary of War had not been caught in some of his “ irregularities.” 
Besides, I do not think the democrats have been treated fairly in this 
matter by allowing them to be in possession of the War Department 
all of this time and never letting them know it. 

But how about Richardson, Sawyer, Tayler, Haines, Noerr, Fessen- 
den, Miller, and the hosts of others referred to in this testimony, who 
are if possible more guilty than Belknap? Are they all democrats 
toot And if they are, why do my friends on the republican side of 
this House hug them so closely to their bosoms and so industriously 
labor to ward off every blow which we strike at them? If they be- 
long to us, why do you endeavor to prevent us from exposing and 
punishing our own thieves? Ah, gentlemen, you know such claims 
are all bosh, and if you are not, you ought to be ashamed to use it. 

I have now said all that I desired to say upon this subject. I had 
intended to say a few words upon the “ irregularities” in the cur- 
rency department, but I find that I have already extended my re- 
marks too far, and I shall reserve what I have to say upon the other 
subject for another opportunity if such should offer. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site 
for public Saag at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; 

An act (8S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of 
the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap; and 

An act (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands; signed on the 30th day of January, 1875. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 


A resolution concerning the joint rules, in response to the resolution 
of the House on the subject. 
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RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House the following message from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 

In affixing my signature to the river and harbor bill, No. 3922, I deem it my duty 
to announce to the House of anumesentnioes my objections to some features of the 
bill, and the reason I sign it. If it was obligatory upon the Executive to expend 
all the money appropriated by Congress, I should return the river and harbor bill 
with my objections, notwithstanding the great inconvenience to the public inter- 
ests resulting therefrom, and the loss of expenditures from previous Congresses 
upon Suapenaieed: works. Without enumerating, many appropriations are made for 
works of purely private or local interest, in no sense national. I cannot give my 
sanction to these, and will take care that during my term of office no public money 
shall be expended upon them. 

There is very t necessity for economy of expenditures at this time growing 
out of the loss of revenue likely to arise from a deticiency of appropriations to in- 
sure a thorough collection of the same. The reduction of revenue districts, dimi- 
nution of special agents, and total abolition of supervisors may result in great fall. 
ing off of the revenue. It may be a question to consider whether any expenditure 
can be authorized under the river and harbor appropriation further than to protect 
works already done and paid for. Under no circumstances will I allow expenii- 
tures upon works not clearly national. 


U. S. GRANT. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1876. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to move that this message just read be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and printed, and before the 
question is taken on that motion I desire to say a few words. 

The President in his message announces that he is under no obliga- 
tien to expend the whole of this money, and that he will in the exer- 
cise of his discretion allow the expenditure of only such portion of it 
as may be for objects which in his judgment are of a national char- 
acter. I desire to call the attention of the House to the bill about 
which this observation is made. The first clause of that bill is as 
follows: 

That the following sums of money be, and are hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, ander 
the direction of the Secretary of War, for the repair, preservation, construction, and 
completion of the following public works hereinafter named. 

This bill, under the forms prescribed by the Constitution, has been 
assed by the House of Representatives and by the Senate of the 
Jnited States, and has been approved by the President of the United 

States. It appropriates money for objects deemed proper by the 
Congress of the United States, with the assent of the President of the 
United States. Had the President believed this bill to be unconsti- 
tutional, he might in the exercise of his constitutional functions have 
vetoed it. 

That to which I desire to call special attention at this time, for 
the purpose of marking this message, is that in it the President as- 
sumes that, in reference to a bill making appropriations for objects 
usually in such bills, his personal judgment is to determine how far 
these appropriations are to be applied to the objects specified by the 
law. It is essentially an assumption by the President of the right to 
exercise an act of personal government, instead of obedience to the 
laws. It is an assumption that the money appropriated in that bill 
is to be expended, not under the directioa of the Secretary of War, 
but at the discretion of the Secretary of War. The bill gives no such 
discretion. 

The bill properly provides that the money shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, because the corps of officers by 
whom these appropriations are to be expended are under his general 
supervision. The President has constitutionally and legally no more 
right to assume that he will defeat the objects of this law by refus- 
ing to permit the appropriations to be expended as provided by it 
than he has to assume the right to refuse to have expended appro- 
priations that have been made for the Army, for the Navy, or for any 
other branch of the public service. 

I desire simply to call attention to this matter, because it seems to 
me that a document so remarkable in its character, with all respect to 
the President, announcing so great a departure from the Constitution, 
and containing so singular an avowal in advance that he will not 
obey the law of the land, should not be permitted by the Repre- 
sentatives of the people to go before the country without at least 
calling attention to it and expressing some dissent. 

The President has called attention to other matters which have 
been met by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in re- 
gard to an anticipated deficiency in the revenue for the reasons to 
~vhich he alludes. Ido not pro to discuss that portion of the 
message, and will simply move that this message be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. And printed. ; 

The SPEAKER tempore. That will be included in the motion. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. Speaker, I must confess that when I heard 
the message of the President read I was very much surprised; not 
so much, perhaps, as some other gentlemen on this floor were when 
within the last year and a half, or peers two years, the same 
Executive sent to this House and to the Senate a in which 
he told us that the Constitution of the United States, republican in form 
and I hope always to be republican in fact, was very similar to the 
constitution of the empire of Germany. I suppose that in his con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States, believing it to be 
similar to the constitution of the German Empire, he has come to the 
conclusion that he is clothed with that same power that the Emperor 
of Germany possesses. That is, when a Congress of the United States 
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shall have made an appropriation of money for various specific ob- 
jects, it is in his power to say whether that money shall be so ex- 
pended or not. ; 

Have we in the history of our Government arrived at the point 
where the Chief Executive may say to the Congress of the United 
States that notwithstanding they have made an appropriation. of 
money for specific — he will allow only that portion of the 
money to be expended and upon such objects as in his judgment 
should receive the appropriation. 

As was said by my friend from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] my colleague 
ou the Committee on Commerce, this bill makes distinct appropria- 
tious both as to certain objects and the amounts for those objects ; 
vet the Executive tells us in this message that he will see to it that 
no money shall be expended except for sach objects as he in his su- 
perior judgment may think right and proper! I ask the American 
Congress to-day whether they believe that the Executive is endowed 
with any such imperial power; and, if so, whence he derives it? Af- 
ter Congress has made an appropriation of money, and he has signed 
the bill, and it has become a law, has he authority to say that the 
money shall not be expended ? 

But look at some of his reasons. One of them is that “ the reduc- 
tion of revenue districts, the diminution of special agents, and the 
total abolition of supervisors may result in a great falling off of the 
revenues.” This is one of the reasons why he says he may feel com- 
pelled to forbid the expenditure of this money as Congress in its wis- 
dom has directed, Because Congress has notappropriated enough for 
one purpose he will withhold appropriations for other purposes. In 
other words, because this House of Representatives of the Forty- 
fourth Corgress, during a tedious session of eight months, has seen 
fit to act. in the line of retrenchment, reform, and economy, he 
chooses in this message to rebuke both Houses of Congress, and says 
that the rewenues, as he thinks, will not be sufficient. We have not 
cut down rerenues, but stopped extravagance. If the revenues should 
not prove sufficient, and if the money for these purposes should not 
be in the Treasury, then of course it will not be expended. But an- 
der the provisions of this bill, if the money should be in the Treas- 
ury, it is the duty of the President, in accordance with the oath he 
has taken to protect the Constitution and execute the laws, to expend 
this money as w* have directed. 

In this bill we Aave appropriated moneys for various rivers and har- 
lors by name; appropriated to each a specific amount. What right has 
the Exeeutive to say as to any of those rivers or harbors, “1 do not 
believe that this is a proper object for the expenditure of money.” 
That isa prerogative of the legislative department. The American 
Congress has said, “ We appropriate so much money for a certain ob- 
ject.” The President has Seaoel the bill; it has become a law; yet he 
now tells us that he will not execute it, although the money may be 
in the Treasury. In other words, the Executive announces to this 
House to-day that he intends to set at nought and nullify the laws of 
the American Congress. 

We passed a law, which the President vetoed, declaring that that 
oflicer should, after the 4th of March next, receive only $25,000 a year. 
In that act we spoke our views in tones unmistakable ; yt he vetoed 
that bill, though it was in the line of retrenchment and reform. But 
when we come to appropriate money to improve the rivers of the 
United States so that the farmers may be able to get their wheat, 
their corn, and their cattle to market at less rates than they now have 
to pay, the President says, “If I do not find it to meet my views I 
will not allow this money to be expended.” How is he going to stop 
it? We have directed the money to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. Is the President going to issue his com- 
mand, his mandamus pronunciamento to the Secretary of War saying, 
“I do not believe this river should receive the amount appropriated 
by Congress; and therefore you shall not expend a dollar upon it.” 
Have we arrived at that? : 

If the President had seen proper, it was in his power to veto the 
billasa whole. But he has no authority to override the Constitution 
and veto part of this law by non-action. In signing this bill, he comes 
in here and assumes the prerogative to lecture both branches of the 
American Congress. This measure has been discussed fully—certainly 
in the Senate; it has met the approval of committees of both Houses ; 
it has been reported from the conference committee, and has received 
the vote of two-thirds of each branch of Congress; yet the President 
comes here to-day and in his message says, “ I will not allow this or 
that money to be expended, although it is the law of the land, if it 
does not meet my approbation.” If the President can prevent the 
expenditure of one dollar of these appropriations, he can prevent the 
expenditure of every dollar. He can say that the amount appropri- 
ated for the improvement of Hell Gate shall not be expended. He can 
go into Texas or Michigan or any other State and say, “ Although the 
American Congress has passed a bill appropriating so much money 
and directing it to be expended in a designated manner, and not- 
withstanding I have signed the bill, yet I, as President of the United 
States, will issue my mandate in some form or another to a subordi- 
nate officer directing that this money shall not be expended,” and the 
law of Congress is nullified. If he can do so with one appropriation 
bill, he can do so with cach and all. 

I heartily approve of the motion made by my colleague upon the 
Committee on Commerce for the reference of this message to that 
committee. What right has the President to say that this or 
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that object is not national? What is the nature of a river and har- 
bor bill? I may be permitted to refer in no spirit of criticism, but 
simply to illustrate my argument, to what occurred the other night 
when the appropriation for Hell Gate was under consideration. One 
of the Senators from New York objected to that appropriation, because 
in his opinion the amount was insufficient ; and the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] opposed it on the same ground. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman from 
West Virginia, [Mr. HEREFORD, ] in undertaking to repeat the debates 
= the other branch of Congress, is transgressing the rules of the 

Touse. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I have endeavored to confine myself within 
proper limits and I do not desire to transcend the rules of the House. 
What was the reason given. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for the ruling of the Chair on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will again state his 
point. 

Mr. HOAR. My point is that the gentleman from West Virginia, 
in designating by name members in the other branch and stating 
what they uttered in debate, is transgressing the rules, 

The SPEAKER proitempore. Such references are out of order. The 
gentleman will proceed in order. ‘ 

Mr. HEREFORD. I willdoso. It has been said elsewhere (I sup- 
pose that is in order) that the appropriation for Hell Gate was not 
sufficient; and for what reason? Because for want of the comple- 
tion of the work at that point the people of the New England States 
are obliged to pay a greater rate of insurance in order to get their 
products to the markets of New York. In other words, (and thisi s 
all there is in a river and harbor bill; this is its length,breadth, its 
height, and depth,) the reason assigned elsewhere why an appro- 
priation was too small was because the obstructions at Hell Gate in- 
creased the rate of freight paid by the people of New England in get- 
ting their products to market. 

If you make an appropriation for Hell Gate, which they say isa 
great national work, in order to let the people of New ge and 
elsewhere get their produce to market, why is it you canffot make 
an appropriation so that the people along the Tennessee, the Cum- 
berland, the Kanawha, the Kaskaskia, Wabash, the Illinois, the Fox, 
and Wisconsin, shall also have the same facilities for the trans- 
portation of their products to market ata less cost? Why shall not 
the French Broad River be improved and those living along it fur- 
nished cheap transportation to market? Why shall we not make 
likewise an appropriation in the same bill to enable the farmers 
along all these streams in the interior to get what they raise cheaply 
to market and to develop the hidden wealth of our mountains and 
valleys? 

And that, Mr. Speaker, is all there is in these river and harbor 
appropriation bills. Bills exactly like this have been signed by all 
the Presidents of the United States; by Adams, by Jackson, by Van 
Buren, by all of them. Such bills as this have been signed session 
after session by the present Executive. Bills have been signed by him 
inaking appropriations for nearly every single object contained in 
this bill to-day, except a few which may happen to be in the down- 
trodden South. 

Last year an appropriation bill similar to this for precisely similar 
works, for almost the same works, appropriated $6,600,000, and the 
President of the United States, this same President of the United 
States, signed that bill without accompanying it with a lecture to 
Congress, while the present bill, which only appropriates $5,000,000, 
he accompanies with a lecture, a criticism, which we have now be- 
fore us. He signs without hesitation and without deeming it neces- 
sary to accompany it with a word of remark a bill last year on the 
same subject, for the same objects, appropriating $6,600,000, and yet 
he comes here to-day, when we appropriate in a similar bill only 
$5,000,000, saying that it is too much. When did the light break 
upon the Executive thatit was too much? Is it because a few dollars 
have been given to the down-trodden South for the improvement of the 
Cumberl&nd, the Tennessee, and other streams throughout the South 
and the North, where appropriations for the improvement of those 
rivers are very much needed } 

The Executive says that certain works are of a national character 
and others are not of a national character. Now, what does he mean 
by works of a national character? Is it for the Executive to decide ? 
Both branches of Congress have already decided that all the appro- 
priations embraced in this bill are within the purview of the Consti- 
tution. The President, by signing tke bill, has said that all these 
afpropriations are within the purview of the Constitution, or else 
he would not have signed it. He has decided the bill to be constitu- 
tional, in his judgment, by putting his signature of approval to it. 

But he comes to Congress with a lecture and says that he thinks we 
should not have made certain appropriations because they are not 
national. Wherein are the appropriations in this bill not national? 
Is not the Mississippi with all its tributaries national? Is not the 
Ohio River with all its tributaries national? Is not the improvement 
of Hell Gate in New York harbor a national work? Why, sir, the 
commerce of the Ohio River alone, which gets by this bill only $170,000, 
is more than the whole foreign commerce of the United States. Is not 
that a national work? Are the people of the interior to be called 
upon year after year, for a long series of years, to make appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors upon the Atlantic coast and upon the 
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Pacific coast; to improve the harbors of Boston, of New York, of Bal- 
timore, of New Orleans, of San Francisco, of Toledo, and of Cleveland, 
and is the great Mississippi Valley not to have its rivers improved, so 
the farmers living there can get their grain, their wheat. their corn, 
their coal, and all the producta of their industry to market at a cheap 
rate? Is the President and his party opposed to cheap transporta- 
tion? That is what this bill proposes to accomplish. It is to secure 
the improvement of our navigable streams, so that the farmers shall 
be enabled to transport to market their wheat, and their corn, and 
their other produce at acheap rate. Shall this people be refused this 
transportation, and shall they be bound hand and foot to the railroad 
monopolies of the country? Is that what the President means? 
How is the President to decide which are national and which are 
uot? Can he say that Hell Gate is not a national work? Has he the 


power to say the improvement of the Mississippi River is not a na- | 


tional work and that he will not give it a dollar of this appropria- 
tion? 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention between the United States 
of America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, signed 
on the 30th day of January, 1875. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HEREFORD. The President in his message says it may be a 
qnestion to consider whether any expenditure can well be authorized 
under a river and harbor appropriation bill further than to provide 
for works already begun and paid for. Under no circumstances, he 
says, will he allow expenditures on works not clearly national. What 
right has this great Cwsar to decide what are and what are not na- 
tional, when the American Congress has decided the question by mak- 
ing these appropriations ? 

On what meat hath this our Cwsar fed! 


Whaf®ight has he to say, when this Congress, representing the peo- 
ple of the United States under the Constitution, have made these ap- 
propriations and he has signed the bill, that he will not allow one 
dollar of this money to be spent except to preserve works already 
begun? Why, sir, there are works which have already received from 
first to last four or five million dollars, and because they have received 
so much are they and they only to receive additional appropriations ? 
Are these works only to be kept up? Is it true that to those who have 
to them shall be given; that those who have received in the past to 
them shall be given more, while to those who have received nothing 
to them nothing shall be given? The spirit of his message is, I do 
not believe adollar of this money should beexpended upon certain rivers 
and harbors because nothing has been expended upon them heretofore. 
‘The money should be expended because the improvements are needed. 
There is not an appropriation in this bill not recommended by the 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


AvuGustT 14; 


and I have listened with still greater surprise to the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, the gentleman from West Virginia. Sir, 
the President in approving a bill which was passed hastily, with 
very many changes, through both Houses, om the report of a confer- 
ence committee, has seen fit while approving the bill to send a mes- 
sage to Congress suggesting that there may be some imperfections 
in the bill, that there may be some appropriations which are not 
warranted in the present state of the finances of the country, and 
perhaps some danger of money being spent on works of such inferior 
necessity that they may be postponed. And he asserts in his message 
that inasmuch as Congress has left under his direction, or that of an 
| executive officer in his Cabinet, the expenditure of the whole of this 
$5,000,000 of money, he does not feel disposed to veto the bill, to re- 
| turn it with his objections to Congress; but he does desire, exercis- 
| ing the discretion which the bill itself specially commits to him and 
| to his direction, to join the great army of the reformers that come up 
| here in their panoply of strength to prevent any appropriations from 
| being made for an improper purpose. He announces in a very modest 
| way that he desires to join this army of southern reformers and north- 
| ern reformers in looking over these appropriations; and inasmuch as 
| Congress confides in his discretion, he announces to the House he 
will exercise that discretion under the Constitution, and under the 
very orders and direction of this bill, for the welfare of the country ; 
so that the money shall not be squandered on trout streams, so that 
the money shaM not be squandered to enlarge cracks in the clay 
banks on the shores of our lakes and oceans to make harbors on mere 
possibilities of harbors, but that it shall.be expended for valuable 
| purposes; that it shall be expended as far as in his judgment and 
| discretion it can be for the purpose of promoting the national benefit, 
| the benefit of the American people at large. 
What is there in that message that calls up the antagonism of the 
| genial gentleman from Texas? What is there, except an assertion 
of the Chief Executive, communicated to the House of Representa- 
tives and to the Congress of the United States, that inasmuch as they 
have left the expenditure of $5,000,000 to his direction and to his 
discretion, he will not be behind all these other gentlemen in econ- 
omy, in reform, in retrenchment, and that he, so far as lies in his 
power, will see to it that the Republic receives no detriment, and that 
this money is not expended for unworthy purposes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Texas to rise in his 
| place and tell this House whether any appropriation for his State in 
| that bill is for an unworthy purpose ; whether any appropriation for 
| all Texas of the thousands of dollars that are appropriated to be ex- 
pended there is not to promote our national commerce? If not, why 
does he fear for Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman can wait until Iam through, and 
then answer. Iam asking these questions that the gentlemen out of 
their own time and in their own manner may reply to them. 

I ask the chairman of the Committee on Commerce what appropri- 





Secretary of the Treasury. There is not a dollar not recommended | ation for West Virginia, and, as he is chairman of the Committee on 
by the Chief of Engineers. We have acted on the reports of the ex- | Commerce for the whole land, what appropriation in that bill for the 
ecutive officers, and they have said these works are necessary. They | whole land is not national in its character? He argues that all these 
are appointed for this purpose: to examine these works, to examine | waters upon which commerce flows, whether in great quanti‘ies or in 
the practicability of them, to examine the cost of them, to examine | small quantities, are the rills, the rivers, the streams, the lakes, and 
the resources of the country, to examine and report to this Congress | the oceans—that all go together to make up the grand national com- 
how much by these works the commerce of the country will be devel- | merce of the country. If he is right in his argument, the President is 
oped. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and the Com- | right in his message. And if the President is right in his message, 
mittee on Commerce of the House have read all these reports diligently | the gentleman is wrong in condemning it. But why is he afraid of 
and carefully, and have talked to all the members of both Houses. the message? Can it be possible—I have heard no objection from this 
I say to-day, that as chairman of the Committee on Commerce I | side of the House—that any of my friends on the other side who have 
have prepared a just and fair and equitable bill, a bill fair to all parts | come up here from their wanderings in the wilderness to their fa- 
of the country, north, south, east, and west, and all the members of | ther’s house and “have come here to stay” could possibly have im- 
the committee will give me credit for so doing. There is no political | posed upon the chairman of the Committee on Commerce with the im- 
significance in the framing of this bill. We have read all these re- | provement of an unnational work? L 
ports, and I have myself talked to no fewer than two hundred mem- Mr. HEREFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his 
bers on this floor in order to get additional information about these | question ? 
rivers and harbors. And after doing all that we have made as eco- Mr. CONGER. I decline to be interrupted. I am thrown off the 
nomical a bill as would do justice to all parts of the country, north, | track very easily, and I cannot be interrupted. I want an answer 
south, east, and west. And yet the President says he will not allow | from the gentleman in his own time when he takes the floor again. 
money to be expended except where he—he, the Chief Executive—may | Now I ask if any of my friends who have come up from their wan- 
think it is a national work. derings to stay, as the gentleman from Georgia says “to dwell in 
What right, I ask again, in conclusion, after this has become a law, | their father’s house,” and who seem to have come here, and come 
has he to say to us, as he does to-day, “I will not carry out the law; | here for the sole purpose of oe their father’s business out of 
I notify you in advance I will nullify and set at nought a law of | his hands and managing the household themselves while they stay 
Congress passed by both branches and signed by myself. I notify | here, gentlemen who come here blazing and glowing and sparkling 
you I will not carry it out unless in so far as it may suit my views# I | with retrenchment and reform—can it be possible that any of these 
will put it “ where it willdo the most good.” I tell you, Mr. Speaker, | gentlemen have crowded into this river and harbor bill an appropria- 
it is high time we should come back to the simplicity of the olden | tion for a work that is not national? I trust not, sir. I trast when 
times, and stand by the Constitution of our fathers and the laws, and | the wanderers come here with reform on their tongues and the 
see that the Executive set neither at nought, shall set neither at | glory of retrenchment like a halo around their heads, who have come 
defiance. Such a message as this sent to the British Parliament | back here whether the master of the household was willing or un- 
would cost Queen Victoria her crown. And, therefore, Mr. Speaker, | willing for them to stay, have come back to turn the master out and 
I hope that this message will take the direction indicated by my | take the control of the household; I trust that not one of my friends 
friend from Texas [ Mr. RraGan] and be referred to the Committee | has come and imposed upon the gentleman from Texas, and imposed 
on Commerce, where the full measure and magnitude of its monstrous | upon the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, and imposed 
proposition may receive full consideration. upon my friend from Massachusetts, | Mr. PERCE, the careful and 
Mr. CONGER. I have listened with very great surprise to the re- | cautious man, in regard to these appropriations, and has secured ap- 
marks of my distinguished friend from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] a good | propriations for works that are not at all national, and are, there- 
lawyer, careful generally in his statements and in his conclusions; | fore, subject to the censure of this message. Why in the world should 
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it be that my friends are so excessively sensitive when their whole 
souls are glowing, burning, and yearning for reform and retrench- 
ment; when they are so exceedingly active and earnest that every 
ofticer of this Government shall not only know his duty but shall 
perform it; shall scan closely every law; shall scan closely every 
proposition of every law, and not even by any possibility wander a 
hairs breadth from its strict construction. Why is it that they 
blame our President when he announces to the House his determina- 
tion to scan this law and see if all these appropriations are really 
for national works? When retrenchment is the great peace-cry of 
my brethren, why is it that they raise such a tumult in this House 
because the President says that on account of changes of law, and 
failures of pan me ions, and the cutting off of revenue officers, it 
is more than probable that there will be such a diminution of the 
revenues received this year that he cannot carry on all the works of 
the Government, that he cannot find the money in the Treasury that 
is unappropriated to fulfill all the demands of the law, and says that 
if that shall happen he would withhold the money from those works 
which are not national, from those for which there is no immediate 
and pressing necessity for this expenditure, and he will thus save the 
‘Treasury. 

O, sir, I have thought for some time that if these gentlemen who 
have instituted thirty-three investigating committees to watch every 
officer of the Government and see whether they stepped a hair's 
breath aside from the strict construction of the law and have been 
ready upon a violation by a high officer to impeach that officer and 
upon a slight violation to condemn, (for the reports of the majori- 
ties of the committees are full of these things,) I had hoped that they 
would not have complained of the President when he, in his message 
to the House, announced his conviction that it is his duty to comply 
strictly with the law and expend the money directly in the discretion 
the House has given him for national objects and for the preserva- 
tion of works on which money has already been expended. Why 
did not gentlemen, if they had secured appropriations for such works, 
repent and ask that the appropriation be withdrawn? Why did not 
the work of reform then commence? Why does each individial gen- 
tleman of the House, when talking so loudly for reform for every- 
body but himself, if he has got into this bill appropriations of this 
kind, work out some reform within himself? Bat, sir, the reports 
of this House will show that the reformation demanded by the ma- 
jority is continually the reformation for somebody else besides them- 
selves. 

Why, sir, the example of their standard-bearer should have taught 
them a different lesson. There has been no more pathetic episode in 
the political history of this year than that exhibited by their own 
standard-bearer when, in the society of a few friends at his own home, 
he received the first intimation that he had been selected as the 
democratic candidate for the Presidency. His friends sat by his side, 
like the friends of Job, and spoke no more until his own heart, his 
own judgment, could work out in their own volition his true inward- 
ness, and, at last, I ask the gentlemen to remember what their leader 
said about himself. He was not looking to everybody else for reform. 
What did he say about himself? He said in a whispered tone, “I 
know what the American people want; they want reform,” and think- 
ing a moment or two longer, reflecting upon it, he said, with spas- 
modic violence, pointing directly to his own heart, “they shall find 
it here.” [Laughter.] How little, Mr. Speaker, has that example 
been followed by his followers here? They all want reform; they 
all know that the people mean it; they want reform, but, unlike 
their shrewd, sagacious leader, they do not take the precaution to 
interpret to the people, as he did, how it was to be in their own heart. 
O, no; ever since that tender expression of your leader of the cam- 
paign I have sat here with extreme impatience for some one of the 
gentlemen, the followers of your candidate, in a modest manner, ina 
feeble way to intimate that reform had commenced in their own 
hearts, because, sir, after the standard-bearer of the democratic party 
had struck his hand upon his heart and announced that the people 
could find reform there, I solemnly believe that not one of these 
faithful followers who sat around him listening with bated breath 
his penitential utterances but had some reason to believe that the 
work of regeneration had already commenced in that immortal soul. 
[ Laughter. } 

I commend that example of the chieftain to his followers. I would 
say that they have followed that example if my conscience would 
permit. 

Now, sir, I again ask any gentleman of this House, the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] the gentleman from West Virginia, [ Mr. 
HEREFORD,] or any other gentleman, when he has the opportunity 
to reply to me, any gentleman who finds fault with this message of 
the President, to tell this House which one item in this bill which the 
President signs is for a work which they condemn as not desirable 
for national commerce and national prosperity When they will tell 
that, then I guarantee that every other man in this House will say 
that the m of the President is just and righteous, and that that 
particular work which they condemn as not national ought not to 
receive the pene made for it. 

, ae Bou 2. Which one does the President condemn as not na- 
ional 

Mr. CONGER. I will tell the gentleman. The great Congress that 
the gentleman from West Virginia alludes to, composed of two 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9631 


Houses, and each House composed of an almost innumerable number 
of great men, the great Congress of the United States told the Presi- 
dent that this money was to be expended under his direction and 
within his discretion. In old times all the money for this purpose 
was appropriated in mass. Until six years ago there had been but 
one or two river and harbor bills ever passed specifying the objects 
of the appropriation. The appropriation was made in a gross sum, 
to be expended entirely at the discretion and under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. It is a new thing for Congress to take from 
the President that power to direct the Secretary of War and the Engi- 
neer Department how much and where they shall expend this money. 
This has been done within the last six or eight years. I think before 
that time there never had been but two, or at the most three, of these 
bills passed specifying where the appropriation should be expended. 
The President, therefore, is returning to the old democratic way, and 
in so far as he does that he has my most hearty condemnation. 
[ Laughter. } 

Up to 1871 there had been expended for the purpose of improving 
the rivers and harbors of the country $27,263,000. Since that time 
there have been expended in 1871 one and ahalf millions in, 1872 two 
and a half millions, in 1873 three and a half millions, in 1874 five 


millions, and in 1875 five million six or eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
Mr. CONGER. 


Who did it? ty 
A republican Congress of,#he United States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then you introduced the novelty. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Polk vetoed every river and harbor bill ever 
presented to him; and in the last part of his term the Congress of 
the United States passed over his veto a river and harbor bill appro- 
priating one and three quarters millions of dollars. Under President 
Buchanan not one dollar was ever appropriated for the improvement 
of any river, North or South, except to the extent of $30,000 in all in 
some bills to repair particular works. 

The democratic policy never was in favor of the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. Since I have been a member of this House, and 
while I was a member of the Committee on Commerce, south¢tn Rep- 
resentatives came by scores before that committee asking for appro- 
priations for their rivers and harbors, as my friend from Indiana [ Mr. 
en very well knows. They were asked if they would vote for 
the bill if their appropriations, such as the committee thought should 
be put in, were embraced in the bill, or whether their constitutional 
scruples would prevent their so doing. And they told the committee 
that their constitutional scruples were of more importance than the im- 
provements of their rivers and harbors. That is the reason why the 
South heretofore has not had all their rivers and harbors improved 
that they should have had, because their Representatives have been 
opposed to that policy. 

It seems that they have changed their views, and I am gratified 
that they have done so. I believe that such means of improvement 
of water transportation is one of the most effectual for keeping trans- 
portation cheap and free throughout the land and preventing mo- 
nopoly in the means of communication and freightage. 

To my mind the message of the President was an appropriate one 
to make to this House. When I remember that in almost every an- 
nual message of the President he has directly called the attention of 
4his House to the importance of legislating in favor of cheap modes 
of transportation by water and by land, when I recollect that he has 
called the attention of this House to three plans of water-communi- 
cation from the Ohio River tothe Atlantic and to the Gulf, and when 
I remember that in all his messages he has urged upon Congress the 
importance of improving the national water-courses and highways of 
the country, I cannot condemn his objections to appropriations which, 
in his judgment, may be for objects purely local and entirely unnec- 
essary. 

In view of the President’s uniform recommendations in all his 
messages where he has referred to that subject, encouraging and in- 
citing Congress to make proper appropriations to secure cheap trans- 
portation for the whole country, I think these strictures from the 
gentlemen who have spoken are unjust and unworthy of the occasion. 
But the habit of making these strictures is so strong, my friends 
on the other side of the House in their caucuses and in their own 
hearts have become so accustomed to condemn everything that is done 
by the President or by the republicans that I think they can hardly 
avoid it. When the President sent a message to this House, as it was 
his duty to do, to inform us that our legislation would prevent suf- 
ficient revenue being received for the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government, that message was criticised even more harshly than 
this has been; and so it is through all the legislation of this House. 

Sir, I have no objection to gentlemen wearing out their lives in 
shouting for reform and retrenchment. I know they are wasting 
valuable time; I know they are exhausting their stalwart frames; I 
know they are running their minds into a series of charges and accu- 
sations unworthy of the American citizen; but it is their privilege 
and their right. The people will hear them for a moment and then 
turn them aside, and still let the father of the household manage his 
own affairs. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. RANDALL addressed the Chair. 

Mr- CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I have not relinquished the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand the 
geatleman to have the floor except for his own remarks. The Chair 
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will gladly spengetee the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
fora moment. His endeavor is to parcel out the floor fairly. 

Mr. CONGER. There was no limit to my time except the hour rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. Under the rules of the 
HFlouse when any member takes the floor he is entitled to it for one 
honr, unless he is speaking under some special limitation ; and the 
Speaker cannot deprive him of this right. And under the rule, as it 
has been administered for many years, he has the right to yield any 
portion of his hour to any other member. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair recognizes that rule ; and he 
is inclined to be entirely fair toward both sides of the House; but 
the right to one hour for each speaker has not been claimed at all in 
this debate ; and if the rule is resorted to, the Chair must decide that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is entitled to the floor, as 
he did not exhaust his time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there need be no controversy between the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. CONGER, ] and myself as to the occupancy of the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there can be no controversy between us; but 
I cannot assent to the idea that the Chair has a right to take a mem- 
ber off the floor before his hour has expired. The gentleman from 
Texas yielded the floor and sat down ; the Chair recognized another 
gentleman in his own right; and now under what rule can the Chair 
deprive him of the right to give part of his hour to another member? 

fr. RANDALL. Tae pentionen from Texas had the right to the 
floor to call the previous question at the end of his hour, but by a sort 
of general consent had allowed the debate to run on. 

Mr. HOAR. He yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has sent 
word to the Chair that he desires to move the previous question, and 
regards himself as holding the floor. Under these circumstances the 
Chair does not feel inclined to take the floor from him. Although he 
recognizes fully the rule as stated by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, he cannot see how the gentleman from Michigan can take from 
the gentleman from Texas during his hour the right to control the 
floor upon his own motion, 

Mr. CONGER. I submit to the Chair that a member obtaining the 
floor has a right to it for one hour. I obtained the floor in my own 
right without any limitation from anybody; I asked nobody’s con- 
sent; but the Chair recognized me. 

Mr. HOAR. I will remind the Chair that much more than an hour 
has elapsed since the gentleman from Texas took the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOAR. Since the gentleman from Texas took the floor and 
spoke, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hererorp] and the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] have spoken. More than an 
hour and a quarter must have elapsed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not expect any extended debate on this mo- 
tion. I only desired to state my opinion upon the question, and as 
soon as other members who might desire it had briefly expressed 
their views, I proposed to call the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that this may not come out of my hour. I 
either wish to go on myself or to mer to another gentleman. 

The SPEAK®R pro tempore. The Chair cannot recognize the gen- 
tleman as entitled to an hour within the hour of the gentleman from 
’ Texas. 

Mr. CONGER. That hour had terminated or nearly terminated 
when I took the floor 

Mr. RANDALL. It was extended by common consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All gentlemen know that debates of 
this kind frequently proceed by common consent, and when there is 
no objection the Chair is not inclined to interfere; but if it becomes 
a question of right, the Chair must hold that the gentleman from 
Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will yield a moment to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and then I will ask to yield a moment to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done by common consent. 
The time of the gentleman from Texas has expired; but if there is no 
objection the Chair will first recognize the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania — RANDALL] and then the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


(Mr. Hoar. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr.8 


ker, I have the highest respect for the 
Chief Magistrate of the Union, and hence I feel very great regret 
when I find him falling into errors. In one portion of this messa 
he distinctly implies, if he does not directly state, that by our legis- 
lation the collection of the revenues has been crippled, and that there- 
fore the revenues may fall off during the coming year. 

Now I want to state the fact that more than one-half of tbe rev- 
enne comes by receipts from customs, which in no wise whatever 
passes under the control of Congress so far as to make appropriations 
necessary for their collection. 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, there is one to which the President alludes. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as that part of the revenue is concerned 
se ge by Congress has nothing whatever to do with it, and 
oe the President's complaint in that respect is entirely un- 

ounded. 

There is, however, in the appropriation bill something to do with 
the collection of internal revenue. In regard to the internal revenue 
the House recommended that the collection districts should be re- 
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duced to one hundred and five ; the Senate raised the number to one 
hundred and thirty-one, but lest the Government should be embar 
rassed in the collection of the internal revenue the House receded 
from the number they had fixed at one hundred and five and con- 
ceded the number asked by the Department, one hundred and thirty- 
one, which the Senate insisted upon. , 

The House conferees also consented to a very considerable addition 
to the amount as fixed by the House committee and the House in con- 
nection with the pay of collectors and deputy collectors of internal 
revenue, and further as to pay of storekeepers, gaugers, and other 
officers employed in the other branch. Therefore | wish to say to this 
House that I do not believe any of the conferees on this or the other 
side of the House or of the Senate will consider that we have em- 
barrassed in any degree whatever the collection of the internal reve- 
nue. 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague on the Committee on Commerce from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Prerce] desires a few minutes, and I therefore 
yield to him. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr, Speaker, I cordially approve of the position 
which the President assumes in his message just laid before the 
House, and admire the manliness and courage which induced him to 
send it to the House. He only occupies the position uniformly taken 
heretofore by previous Administrations in reference to appropriations 
for river and harbor improvements. 

Now, sir, the only authority controlling his action is to be found 
in the first section, which provides that “the following sums of 
money be, and are hereby, appropriated to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, for the repair, preservation, 
construction, and completion of the following public works herein- 
after named.” There is nothing mandatory in that provision. It 
does not say that he shall spend a single dollar upon any one of the 
works provided for in the bill. If in his judgment any appropriation 
is wasteful, extravagant, or a useless expenditure of the public money, 
then he need not expendit. Indeed, if he expended any of the amount 
appropriated for any workdeemed by him to be wasteful, extravagant, 
or useless, he would be guilty of wrong-doing, and I will say to my 
democratic friends he would then deserve condemnation. 

He is only doing his duty when he says that he will not spend a 
single dollar of this money, when he is satisfied such expenditure 
will result in no good whatever. Nor does he claim in his mes- 
sage the right to divert any of this money appropriated for a given 
object to any other object. He simply says that if he believes the 
object for which it has been appropriated is not a fit object then he 
will not expend the money, but will let it lie in the Treasury for the 
future action of Congress. 

I remember in the examination of this river and harbor bill ia the 
Committee on Commerce various instances in which the Engineer 
Department reported that the sum appropriated could not be used to 
advantage, and therefore they did not use it at all, and that the money 
was permitted to remain in the Treasury. The President has simply 
announced to Congress that he will follow what has always here- 
tofore been the practice of the Engineer Department. 

I may be permitted to say here that the preparation of a river and 
harbor bill is one of the most difficult pieces of work which can be 
confided to any number of members of this House. The Committee 
on Commerce is constantly approached by perhaps two hundred 
members of this House, urging upon them appropriations for various 
localities in the country, and it has sometimes seemed to me, Mr. 
Speaker, as though they left their consciences outside of the commit- 
tee-room. Soe It is, therefore, with the greatest difficulty 
such an appropriation bill is framed, and I do not believe there has 
ever been passed by this House any bill which did not contain some 
items which ought not to have been included. I believe there are 
some such items in this bill, but, on the whole, it is a better bill than 
most of those which have been heretofore passed through this House. 
When I consider how this bill was made up, how the committee was 
importuned by members of the House to make appropriations for this 
little river and that little harbor, I feel that it is of the utmost im- 
portance to sustain the President in the position he has assumed, 
which is simply the position the Engineer Department has always 
held and acted upon, that if there are any appropriations useless 
and extravagant, and which will accomplish no good whatever, he 
will not authorize the expenditure of the public money for that pur- 
pose, but will allow it to remain in the Treasury so that Congress may 
review their action at the next session. We ought not to forget that 
we are to meet here again in Jess than four months, and that no harm 
can be done by any such action, but that, on the contrary, a consid- 
erable sum of money may be saved if the President fearlessly carries 
out the policy which he has indicated in his message. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before calling the previous question I desire to 
occupy just a single minute in responding to the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the time of 
the gentleman from ‘exas expired several minutes ago. Objection 
not having been made, the Chair supposed the debate was proceeding 
by unanimons consent; but unanimous consent has only n given 
to the two gentlemen who have now spoken; and, unless by unani- 
_ consent, the gentleman from Texas cannot longer retain the 
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Mr. REAGAN. Lask unanimous consent to occupy not more than 
one minute in responding to the gentleman from Michigan. 

There was no objeetion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say that if the President had made the 
objections to the bill which the gentleman from Michigan made he 
had a perfect right to do so. It was not complained that he objected 
to items in the bill that ought not to be appropriated. The complaint 
was that be declared that a law passed by both Houses of Congress 
and signed by himself would be just so far executed as to his private 
judgment it seemed fit it_ should be executed. 

The gentleman from Michigan asked me a question to which he 
desired an answer, whether there was any appropriation in Texas 
that would be affected? I am very glad to be able to say, as the 
gentleman from Michigan also knows, that we have no appropriation 
there except for works which are confessedly national, unless it be 
for Cypress Bayou, which is a work for which appropriations have 
heretofore been made by the Governznent under the sanction of the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CONGER] as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The others are all works on tide-water, and 
confessedly national. It was because there are no works in my State 
that are at all affected that I felt free to call attention to the assump- 
tion by the President of a right to regard or disregard at his pleasure 
an act of Congress approved by himself. 

I now ask the previous question. 

Mr. KASSON. Allow me to say that I think the Speaker misunder- 
stood the gentleman from Texas, (Mr. REAGAN.] That gentleman 


said he would yield a few moments to one other gentleman, and then | 


he would yield to the gentleman from Iowa. The Speaker said: 
“The gentleman from Massachusetts ;” and I was not disposed to in- 
terfere with the gentleman from Massachusetts proceeding. 1 desire, 
however, five minutes to speak to a single point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand that 
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that was the arrangement; but he will willingly recognize the gen- 
tleman from Iowa if it was arranged that he should have unanimous 
consent to speak. 

Mr. KASSON. Five minutes are probably enough. 

The single point to which I wish to call attention is the charge 
made by the gentleman from West Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, that the President has assumed an uncon- 
stitutional authority in the message which he hassent. If gentlemen 
will observe the careful language of the President, any such impres- 
sion I am sure will disappear, and even the gentleman from West 
Virginia will regret the illustration with which he commenced his 
address to the House when he made the comparison between the Pres- 
ident and a person exercising imperial authority. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Didthe President not say in one of his messages 
that our Constitution was similar to that of the German Empire? 
Does the gentleman deny that? 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from West Virginia compared the 
President to an officer exercising the authority of the Emperor of 
Germany. Let us see. The President says in his message: 

If it was obligatory on the Executive to expend all the money appropriated by 
Congress, I should return the river and harbor Dill with my objections. 

Thus the President assumes that it is not obligatory on him to spend 
all the money appropriated, and, resting upon that hypothesis, he de- 
clares that he will exercise his authority as an executive oflicer of 
the Government, directing the Secretary of War so to disburse these 
moneys that no part of them shall be expended on objects of private 
or local interest, or, in other words, which are unconstitutional. Now, 
sir, does this bill compel the President by force of law, ex vi termini, 
to expend each of these sums on each of these places? If it does, and 
if such an act is constitutional, then the President has proposed to 
violate the Constitution. But, sir, the entire precedents of this Gov- 
ernment, to which my honorable friend from Massachusetts referred, 
are against this proposition. In most instances the year expires with 
a balance in the Treasury. In some cases the expenditure is found to 
be a mere waste and is stopped; and more than that, the language of 
the bill is not mandatory on the President, but simply appropriates 
for various purposes &@ maximum sum of money and nowhere tells the 
President that he must spend it on each one or spend all of it; so 
that on the bill, without the Constitution, there is nothing which pre- 
vents the Presideit from taking that position. But let us see further. 
Suppose the gentleman from West Virginia was right and the Presi- 
dent violates the Constitution by not spending the money, we will 
say for example, for a survey of “Towne Creek, Monroe County, Mis- 
sissippi,” or for the improvement of the “Etowah River near Thomp- 
son’s bridge,” Georgia, or of “ Murder Kill Creek,” or of “Mispillion 
Creek.” We will take Mispillion Creek, as for that there issome money 
to be expended. Suppose the President should not spend it all; for 
what will the gentleman impeach him? He will come next session, 
if he is here, and impeach the President of high crimes and misde- 
meanors, and he will specify what the high crimes and misdemeanors 
“are, to wit, that whereas he might have expended $15,000 on this Mis- 
pillion Creek he only expended $5,000 on it, and left $10,000 in the 
Treasury; and therefore he will present*articles of impeachment 
against him to the Senate of the United States for high crimes and 
misdemeanors! 

Mr. DURHAM. Will the gentleman look at the paragraph of the 
bill eee line 544, in regard to the duty of the President and 
Secretary of War under this bill? 
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Mr. KASSON. I have not so many lines in my copy of the bill. 
Does the gentleman have Laurel Creek, Kentucky, in his bill ? 

Mr. DURHAM. No, sir; that was stricken out. I again ask the 
geutleman to look at line 544 of the bill, where the duty of the Sec- 
retary of War in the expenditure of these moneys is prescribed. 

Mr. KASSON. I will answer the gentleman. Where the work can 
be done by contract, the Secretary is required to cause it to be done 
by contract; that relates to the mode of doing the work. 

Mr. DURHAM. But the whole power is given to the Secretary of 
War, and the President has no power to control it. : 

Mr. KASSON. And the work is to be given to the lowest bidder 
under that section. The gentleman says that the Secretary of War 
must do it, because wherever it is required by law that the work 
shall be done by contract he is required to let it. I will say that 
President Grant, in case the Secretary failed in his duty, would stand 
where President Jackson stood, and will say, “I took the oath to sup- 
port the Constitution as I understand it, and if the Secretary of War 
stands in the way of the observance of the Constitution I will turn 
him out as Jackson did Duane, when he put Taney in the Treasury, 
and will appoint some man who will observe the Constitution.” 

These are the points touching which I wanted to show, first, that 
there is nothing in the bill that requires the President to spend all 
the money appropriated for any one place or for all the places; and 
second, that under the Constitution he is not compelled to spend 
money for an unconstitutional purpose simply because a certain sum 
is appropriated for it. We have just appropriated $60,000 for extra 
clerical service in our Executive Departments. Suppose they do not 
spend it all; will you impeach the Executive for not spending the 

whole of it? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from Texas to allow me a sin- 
gle word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
longer a right to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I merely wish to protest against the assumption 
that the Executive is bound to expend the money appropriated by 
Congress, and especially in a bill of this character. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that the gen- 
tleman is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for one moment 

No objection was made. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Itisclear that if the Executive or the Engineer De- 
partment of the Army discovers that an appropriation of money has 
been made for an object purely local; having no national importance 
whatever; not designed to promote the national commerce of the 
country, that that money ought not to be expended. 

Mr. REAGAN. That question is not in debate here. Nobody is 
insisting on any suchthing. The gentleman is discussing an abstract 
proposition, and not the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is clear that money cannot be appropriated con- 
stitutionally for purely local objects; it can only be appropriated 
and applied to the promotion of the general commerce of the country. 

Mr. KASSON. Then you stand by the President ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [stand by that doctrine. 

Mr. KASSON. And by the President. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been the doctrine of the dominant party 
in this House in all its past history. 

Mr. KASSON. Itis the doctrine of the President now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the Constitution we have no right to ap- 
propriate a single dollar for local purposes. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I say to the gentleman that if that was the doe- 
trine of the party I would uphold it nowhere. [Loud cries of “Or- 
der!” and “ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to have my own time, and I will oceupy the 
: of it. [Cries of “Time is up!” and “ Regular order!”] I 








The gentleman from Texas has no 


only wish to say that this bill is of the same class of bills making 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors that have 
passed during the last five years. I have been here all that time pro- 
testing against appropriations of money for purely local purposes, 
and during that period I have voted, | believe, for but a single one 
of that class of bills. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The gentleman sustains the imperial power of 
the President. [Loud cries of “ Order,” “ Regular order.” } 

Mr. REAGAN. | insist on the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the message of the President was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the message 
was referred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House take a recess until eight 
o'clock. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 131, 

| noes 36. 

Mr. BANNING called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’cleck and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until eight o’clock p. m. 
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EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session at eight 
o'clock, 

E MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMpson, one of their Clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the concurrent resolution of 
the House to print additional copies of the report of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3168) relating to the petition of 
real-estate owners in the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to disabled sol- 
diers, seamen, and others. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill to repeal part of section 5 of an act author- 
izing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue, approved July 19, 1876. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there a quorum present? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not inquired, and no 
vote has been taken which shows that fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lobject to proceeding with business unless a quo- 
rum is present, and for the purpose of testing the question I move 
that the House take a recess until nine o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr, BANNING. I would like to offer a bill in the first place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
order to ascertain if there is a quorum present, may either move to 
take a recesss or demand a count of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask a count on my motion to take a recess until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. EAMES. Pending that motion I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to state a fact in reference to legislation. 
In the Senate to-day an objection has been made under their rules to 
the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, which compels it 
to go over until to-morrow, as I understand. [Cries of “ Whatof 
that?”] It is better perhaps that I should modify my motion and 
propose that we should take a recess until nine o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BANNING. I would like to state a fact with reference to 
legislation. Ihave in my hand a bill asked for by the President 
providing for an addition of twenty-five hundred men to the Army, 
in order to aid in the Indian war, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot hear that at this time. 

Mr. PAGE. Lam credibly informed that the Senate will be ready 
to adjourn at twelve o’clock to-night. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
modify his motion so as to make it a recess until nine o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave already modified my motion so as to make 
the recess until nine o’clock to-night. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be per- 
mitted to inform the House of the condition of the public business 
and as to when we shall probably be able to adjourn. 

The SPLAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will make the statement. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. RANDALL. From the information which I gather from Sena- 
tors I do not believe it is possible that the Senate will be ready to 
adjourn before to-morrow at twelve o’clock; but out of Suanions 
caution I have modified my proposition so that we shall take the re- 
cess until nine o’clock this evening that we may learn with more 
certainty whether an early adjournment on the part of the Senate 
can be arrived at. I therefore insist on my motion for a recess. 

Mr. PAGE. And I hope it willbe voted down. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I call for tellers. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not see why the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
should undertake to clog the progress of public business. 

The question was taken on Mr. RANDALL’s motion; and ona division 
there were—ayes 62, noes 59; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PAGE. "I calf for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Pack and Mr. RANDALL were ap- 
pointed, 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 49; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. BANNING. I call forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 27 members voting therefor, (being 
more than one-fifth of the last vote.) 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 58, nays 83, not vot- 
ing 145; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Atkins, Bagby, Bradford, Bright, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Dibrell, Durham, Eden, Forney, 
Gause, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartzell, Haymond, Abram S 
Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hoar, Holman, House, Joyce, Kehr, Levy, Lewis, 
Mackey, Magoon, Maish, McMahon, Morrison, New, Payne, leton, Randall, 


Reagan, Riddle, John Robbins, Miles Rosa, Savage, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, Teese, 
Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Tucker, Turney, J ae L. Vance, Waddell, Gilbert C! 
Walker, Whitthorne, Willard, James W s, and Jeremiah N. Williams—5s. 
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NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, John H. Baker, Banks, Banning, Boone, Bradley, Can. 
non, Cason, Cate, Caulfield, Chittenden, Clymer, Conger, Crapo, Crounse, (yt. 
ler, Davy, Douglas, Durand, Eames, Felton, Finley, Franklin, Goode, Goodin, Hen. 
derson, Henkle, Hereford, Hopkins, Hunton, Hyman, Thomas L. Jones, Kasson 
Kimball, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Lawrence, Lord, Luttrell, Lynch, Me. 
Crary, McDill, Money, Monroe, Mutcbler, O'Neill, Packer, Page, Pierce, Piper, Pot. 
ter, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Roberts, Sampson, Scales, Schleicher 
Sheakley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Spencer, Springer, Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Tar. 
box, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes 
Erastus Wells, White, Whiting, Wigginton, Alpheus S. Williams, William | 
Williams, Wilshire, James Wilson, Woodburn, and Young—83. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H. Baz. 
ley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Bliss, 
Blount. John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, San. 
uel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, 
Candler,Caswell,Chapin, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri,Collins,Cox,Culberson, Dan- 
ford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Evans, 
Faulkner, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Gartield, Gibson, Glover, Hale, Rol- 
ert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T, 
Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, 
Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, 
Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lynde, MacDougal). 
McFarland, Meade, Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken,'Mills, Morgan, Nash, Neal, Norton, 
O'Brien, Odell, Vliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, 
Platt, Powell, Pratt, Purman, Rainey. Rea, William M. Robbins, Robinson, Sobi. 
eski Ross, Rusk, Sayler, Schunaker, Seelye, Smalls,William E. Smith, Southard, 
Sparks, Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Martin I. Townsend, Robert B. Vance, Wait, 
Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Wal- 
ling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, 
Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams, Willis, Benja- 
min Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and Yeates -145. 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. VANCE, is 
contined to his room by indisposition, 

Mr. COOK. My colleague from Georgia, Mr. SMITH, is detained at 
his room by severe illness. 

Mr. STEVENSON. My colleagues, General ANDERSON and Judge 
CAMPBELL, are absent by leave of the House. 

Upon the announcement of the vote as above recorded 

Mr. RANDALL said: No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, no business 
is in order except to adjourn or a motion that there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. BANNING. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] that there be a call of the 
Honse. 

The motion was agreed to upon a division—ayes 88, noes 35. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] has the floor on the unfinished business. 
I suppose there will be no objection to his proceeding with his re- 
marks even if there be no quorum present. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the call of the House be withdrawn, and that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] be allowed to pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

The clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following members 
failed to respond to their names : 


Messrs. Adams, John H. Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, 
Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bliss, Blount, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buck- 
ner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Byrchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William 
P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Caswell’ Chapin, Collins, Cox, Culberson, Danford, 
Darrall, Davis, Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Fauikner, 
Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Gibson, Glover, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benja- 
min W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hatcher, 
Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurlbut, 
Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, King, Knott, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le 
Moyne, Lynde, MacDougall, McFarland, Meade, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, 
Neal, O’Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, Poppleton, 
Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Schumaker, Seelye, 
Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Stenger, Stowell, Swann, Martin [. 
Townsend, Robert B. Vance, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 5. 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James 
= ee Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodworth, and 

eates—126. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk reports that one hundred 
and sixty members have responded to their names; more than a 
quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that all proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS. I call for the lar order. 

.* HOLMAN. I move that the House now take a recess for a half 
an hour. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I rise to make a report from a committee of 
conference, : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. LAWRENCE] to submit a report from a commit- 
tee of conference. 


PARTITION OF REAL ESTATE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. LAWRENCE submitted the following report ; which was read 
by the Clerk: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 3168 entitled “An act relat- 
ing to partition of real estate in the District of Columbia,” respectfully report that 
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they have met, and after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate; 
and agree to the same, with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “ may," in line 3 of said amendment, and insert “in 
the discretion of the court be compelled in any court of competent jurisdiction 
to make or suffer partition of such estate or estates. In proceedings for partition 
all persons in interest shall be made parties in the same manner as in cases of 
equity jurisdiction. And in proceedings for partition under this act the court may, 
in addition to the powers herein conferred, exercise such pore as are or may be 
conferred by virtue of the general equity jurisdiction of the court.” 

“Sec.2. That the court in all cases in decreeing partition, may, if it satisfacto- 
rily appears that said lands, tenements, or any estate or interest cannot be divided 
without loss or injury to the parties interested, decree a sale thereof and adivision 
of the money arising from such sale among the parties according to their respect- 
ive rights and interests. ' 4 

Sec. 3 That in all such sales, unless the court shall, by special order, direct or 
require, for good cause shown, that the sale be made for cash, the purchase-money 
shall be payable, one-third ou the day of sale, one-third in one year, and one-third 
in two years thereafter, with interest ; the deferred payments to be secured to the 
parties according to their respective interests, by good and suflicient mortgage 
upon the premises so sold, which shall be subject to the approval of the court.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. , 

WILLIAM LAWRENCE, 
SCOTT LORD, 
GEORGE F. HOAR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
FRED. T. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
T. 0. HOWE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to hear some explanation of this re- 
ort. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I presume it is not necessary to make any ex- 
tended statement in regardto this report. The original bill providing 
for the partition of real estate in the District of Coluinbia was passed by 
the House and sent to the Senate, where it was amended in matters 
not very material except the addition of a prvoision that sales in parti- 
tion proceedings, unless otherwise ordered, should be for one-third 
cash in hand and the balance in deferred payments of one and two 
years, with interest. 

The bill coming back to the House, the House disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate and asked for a committee of conference. 
The committee of conference has unanimously agreed upon this re- 
port, there having been no objection to the report as it stands from 
any member of the committee. It has been agreed to by the Senate. 
It has been submitted to members of the bar of the District of Col- 
umbia and meets their approval. I suppose there is no objection to 
it from any quarter. I hope the House will agree to the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. LAWRENCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BANKS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] has the floor on the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] to reconsider the vote by 
which the President’s message in regard to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PAGE. Was not that laid on the table to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not. 

{Mr. BANKS addressed the House on the bill to utilize the products 
of gold and silver mines. His speech will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. KASSON and Mr. SPRINGER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] served notice that he would during the session of to-day, 
if he could obtain the floor, move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table, and the Chair, therefore, recognizes him to test the sense 
of the House upon that question. 

_Mr. SPRINGER. I do not wish to deprive any gentleman who de- 
sires to discuss this question of the opportunity of doing so, but I did 
intend to move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table for the 
purpose of getting the motion out of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. We shall probably be compelled to remain here 
until to-morrow, and there is one gentleman I know of who desires to 
speak on this question, and if the gentleman from Illinois would post- 
pone his motion that _popenes might be enabled to go on. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitr] 
desires to diseuss the question, I will yield to him. 

Mr. KASSON. I believe I am next in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
withdraw his motion ? 


Mr. SPRINGER. I do; and I yield to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Hewitt. 


_ Mr. DURHAM. ! make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Illinois has not the floor to parcel it out. 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore. That is perfectly correct, and the point 


of order is well taken ; he must either occupy the floor with his mo- 
tion or not at all. 


Mr. WADDELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Before the announcement of the vote, Mr. REA was granted an in- 
definite leave of absence from to-morrow. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. A. 8S. WILLIAMS, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House, of the papers in the case of Peter 
D. Rank, no adverse report having been made. 

On motion of Mr. WELLS, of Missouri, leave was granted for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of 
M. 8S. Mephum, W. Mephum, and A. H. Shaw, of Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, asking compensation for the loss of the steamboat Jimmie. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 897) granting a pension to Andrew Evarts; and 

An act (H. R. No. 4085) to repeal part of an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue,” approved July 
19, 1876. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquire 
Loud cries of “ Regular order!” ] 
he SPEAKER pro tempore then announced the result of the vote on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. KASSON. I call for tellers if gentlemen will not hear the re- 
quest I have to make, which is simply that instead of an adjourn- 
ment a recess be taken. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. We are tired of waiting the convenience of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BANNING and Mr. HANCOCK called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BANNING. Before the question is put on the yeas and nays 

Mr. DURHAM. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain anything 
but the regular order. : 

Mr. BANNING. Ithink there will be no objection. 

[Cries of “ Regular order!” } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The regular order is now demanded, 
and that is objection sufficient. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; only 20 members voting 
therefor. 

Mr. FORT. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WADDELL and Mr. BANNING were 
appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 55. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it not in order to move to suspend the rules? 

Mr. RANDALL. Was that a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require a quorum to ad- 
journ or refuse to adjourn, [cries of “Regular order!” ] so the Chair will 
recognize on the regular order the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kas- 
SON, ] who claims the floor. 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me. 

Mr. ATKINS. Lobject. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa cannot par- 
cel out the floor to any one. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ishallobject to the gentleman from Iowa yielding to 
any one at all. 

The SPEARER pro tempore. The Chair has already so objected. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to inquire whether there 
will be objection if I yield the floor for a motion to adjourn or to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] to report a bill for the protec- 
tion of the frontier? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BRADFORD. I object. 

Mr. KASSON. Then I will proceed with what I have to say, and 
will endeavor to dispose of this motion, eo that the gentleman from 
Ohio may be in order. I regret to introduce what I have to say in 
the presence of the fact of an objection coming from that side of the 
House which is detrimental to the public interest, as the objection to 
the reporting of the bill from the Military Committee of this House 
designing to save the Army from further destruction and our frontier 
settlements from pillage and plunder and slaughter by the Indians. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it not in order for the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
BANNING] to move to suspend the rules and pass his bill? This is 
Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order while the 
gentleman from Iowa[ Mr. Kasson] holds the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. But if that gentleman yields the floor would it not 
be in order for the gentleman from Ohio to move to suspend the rules 
and put his bill on its passage ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably if the gentleman from 
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not propose that the gentleman from Iowa or any other gentleman 
shall assign the floor, that being the province of the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ATKINS. My parliamentary inquiry is, Has the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] the right to discuss military matters at this 
time? There is no question of that sort now before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regards that as scarcely a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ATKINS. I make the inquiry, and with all due deference to 
the Chair I think it is a proper varliame sntary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider, upon which 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] holds the floor, opens up the 
subject to a wide range of debate. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[ Mr. ATKINS] knows as well as the Chair knows that on such motions 
there is always wide latitude of debate. The gentleman from Iowa 
certainly cannot trespass upon any rights of members. But the Chair 
cannot determine what shall be the line of his remarks. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, if all the parliamentary inquiries of 
gentlemen have been answere sd, I will once more endeavor to proceed 
with what I have to say. 

My honorable friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made an 
elaborate speech to-day, embracing many tables, many figures, and a 
great deal of mathematics. He was followed by my able and honorable 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] with counter-tables of correct figures 
and better mathematics. Ido not propose to go into the mathematical 
questions which were debated by thosetwogeutlemen. I will say, how- 
ever, that my friend from Pennsylvania in his figures often reminded 
me of a remark once made in my hearing. One said that no doubt the 
old maxim that “two and twe make four” was absolutely true. 
But said he, two and two also make twenty-two; and that was what 
he could not understand, Now it depends upon the manner in which 
you arrange your figures as to what they will make. I think I may 
say, Without doing any injustice to the gentleman, that one 2 was put 
after the other 2, instead of under it, in many places by my honom- 
ble friend from Pennsylvania, 

In the course of that gentleman’s remarks he expressed his desire 
that ere long we might have an Executive who would be in harmony 
with his side of the House, and he promised great things in the way 
of reform should such an Executive be elected. Availing myself of 
the accustomed liberty of debate on a motion of this kind, I propose 
now, as briefly as I may, to inquire which of the two parties have of- 
fered a candidatesfor Chief Execntive of the country who, if elected, 
would be most likely to gratify the people in their aspirations for an 
honest and loyal Government and reform. 

I will first ask whether the candidate supported by my honorable 
friend from Pennsylvania is that Executive by whom the people may 
expect their honest aspirations to be realized? Who is Samuel J. 
Tilden, and what is his record ? 


“THE CANDIDATE 18 THE PLATFORM.” 

Prior to his nomination at Saint Louis we often heard the phrase that 
“the candidate will be the platform.” Is the democracy of this 
House and of the country willing to accept that maxim and apply it 
to their candidate ? 

I need not say that during the last few years, since 1860, this Gov- 
ernment has been partially remodeled. The masses of the northern 
people have become possessed of new desires and new principles; 
and those principles yet remain deeply ingrained in their hearts, as 
deeply, I trust, as they were at the time Ohio gave 100,000 majority 
against a colleague of Mr. Tilden in the convention at Chicago in 
1n64—Mr. Vallandigham, of Obio. « 

What, then, has been the record of Mr. Tilden in respect tothe issues 
which will be presented to the people of this country in the course 
of the pending canvass? What was his position in 1960 touching the 
fundamental doctrine upon which the battles for the Union were 
fought, the perpetual unity of the nation, for which on our side so 
many hundred thousands of men shed their blood or laid down their 
lives?) Was Mr. Tilden in harmony with the Union sentiment of the 
country? Was he in harmony with the sentiment of the country 
which sustained the war? Did he urge the people to sustain the 
Union? Did he urge the filling of our armies? Did he censure the 
secession movement out of which the war grew? Is he anywhere or 
anyhow upon the record as the strong friend of the Union in its time 
of danger? 

Mi. TILDEN AS A SECESSIONIST. 

In 1860 Mr. Tilden wrote a letter, under date of October 12, to Hon. 
William Kent, then a democratic elector for the State of New York, 
in which he said: 

The masters of political science who constructed our system preserved the State 
governments as bulwarks for the freedom of individuals and localities against op- 
pression from centralized power. They recognized no right of constitutional seces- 
sion ; but they left revolution organized when it should be demanded by the public opinion 
of a State ; left it with power to snap the tie of confederation as a nation might break 
a treaty, and to repel coercion as a nation might repel invasion. They caused us to 
depend in @ great measure upon the public opinion of the States in order to maintain 
a confederated Union. 

Again he said: 


Especially is this true of a compact of confedzration a the States, where 
there can be no common afbiter invested with authori aay on, ca- 
pable with those which courts possess between individusle. +e Pdeteritining 
enforcing a just construction and execution of the instrument. 
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Here, then, in 1860 we find upon the written record of Mr. Tilden a 
declaration that this was a confederation of States instead of a Union : 
that the States by their own action could “ snap the tie.” After that, 
in 1860 and 1861, the South acted upon his declaration of doctrine and 
proceeded to “snap the tie,” supported clearly by the doctrines then 
eunnciated by Samuel J. Tilden, whom they now seek to make Pres- 
ident of the United States and of the restored Union. Calhoun was 
not stronger nor Buchanan weaker than this. It was the identica] 
doctrine adopted by Buchanan when he denied the power to coerce 
the rebellious States, and left them to organize armies and batter 
down the walls of our forts. Nobody claimed the right to secede by 
the terms of the Constitution. They only claimed that the Constitu- 
tion “left” them with such a right. 


MR. TILDEN AS AN OPPONENT OF THE WAR FOR THE UNION IN 1863. 


Again, Mr. Speaker, in February, 1863, we once more hear from 
Mr. Tilden upon these doctrines that connect themselves with the 
question of the Union. There wasa conference called at Delmonicu’s, 
in the city of New York, and of that conference Mr. Tilden was a 
member. The members of it were all known throughout the war as 
copperheads. In that conference in February, 1°63, they organized 
a Society for the Diffusion of Political Knowledge. I myself re- 
ceived month after month the issues of that society, of which Mr. 
Tilden was one of the organizers and members. In their declarations 
they took secession ground. They assailed the Government of the 
Union; they urged a counter-sentiment against the work going on 
in the war for the maintenance of the Union. They endeavored to 
terrify the people touching the destruction of the Constitution, which 
they charged against the government of Mr.Lincoln. They did every- 
thing except support the country and maintain our nationality one 
and indivisible. They argued constanthy against the right of the 
Union Government to save the nation by the power of arms ond dis- 
couraged the loyal people in their struggle in their darkest hours, 
before the sunburst of our victories at Vicksburgh and Gettysburgh. 

This was the first half of 1563. I will not stop to read extracts 
from those articles, which showed clearly the object of the society 
and the influence they were designed to exert; but I will call to the 
minds of gentlemen that this society organized in February, 1763, 
and commencing immediately afterward their publications, was fol- 
lowed by those fearful and bloody riots in the city of New York in 
the succeeding month of July. 

We thus far find Governor Tilden commencing as a secessionist and 
proceeding as an encourager of the disunionists, embarrassing the 
operations of the Government, and endeavoring to sow the seeds of 
secession broadcast in this country by means of this ‘Society for the 
Diffusion of Political Knowledge.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. KASSON. On this point ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes,sir. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
that Governor Tilden was a secessionist and disunionist in 1°63? 

Mr. KASSON. I tell the gentleman that he wrote that secession 
doctrine which I have read, in a letter to Hon. William Kent in 1=60. 
[ tell him that Governor Tilden was a member of that Society for the 
Diffusion of Political Knowledge, of which the literature was all cop- 
perhead and all discouraging to the war. Is the gentleman answered ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. Does the gentleman say that Governor 
Tilden was a secessionist and a disunionist in 1863? 

Mr. KASSON. I say what I have said upon the record. The gen- 
tleman may consider it as exhibiting him as a disunionist or he may 
consider it as the highest exposition of loyal Union sentiment. | 
only know that in my part of the western country, and in the State 
of Lilinois, such doctrines were met with denunciation, and men hid 
their heads behind the blackberry bushes when they uttered them. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The + saith will not assert and does not assert 
and dare not assert that Governor Tilden was ever a secessionist or 
disunionist. 

Mr. KASSON. I dare assert exactly what I have asserted, and let 
the gentleman deny it if he can. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I deny it, sir; and every man will deny it who 
knows anything about the history of the country. [Applause on the 
democratic side. } 

Mr. KASSON. I refer you to the record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Governor Tilden never was a secessionist or a 
disunionist, and the gentleman from Iowa knows it. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Where was the gentleman from Iowa during the 
war? 

Mr. KASSON. I will tell the gentleman where I was during the 
war. I was on this floor passing appropriation bills to maintain the 
Army which fought the men you supported and with whom you are 
acting. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot consent to the con- 
tinuance of these demonstrations of applause or dissent upon the 
floor of the House. They are unparliamentary; and the Chair hopes 
they will not be repeated. 

A Member. They came from the galleries. 

The SPEAKER pro tem a If repeated in the galleries, the gal- 
leries will be cleared. ntleman from Iowa will proceed in 
order; and gentlemen upon me floor will not interrupt him without 
his consent. 
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Mr. KASSON. And atanother time I was taking care of the records 
of this Government, which were threatened by men coming over from 
Virginia to take possession of the city of Washington and haul down 
the Union flag and trample it under their feet, as they recently did in 
the State of Virginia and in one or two other States of this Union on 
the 4th of July last. That is the work which some of us were engaged 
in; while others, more fortunate perhaps in obtaining honors, were 
gallantly fighting the enemy at the front with Rutherford B, Hayes. 


MR. TILDEN IN 1864 DECLARING THE WAR A FAILURE. 


Now where was Governor Tilden in 1864 when the convention met 
that nominated McClellan? He was at the convention at Chicago 
with Vallandigham, representing the State of New York upon the 
committee on resolutions, a member of the committee on the plat- 
form which declared this war to have been a failure. Let me give 
the exact words. I send them to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read the resolution then adopted and it will show where Governor 
‘Tilden was in 1864, following out the theory upon which he acted in 
1250 and 1863. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this convention does explicitly declare, as the sense of the Amer- 
ican people, that, after four yearsof failure to restore the Union by the experiment 
of war, during which, under the pretense of a military necessity or war power 
higher than the Constitution, the Constitution itself has been disregarded in every 
part, and public liberty and private right alike trodden down, and the material 
prosperity of the country essentially > justice, humanity, liberty, and the 
public welfare demand that immediate efforts be made for a cessation of hostilities, 
with a view to an ultimate convention of the States, or other peaceable means, to 
the end that, at the earliest practicable moment, peace may be restored on the 
basis of the Federal States. 


Mr. KASSON. Thus, Mr. Speaker, you find him uniting in report- 


ing from the committee on the platform that resolution declaring the | 


war a failure, assailing the government of Mr. Lincoln, denouncing 
the administration for the manner in which they were carrying on 
the warjand asking the Americar people to condemn it, as they are 
going to ask them again in November next, but with a result in the 
former case well known in the history of this country. The people 
put their foot upon the platform. They put their foot upon the men 
who stood upon the platform; and they will put their foot, as long 
as loyalty to the Union and Constitution is respected, upon the men 
who have not changed their faith, but still dare to come before them 
and ask their suifrages. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Let me ask the gentleman from Iowa whether 
the people put their foot upon General McClellan who headed their 
Army? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Let meask the gentleman from Iowa 
a question. 

Mr. KASSON. If the gentleman from New York says any fact I 
have stated is not correct I will yield to him, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask whether the gentleman from 
lowa does not know as a matter of fact that Governor Tilden as a 
member of that committee voted against that resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. 1 will answer the gentleman that as far as the record 
goes I know the contrary. Mr. Guthrie, who was on that committee, 
stated, in speaking of their not being ready, that it was in the hands 
of asubcommittee for revision, but the general committee were unani- 
mous in their views. Mr. Tilden followed Mr. Guthrie in the declara- 
tion, “I wish to add that upon the adjournment of the general com- 
mittee there was no dissent among the members.” That is my answer 
to the gentleman from New York. 

= HEWITT, of New York. Governor Tilden voted against that 
esolution. 

Mr. KASSON. Further evidence publicly given of Mr. Tilden’s 
coneurrence appears in the published reports of that convention: 

Mr. Brown, of Delaware, one of the committee, said: 


‘ There is not the slightest dissension among us. We have been a unit from the 
inst. 


Mr. Weller, of California, said: 


The subcommittee have agreed upon the only portion of the platforni which by 
any possibility can divide this party. We are all in favor of peace, and the only 
ditference of opinion is as to the phraseology to be used in making that declaration. 


Mr. Smith, of Wisconsin, added to the general testimony upon this 
point, as follows: ; 


There is no difference in the committee except upon mere matters of expression. 

Mr. MeKeon, of New York, explained the cause of delay as origi- 
nating with Mr. Vallandigham, who wanted the language of the reso- 
lution changed, not because it was too strong, but because it was 
not strong enough to suit him. Finally the resolution was reported 
from the subcommittee to the committee, and from the committee to 
the convention, ‘and was adopted without the dissent of a single 
member of the committee openly expressed in coivention. 

As to the platform adopted, there is no power unless they raise the 
dead, who are Guthrie and Vallandigham ; no power that is able to 
prove the contrary of the unpatriotic record. 

lhe further proof I cite is this: that when it was presented to the 
convention not a syllable of dissent was expressed by Tilden, who 
was a member of that committee when it came before the conven- 
tion, And now shall gentlemen go into the secret operations of the 
committee, unknown to the public, against this evidence, and say he 
dissented from it in committee ? Why if he loved the Union did he 
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| not rise like a man who loved his country and dared to hold a pa- 
| triotic opinion, why did he not rise when it came into the convention 
| and say, “I cannot accept that insult to the Army and to this coun- 
| try? The gallant soldiers at the front are fighting in the hope that 
the people behind them will sustain them. I will not support that 
clause of the platform, and I will not support the man who stands 
upon it.” Shall I answer why he did not do it? Because of his doe- 
trines of 1860 and 1863. Because he dared not oppose southern sym 
pathizers. Because, as a politician, he inherits the compromising, 
evasive character of Martin Van Buren. I suppose 10,000 men in 
this country when they read his letter of acceptance said, “Martin 
Van Buren over again.” Words to disguise thoughts, phrases to dis- 
| guise principles, sentences with a double meaning, and he had not 

the courage to avow in the open convention the opinion, if he ever 
entertained it, which is attributed to him by my honorable friend 
from New York. 


MR. TILDEN’S RECORD OF WHAT HE DID NOT DO FOR THE UNION, 


Here in 1860, in 1863, and in 1864, we have the positive record of 
the position of Governor Tilden on these fundamental questions. ‘The 
negative record is more convincing still. Where is the speech he 
made in the great city of New York to support the war?) Where is 
| the speech he made to encourage the soldier? Where is the speech 
he made to sustain the government of Mr. Lincoln in the days ef its 
trials? Where is the speech he made to denounce the attempt of 
foreign governments to aid in the breaking up of this Union? 

Where is the voice, I ask gentlemen on both sides of the House, 
and I will ask the whole country through this House, where is the 
voice shown by any record that that gentleman ever uttered for bis 
country in the time of its peril? (A pause.) Nobody replies. 

Mr. HOUSE rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa yicld 
to the gentleman from Tennessee ? 

Mr. KASSON. If he rises to produce a public declaration of Gov- 
ernor Tilden in support of the war for the Union, I yield to him. 

Mr. HOUS#. I want to ask the gentleman a question in regard to 
what he has just had read. 

Mr. KASSON. Do you propose to give me that information ? 

Mr. HOUSE. Iam asking the gentleman to give me some infor- 
mation. 

Mr. KASSON. Ihave already given you a great deal, and I will 
give you more if you will be seated. 

Mr. HOUSE. I only desire to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa declines to 
be interrupted. 

Mr. KASSON. This is his record, positive and negative, during the 
war for the Union which closed in 1865. I might stop here and ask 
any soldier in the United States whom he urged to go to the war to 
vote for him. I might ask the relatives of any dead soldier whom he 
comforted for their loss and encouraged with the hope that the sac- 
rifice was for the preservation of the Union to vote for him. I might 
call upon the fund to answer for him to whch he ever personally 
contributed fer the like parposes. But, Mr. Speaker, the positive and 
negative evidence, considered separately or together, is ample to main- 
tain the proposition I have made, that his principles, his heart, and 
his action were not with the effort to save the Union; that neither 
his judgment nor his heart was with the soldiers who fought for the 
Union, and that no man who ever wore the blue can come to the 
polls and cast his vote for him without reflecting upon the memory 
of the dead who died for that cause. 

Mr. Speaker, I search this question so particularly because I main- 
tain that deep down in the hearts of the people of the Union States, 
the war democrats as well as the republicans, there is a deep and 
affectionate regard for the men who helped them in the time of trou- 
ble and of peril; and a deep and lasting censure for the men who 
withheld their hand, their voice, their heart, their vote from the good 
cause for which they fought and for which so many perished. It is 
a profound and honorable instinet of patriotism, which ought to be 
maintained for the security of the nation in the future as well asa 
grateful recognition of patriotic action in the past. 





MR. TILDEN AS A “ REFORMER.” 


Now, sir, I ask what is the record of this same gentleman as a “ re- 
former ” that should lead my honorable friend from Pennsylvania to 
offer his prayer and aspiration that he might have an opportunity to 
work in harmony with him in another Congress? We are not with- 
out a record on this point. There have been certain political asso- 
ciations of that gentleman in the past and some public action which 
is known to the world. In 1868 be was chairman of a committee of 
which William M. Tweed was an active aud eflicient member, and at 
that time a circular was sent out over bis signature as chairman, 
which is so significant upon this question of reform that I wish to 
secure the attention of the House for a few moments while I ask the 
Clerk to reac it. 

The Clerk read as follows ; 

[Private and strictly confidential.] 
Rooms OF Democratic State Committee 
October 27, 1268 

My Dean Sin: Please at once to communicate with some reliable person in three 
| or four pring - towns and in each city of your county, and request hit (expenses 
for this end) to telegraph to William M. Tweed, Tammany tall. at 





' duly arrange: 
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of closing the polls, not waiting for the count, such person's estimate 


clegrapb be as follows: 
town will show a democratic gain (or loss) over last year of (number ;) or 
« if sufficiently certain: This town will give a republican (or democratic) 


if course, an important object to be attained by a simultancons trans- 
it the hour of closing the polls, but not longer waiting. Opportunity can 
en of the usual half-hour lull in the telegraphic communications over lines be- 
wtual results begin to be declared, and before the Associated Press absorb 
the telegraph with retarns and interfere with individual messages ; and give orders 
to watch carefully the count, 
Very truly, yours, 


SAMUEL J. TILDEN, Chairman. 

Mr. KASSON. 

Mr. CLYMER,. 
moment ? 

Mr. KASSON. For what purpose? 

Mr. CLYMER. To ask him a question. Does he not know that 
Mr. Tilden has pronounced this circular to be without his authority ? 
And does he not know that he has said solemnly that he had never 
signed it and never knew anything about it? 

Mr. KASSON. Ido happen to know certain facts about it which 
I should be as willing to state, and intended:to state without a ques- 
tion being put to me, as with it. 

Mr. CLYMER. Does the gentleman not know that that is a for- 
gery; that Mr. Tilden never authorized it to be issued, and never saw 
it before it was issued ? 

Mr. KASSON. Lunderstand that question distinctly, and Iam glad 
the question has been put ; for otherwise I should have volunteered 
to answer it. He was in association on that committee with William 
M. Tweed. He,this reformer, had previously received a contribution 
of $5,000 from William M. Tweed, his associate on committee, for 
election purposes; and this circular was sent out with Mr. Tilden’s 
signature attached, as it is alleged by Tweed, an active member of 
committee, and not by the chairman. This was in 1868, and in 1873, 
five years after, Mr. Tilden, so far as I know, is first heard from in a 
pamphlet, which he published,denying that it was his’signature, and 
asserting that it was put there without his consent. 

Mr. COX. Ihave a letter from Mr. Tilden in 1868 denying that 
under his own hand and seal. I ask to have it put in the Recorp 
along with that falsehood. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COX, Of course not. 

Mr. KASSON. I have learned how to appreciate all these private 
sugyestions— 

Mr. COX. I desire to have it in the Recorp. 

Mr. KASSON. That does not go into my speech till I know what 
it is. 

Mr. CLYMER. It ought to go into the gentleman’s speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa must not 
be interrupted except with his own permission. 

Mr. COX. Of course not; Iam not interrupting him. 

Mr. KASSON. ‘The course pursued by gentlemen on the other side 
of the House is exactly characteristic of their leader, Governor Til- 
den. They evade responsibility for action by disclaiming words. 
There was no time prior to 1873 or prior to the exposure of Tweed, 
so far as 1 know, that Governor Tilden ever came out with this dis- 
claimer. 

Mr. CLYMER. In 1868 he did it. 

Mr. KASSON. That was when the governorship had been already 
stolen from the people of the State by this gigantic fraud which 
startled two continents and put the democratic governor into the 
gubernatorial chair of New York, to the exclusion of Griswold and 
as successor of Governor Dix; a fraud perpetrated at least by some of 
the committee of which he was chairman. 

Now there is one witness whom I quote against all the private let- 
ters and all the private adherents of Mr, Tilden, because his character 
has been inddrsed by the democrats of the whole country for fhe high 
office of the Presidency of the United States. Horace Greeley said 
this to Mr. Tilden on the very point we are now discussing : 


“An important object is to be attained ’”—— 
Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 


You hold a most responsible and influential ponies in the counscls of a great 
party. You could make that party content itself with polling bgal votes if you only 
would. In our late constitutional convention I tried to erect some fresh barriers 
against election frands. Did you? The very little that I was enabled to effect in 
this direction I shall try to have ratified by the people atourensuing election. Will 
ro ! Mr. Tilden, you cannot escape responsibility by saying with the guilty Mae- 
eth: 
“Thou canst not say I did it: never shake 
Thy gory locks at me,” 


for you were at least a passive accomplice in the giant frauds of last November. 


But, says the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] Mr. Tilden in 
1868 did say, “ Thou canst not say I did it,” and shook his gory locks 
after the fact accomplished and the fruits realized; but Mr. Greeley 
warns him against that very thing, and gives this reason for it: 


Your name was used, without public protest on your part, in circulars sowed 
broadeast over the State, whereof the manifest intent was to “make assurance 
double sure” that the frands here perpetrated should not be overborne by the 
honest vote of the rural districts. And you, not merely by silence, but by positive 
assumption, have covered those frauds with the mantle of your responsibility. 

On the principle that “ the receiver is as bad as the thief,” you are as deeply impli- 
ated in them to-day as though your name was Tweed, O Brien, or Oakey Hall. 


Mr. Greeley’s real opinion of Mr. Tilden’s excuses and of his relation 
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to the frand appears further and very plainly in this additional ex- 
tract from that historical denunciation of election fraud: 

On one very important point, however, your bitterness as a partisan has impelled 
you to ignore and come short of your duties as a citizen and a professed upholder 
of government by the poopie, and for this dereliction I here arraign you. { allude 
to the preservation of the purity of the ballot-box. 

I can imagine how a man may shut his eyes to many things which he deems it 
convenient not to know; but I must speak of what you must know, however you may 
wish to seek to be ignorant of it. 

Now I put the evidence of that great and honest man, for whom 
Mr. Tilden himself voted in the last presidential campaign, against 
any evidence that the gentleman from New York may produce. This 
was the testimony of a man upon the spot who had been nearly forty 
years side by side with Mr. Tilden, who knew his character and aj] 
the facts as well as any member from New York upon this floor, and 
he pronounced that Mr. Tilden must have known the scheme of fraud, 
and that he was a “ passive accomplice ” in the frauds; and further 
tells him he could have stopped them if he chose. Now is that 
the kind of reformer to place in the presidential chair? A man who 
was one of the executive officers of that committee and sat on the 
committee with Mr. Tilden, and signed Mr. Tilden’s name, as it is 
claimed, to this cirenlar without his consent; and yet Governor ‘Tj]- 
den did not denounce it, nor reject the benefits of it, and gave no 
light to disclose the frauds so that the perpetrators might be pun- 
ished, and the man who had been truly elected might be seated, a 
man who was as traly entitled to his seat as any member here is en- 
titled to a seat on this floor. 

Mr. CLYMER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. KASSON. I cannot yield at this point. 

Mr. CLYMER. He declines to hear the truth. 

Mr. KASSON. Iam repeating the truth, and that is what hurts. 
Whenever you touch his history prior to the disclosures in the New 
York Times of the Tweed ring and of their frauds, you teuch that or- 
ganization of which Mr. Tilden was an active member on the execn- 
tive committee or as a member of the Tammany ring. Such is his 
history as a “reformer” in respect to the purity of elections. 


MR. TILDEN IN CONNECTION WITH RAILROADS. 

But that is not all. Sir, we have some further evidence touching 
his qualities asa “reformer.” We have lad many railroad questions 
before this House. We have investigated them, and we have been 
endeavoring tosettle them on a principle that would protect the peo- 
ple and the Government of the United States. 

It will be claimed that if Mr. Tilden is elected he will reform the 
legislation of the country in respect to the railroad system. I am 
frank to admit that he has considerable knowledge of the disposition 
to be made of a bankrupt railroad, and a knowledge of the manipu- 
lation of railroads, which gives him a practical idea as to the things 
to be amended and reformed. But that history is such a one as will 
not give the people of the country confidence in his disposition to re 
form them in the public interest. Among various railroad corpora- 
tions investigated in this House was one which was called the Credit 
Mobilier a corporation connected with the railroad which was charged 
with having defrauded the Government of the United States by im- 
proper contracts made with themselves under the name of the Credit 
Mobilier and with plundering the Government of the United States 
of many millions of money. We took evidence in that investigation 
before a committee of the House. I give the following questions 
and answers from the record of this House in the examination of 
Mr. Oakes Ames: 

Mr. Hoar. Were you not informed by the counsel who drew the contract that 
this was a violation of law ? 

Mr. Ames. We were informed by counsel whom we consulted that this issuing 
of stock (to the C. M.) as a payment upon the contract for building the road was in 
entire compliance with the law. 

Question. Who were the counsel that gave yon that advice ? 

Answer. Mr. Samus. J. Titpesx, Mr. Charles Tracy, and Judge Allen. 

Q. All of New York? 

A. All of New York. 


Again, Mr. John B. Alley put upon the stand and examined. I 
quote from his testimony : 


Question. And further, I understood you to say that you were instructed hy 
eminent counsel, upon whose advice you relied, that the course you took was a 
compliance with the law ! 

Answer. Yes, sir. 


Q. Have you ever seen, or do you know whether that opinion of eminent counsel 
is in existence now in writing ! 


A. Ido not know. I do not know whether it was given in writing. 
Q. Was it given to you by these eminent counsel! 
A. Mr. TiLpen, J know, told me that he regarded it as a compliance with the law. 


There, sir, you have a record of this House proving that this “re- 
former” was one of the counsel who advised the very thing that has 
shocked the whole country with the enormities of the wrong and thie 
extent of the robbery involved in it. What would you not have sai 
of him had he been the republican candidate for the Presidency ! 
How you would have investigated him, what committee reports you 
would have supplied, and what inquiries into his stocks and bonds 
and bank account! And yet we are asked to believe, the country is 
asked to believe, that Mr. Tilden is to purify this Government and to 
restore it to the purity of our fathers. 

It is not necessary for me to proceed much further in this direc- 
tion, for the simple reason that Mr. Tilden is so well kuown, particu- 
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larly to the people of the West, if not to the people of the whole 
country, in his relation to railroads, that I need not further detail 
the evidence. Mr. Tilden has spent nearly his whole life in the city 
of New York; he has made nearly all his fortune in stock operations 
centered in that city and in connection with railroads. [ do not 
allude to the question of his fortune, said to be so very large, except 
as it isinvolved in this exhibition of his relation to railroads, of which 
the journals of the country have been full, and which has an -inter- 
est for the public in view of possible legislation touching railroads 
and their subsidies of land and money. 

This, however, I will say, that the farmers of the West, the people 
of our villages, the people who believe in the characteristic disregard 
of the people’s interest by the speculative rings of Wall street, will 
not accept for their candidate for the high office of President a man 
whose education upon these subjects has been almost exclusively re- 
ceived in Wall street, and who has had no relation with the interests 
of the great masses of the people of this country and no sympathy 
with them. 

TAKING HONORS WHICH BELONG TO GOVERNOR DIX. 

One word upon his relation to the State government of New York 
as exhibited by himself. He claims to be a reformer in another re- 
spect, which 1 think is inconsistent with his honor as a public officer. 
Governor Dix, during his term of office, found that the sinking fund 
of the State of New York had been depleted by his democratic pred- 
ecessors to the extent of many millions of dollars in order to save 
themselves from the responsibility of taxing the people for their ex- 
travagant expenditure. Governor Dix replaced that entire sinking 
fund and paid off a large amount of public debt, as the fruit of the 
taxation and economies practiced during his term of office. Gover- 
nor Tilden has since made a speech in regard to the reduction of the 
public debt of that State and of the taxes—a reduction which his 
republican predecessor had brought about by the purity, economy, 
and high honor of his administration—and has claimed himself the 
credit for what had been secured by that noble statesman and sol- 
dier of two wars, Governor John A. Dix. In this respect I charge 
Governor Tilden with having stolen the honors that belonged to Gov- 
ernor Dix and with having shown that, instead of being a reformer 
himself, he claims the honors which belong to the reforms of his pred- 
ecessor, the fruits of which he enjoyed in his official capacity as 
governor of the State of New York. His own official claim to reform 


rests upon his movement against the canal ring, in which, however, 
he has stopped with the conviction of a single offender. 


THE RESULT OF THIS INVESTIGATION. 

| have now shown Mr. Tilden’s relation to the doctrines of secession, 
Lis committal to the theory of disunion, his abstinence and silence in 
the time of his country’s peril, his failure to put on record any word 
or act of cheer to our army, and his presence and association with 
Vallandigham and others of like stamp in the anti-war convention of 
I44. I have also shown the unsoundness of his claims as arepresent- 
ative reformer, because of his relations to the election frauds of 1862, 
his silence after their discovery, and his failure to condemn them or 
the perpetrators of them when called upon to do so by Greeley ; be- 
cause of his association with Tweed until others had exposed and de- 
nounced him; because of his willful appropriation to himself of the 
reform honors of Governor Dix ; and because of his failure to carry 
on the war against the canal ring from the moment it appeared likely 
to injure his anticipated nomination for the Presidency by the help 
of New York. 

Does this candidate represent the aspirations of the Union-loving 
and reform-loving people of the United States? 

RUTHERFORD B, HAYES, THE REPRESENTATIVE REPUBLICAN. 

Whom have the republicans presented to oppose him? Not a law- 
yer from the speculative ranks of Wall street. Not aman bred in the 
views of publie life which pertain to the peculiar associations of a 
great money center where speculation supersedes productive indus- 
try. But they present a man born in the country, in a comparatively 
new State, and raised in the country, in the midst of its simple life 
and toil; a man who from his maturity devoted himself to the hard 
work of his profession until higher and more dangerous duties called 
lfim away; a man of education, a man who has established a reputa- 
tion for honesty in professional life and in publie life perfectly irre- 
proachable, unassailed as well as unassailable; a man whose record 
on the questions of secession and of disunion isshown by the offer of 
his life to his country, by the marks of the wounds that still leave 
their traces upon his body; shown by manuscript written with his 
patriotic blood and proved by every word that he has uttered since 
the outbreak of the war. 

The candidate for whom we ask the votes of the men who fought 
for the Union is a comrade of theirs. He is the man who, when lying 
upon the ground at South Mountain with broken arm and wounds 
bleeding, arose in his pain and rushed forward to save his command 
from the peril into which he conceived they were going. He is the 
man who has dismounted from his horse to allow the weary-foot 
soldier to ride him. He is the man who while in the field was 
offered an office at the rear, and replied by a laconic letter worthy of 
the noblest Spartan whoever fought in phalanx—a letter dated in 


a in which he took time to say between battles, “ Any man who | 


would leave the Army at this time to electioneer for Congress ought 
to be sealped,” and signed and sent it. 
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No man doubts his position in respect to the war; no man doubts 
his courage, his discretion, his devotion to his country. No widow 
mourning for the loss of her husband can hesitate to ask her son to 
vote for the man who fought on the same tield, for the same cause, and 
endured the same deprivations and dangers. No orphan now grown 
up and old enough to cast his vote for the Union his father helped to 
save, can hesitate as to the man he should vote for to secure the great 
rights preserved by the war and the perpetuity of the Union. 

And, sir, he is equally acceptable to the country in its aspirations 
for reform. I have known him and served with him on this floor. 
Show me, if you can, where ever a corrupt thing was done by him or 
encouraged by him. Show me his advice to a Credit Mobilier job at 
the expense of the Government. Show me the William M, Tweed of 
whom he ever solicited $5,000 for a corrupt election fund. Show me 
the William M. Tweed with whom he ever associated on a campaign 
committee. Show me the Vallandigham with whom he ever sat in 
council to draw up the platform of principles upon which a political 
campaign was to be fought and a nation saved. Show me the man, 
enemy of his country or corruptionist in his country, with whom 
Rutherford B. Hayes was ever an intimate associate! 

THE VICE-PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES. 

And if you look at those associated with these candidates on the 
same ticket, you will see how inconsistent the nominee of the demo- 
cratic party is with the platform which they have adopted. For 
instance, they denounce the republican party for granting the public 
lands to aid in the building of railroads, a “waste” they call it of the 
public domain and demand reform in it, and then they nominate Mr. 
Hendricks as their candidate for Vice-President, who turns around 
and accepts the situation confidingly. Our own republican conven- 
tion had already denounced the system, and had put a step to it by 
legislation in the interest of actual settlers. Yet when Mr. Hendricks 
was a Senator of the United States he rose in his place in 1864 to ad- 
vocate the land grant (one of the most enormous ever made, | think 
37,000,000 acres) for the Northern Pacific Railroad. He said: 

The bill before the Senate proposes to encourage the construction of a very im- 
portant railroad to connect the waters of Lake Superior with the waters of the Pa- 
cific Ocean. Everybody can see at a glance that it is a work of national importance. 
It proposes to grant lands in a northern latitade, where without the construction 
of a work like that the lands are comparatively without value to the Government 
No person acquainted with the condition of that section of the country supposes that 
there can be very extensive settlements until the Government shall encourage 
those settlements by the construction of some work like this. I do not think that 
a work of such national importance ought to be embarrassed in its passage through 
this body and through the House of Representatives by amendments proposing 
works that are comparatively local. 

Again, in 1868, he said : 

Now, sir, this is a great work. It can be accomplished with the aid of the land 
grant; it is one of the greatest achievements this country has ever contemplated 
* * * But all that is proposed to this road is to give it lands that are to-day not 
worth one cent per acre to the Government. There is not a Senator here who 
would give for that vast region of country, unaided by some work of this sort, one 
cent per acre. Senators forget what it is that gives value to the public lands 

Again, in respect tothe Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad grant 
he said in debate: 

It was constructed in part by the Government of the United States. As a mem- 
ber of the Honse of Representatives, a numberof years ago, I felt it to be my duty 
to vote in favor of a land grant to enable the State of Missouri to build that very 
important road. 

I also refer to the Senate debates of 1864 for his liberality in land 
grants, and especially to the Bayfield and Saint Croix Rgilroad. 

If you look to the democratic candidate for the Vice-Presidency in 
reference to his loyalty to the Union and his relations to secession, 
you find him in 1864, after his election to the Senate, making a speech 
at Seymour, in Indiana, in which he so mildly spoke of the errors of 
the soldiers who deserted that he was cheered by the men around 
him who had sheltered the deserters in their midst, and spoke so 
severely of the men who should come to arrest them and take them 
back to the Army that the whole audience burst out into a roar of 
applause. 

That meeting was called by a remarkable paper, which probably 
most of you have seen, which invited “all who favored peace, who 
desired to be free from the death-grip of this infamously wicked, im- 
becile, and tyrannical administration, its arbitrary and illegal arrests, 
its drafts and conscription laws, by which peaceful citizens are 
dragged from their homes and all the endearments of domestic life 
to buteher and be butchered ”’—inviting all these to “come ont and 
hear this advocate of peace and reunion;” and that advocacy was 
made in the manrer I have stated. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in respect to the constitutional amendments which 
the nation secured at such cost and holds so dear, he always voted in 
the negative. We are asked to elect to administer the Constitution, 
as amended, the very man who voted against and opposed every one of 
those amendments and who is still bitterly hostile to them in prin- 
ciple. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Has the gentleman before him the 
speech of Governor Hendricks to which he has referred? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir, I have that speech; not at full length, but 
very interesting parts, in which in a manner not precisely peaceful he 
recommended that the men who came to arrest deserters should meet 
an unwelcome reception. I cannot stop to read it. I will refer the 
gentleman to almost any of the newspapers, particularly the Chicago 
Tribune and other papers in which I have seen it, 
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lis is the record of Governor Hendricks in respect to these ques- 


Outhe other hand, we have nominated for Vice-President WILLIAM 
\. Wurecer, of New York, a man with whom many of us have stood 


ears side by side; against whom a corrupt thing was never 


charged, 


reproach and fearless for the right, and who has been one of the 
most admirable presiding officers we have ever hadin the chair, either 
permanently or temporarily. 
[ have spoken of the candidates particularly and their records, be- 


mo 


cause I earnestly believe that there is great import in the declaration | 


which we heard before the nominations, that this year the candidate 
would be the platform. 

Mr. CLYMER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
How does Mr. WHEELER’s record in reference to railroad grants com- 
pare with that of Mr. Hendricks? 

Mr. KASSON. I have not examined it, and remember no speech of 
his about it. I think that in some cases he may have voted for grants; 
but generally Mr. WHEELER was more prudent and careful than Mr, 
Hendric ka, 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Wuee.er voted for everything of that kind. 

Mr. KASSON. Ihave no doubt that in the old times, before the 
evil of this system had developed, Mr. WHEELER, like Douglas, may 
have voted for some of the land grants. 
the democrats have ; we have not denounced the men who formerly 
voted for land grants and then nominated one of them on that platform. 

Mr. CLYMER. You are for them all the time. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman knows that I am not. 

Mr. CLYMER. I mean your party. 

Mr. KASSON. Our party has long since declared against them, as 
the gentleman and every one else knews, and the grants are stopped. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the candidates are the platform, for which of 
these should the votes of Union men and reformers be cast? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For Tilden and Hendricks, 

Mr. KASSON, 
dricks;” a weak voice, and but a single voice. 
put to the country 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. KASSON. 
United States have forgotten the experience of the last fifteen years 
and the fruits of the war, which even the southern gentlemen on this 
floor say they do not desire to disturb. We have not forgotten the 
records of public men during that war; and until the waters of Lethe 
tlow over our minds we shall not forget to sustain the men who have 
been true to their country and oppose the men who in the time of 
peril have faltered or gone back from their duty to their country. 

When these questions of fidelity to cause and conntry are put to 
the people you may attempt to rally them under party cries; you 
may sound the bugle-call and promise the rewards of office ; bat gen- 
tlemen must not forget that there is deep down in the hearts of the 
North and of the patriotic men of the border States a feeling that 
they must intrust the Constitution as it now exists and the Union as 
pow restored to the men who have maintained it and stood by it 
from the beginning to the end. 


The question is to be 
; and there we are perfectly content to leave it. 
So are we, 


THE SOUTHERN QUESTION, 


I should perhaps neglect my duty if, for a single moment, I did 
not speak o{gmother political difference. Ihave taken no part hith- 
erto in the Bu: 


before I sit down, say a few frank words to the democrats of the 
Southern States. 


I think a weak voice said, “For Tilden and Hen- | 


The time has not cone when the people of the | 
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to whom a disloyal sentiment was never attributed; a man | 
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tion of your population. That may be true, but what troubles us js 
that while the bad organize to commit wrongs and outrages the good 
have no counter-organization to protect victims against wrong. They 
accept its fruits. Your society as a society does not organize to suy- 
press them; you do not bring the perpetrators to punishment; you 
do not bring your moral influence at home to suppress them. A}] 
these things lead us to believe it is not yet safe to intrust you; 


| candidate with the administration of the amendments to the Consti- 


tution or with the protection of the liberties and the rights of citizens 
under them. Mr. Speaker, it is certain that these violations of life. 
of liberty, and of right have been frequent, that these crimes are per- 
petually repeated ; and I say in all candor that the only cause why 


| we insist upon the whole power of legislation under those amend- 


ments and demand an Executive who believes in them is because 


the occasion for enforcing them is perpetually presented to us. 


But we have not done as | 





ites upon the so-called southern question. Let me, 


We are not, as they charge, desirons to control the Southern States 


in their domestic affairs. We are not desirous to have incompetent 
or dishonest men elected to office because they call themselves re- 
publicans. If, when you speak of “ carpet-baggers,” you speak of 
men who have no interest in the South, who own no land there, who 
were not born there and have gone there not to exercise any lawful 
calling or profession, but to speculate upon office, we condemn them as 
heartily as you condemn them. We have every possible desire to see 
the men who really have a stake in the country, who have interests 
there, who belong there, and who are heartily for the Union, take the 
control of the southern State governments, if they have not already 
dione ao, 

We wish as a nation, if possible, to have nothing to do with them 
outside of their Federal relations; and only one thing has led even 
to the moral interference which is heard from this side upon the floor 
of this House. That is, that you give us no assurance of repose in 
respect to your observance of the constitutional amendments. The 
National Government has taken its hands off as far as practicable. 
We desire to leave elections free and to leave you exempt from inter- 
ference on this floor, or by the Executive; but then comes up to us 
suddenly a great cry from the neighbors and families of murdered 
black or murdered white republicans, shocking the entire sentiment 
of the North once more, until we are led to believe yon do not intend 


citizens, 

Here is precisely our trouble. We have the power to enforce those 
amendments by the Constitution itself. We wish not to have it to 
do, but you will not enforeo them yourselves. You say these ont- 
breaks and massacres are simply the demonstrations of the bad por- 


I know the northern people feel that the greatest boon which can 
be given to them in this relation, the greatest demand we present on 
this side of the House, is simply that every man who by the Consti 
tution is secured in his rights and is authorized to vote shall be per 
mitted to speak, to work, and to vote without intimidation and 
without doing it at the peril of his life. When that day shall come 
we have done with all protective interference in elections in the 
Southern States and the Union will be really restored. 

The North looks with hope to the old whig element in the South, 
which did not originally advocate secession doctrines or accept the 
resolutions of ’98, to return to its prominence in political affairs as 


|} an organization for the maintenance of the Constitution and the 
| Union, and withafollowing of all voters who ask their constitutional 
| rights only. 


I venture further to say that when that old Union-lov- 
ing element shall declare itself the protector of the rights of all men, 


| white and black, under the amended Constitution, it will be recog- 


nized in its relations to the Federal Government as fully as it ever 


| was before the war; for that is all that republicanism demands. It 


is to secure such results and the restoration of an era of good feeling 
that we earnestly advocate the election of Governor Hayes. 

Here, then, without detaining the House longer, are the views 
which I present at this late period of the session in reply to the ex- 
pressed hope of the gentleman from Pennsylvania for the election of 
his candidate for President of the United States. I do not share his 
aspirations. I do not recognize them as justitied either by the con- 


| dition of the country or by the interests of the Union, of the Con- 


stitution, or of reform, nor by the record his candidate has made.* 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Iowa con- 


| cluded ? 


Mr. KASSON. I stated to the gentleman that I would move to lay 
this motion to reconsider on the table. Does any gentleman desire 
to speak on the subject ? 

Mr.COX. Yes, I do. 

Mr. KASSON. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. COX. The geutleman cannot adjourn the House in that way. 

Mr. KASSON. Ican move to adjourn, and I make that motion. 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman promised to yield to me. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not shoot and then run 
away. 

Mr. KASSON. 
from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. 
from it. 

Mr. KASSON. 
his bill. 


I beg pardon. I promised to yield to the gentleman 


The gentleman makes an attack and then runs away 


I want to yield to the gentleman from Ohio to offer 


*Mr. Hewitt, of New York, having inserted in the Recorp, as a note to | 
speech, an article never read nor alluded to in the debate, nor shown to me, althouch 
supposed to contradict my statements, it only remains to me to speak of it in a like 
note. 

The certificate of Mr. Marble, like the certificate of Mr. Hrewrrt, to Mr. Tilden’s 
loyalty, is simply the partisan’s declaration of his private recollections, aud both 
involve the color of their own opinions as to whatconstituted Unionism in 1860 and 
1864. As I understand Mr. Marble’s only quotation from Mr. Tilden’s language 
all the rest being a general aflirmation of political good character, withont produc 
tion of evidence furnished by Mr. Tilden—this only quotauion is made from a 
“manuscript” which ldo not understand Mr. Marble to certify was ever published 
over Mr. Tilden's signature. 

So far as this certiticate is concerned it would only prove a facing two ways by Mr 
Tilden. Certain it is that he wrote the public letter to Mr. Kent which I read from 
and which is a secession letter in its doctrines; certain itis that he belonged to 
that copperhead society fer the diffusion of political knowledge in 1263; certain it 
is that he was a member of the anti-war convention at Chicago which nominate: 
McClellan, and that he served with Vallandigham on the platform committee ; cv! 
tain it is that he did not oppose nor dissent trom the peace resolution openly in the 
convention, where he ought to have done it. These things are certain, and are not 
denied by Mr. Marble nor by Mr. Hewitt; certain it is that. Mr. Tilden did not 
publicly repudiate the election frauds of 1868 perpetrated under color of his nam 
nor make a single effort to punish the criminals who were on the same commiitee 
with him fer their alleged forgery of his name and their consequent frauds. 

These things I charged, and these things Mr. Marble does not deny. Now when 
I make charges resting on a public record in part, like the Kent letter, and the or 
ganization of the copperhead society in February, 1865, and in part on the want ot 
a good public record for the Union, 1t is no sutliciont answer to tell me of indivicd- 








ual instances resting in private knowledge, and which made no record committius 


to observe in good faith the constitutional amendments and rights of | jyent. 


Mr. Tilden openly and publicly to the support of the Union cause and Govern 
He may have attended meetings, but also have carefully kept his name 
from papers and speeches committing himself to our cause. He may have sent 
private inessages of advice, but carefully kept them from public knowlovee till 
the Union cause had won. Lt was the public record I demande, and Mr Hewitt 
now alleges private knowledge of individuals, revived as twelve-year-old rox olles 

tiens from the willing memories of his partisans. 1t utterly fails to meet the issue 
presented by me. 


1876. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


VOLUNTEER FORCE, 

Mr. BANNING. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. 
R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the service of volun- 
teers to aid in the suppression of Indian hostilities. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the President shall be au- 
thorized, if in his opinion the exigencies of the public service may 
require the same, tonccept the service of volunteers to be employed 
as partof the Army of the United States against the Sioux and other 
hostile Indians, provided that not more than five thousand volun- 
teers, to be organized into companies orregiments of cavalry, shall be 
accepted, and their term of service shall not extend beyoud six months 
from the date of commencement, and such volunteers shall be dis- 
charged at any time when their service can be dispensed with, and 
the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
thereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated for defraying the expense of carrying into effect 
the act. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is it in order to move that the House adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to suspend the rules. The morning hour expired, as the Chair under- 
stood, at the expiration of the first call and at the time the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. RANDALL] presented his conference 
report. The Chair thinks, therefore, it is in order now te move to 
suspend the rules. And pending that motion the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Let me suggest that a motion to suspend the 
rules suspends the right of adjournment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChairthinksnot. Before putting 
the motion the Chair asks leave to lay before the House a report from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real estate in the 
District of Columbia, 

VOLUNTEER FORCE. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, When I made 
it I did not know that another gentleman desired to speak. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ban- 
NING] moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill which has been 
read by the Clerk. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 101, noes 42. 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


EMPLOYES OF BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from New York will allow me, 
I desire to introduce ani have pnt upon its passage a bill providing 
for the payment of employés of the Bureau ot Engraving and Print- 
ing who have been discharged permanently, in regard to which a 
ditticulty has arisen. I move that the rules be suspended and the 
bill passed, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill to provide for the payment of a full month's wages to certain of the em- 
ployés recently permauently discharged from the service of the Bureau of En 
graving and Printing. 

Be itenacted, dc., ‘That the clause in the act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropria 
tions for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes,” approved July 31, 1876, appropriating $25,000 
for the purpose of paying each of the employés recently furloughed and finally 
permanently discharged from the service in the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
nz, one month's pay, is hereby so amended as to read $29,500 in lieu of $25,000, 
and the entire sum shall be paid out in accordance with the provisions of said clause, 
aud with the further provision that said sum shall be distributed in payment only 


to said employés whose wages did not exeeed $3 per diem, whether by monthly or 
daily rate of payment. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have inserted in the REcoRD a letter from 
the Superintendent of the Bureau in which he states that $29,500 
will be sufficient for this purpose. 


There was no objection. ‘The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
August 11, 1876. 
Sin: In reply to your personal inquiry of to-day, I have the honor to inform you 
that it will require the sum of $9,501 to pay each of the persons lately employed 
in this Bureau, and who have been permanently discharged, whose wages did ‘not 
exceed $3 a day, an amount equal to one month's wages. 
Very respectfully, 
HENRY C. JEWELL, 


4 Ohief of Bureau. 
Hon. SaMvuEL J. RANDALL, 


Chairman, &c. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from 
Peunsylvania to allow me to offer a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot allow any amendment. My motion is 
to suspend the rules, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 


I ask the gentleman to allow 
it to be read, 


The Chair will entertain this motion | 
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Mr. RANDALL. I cannot yield for that purpose. 
jection to its being inserted in the Recorp. 

The question being taken, the rules were suspended (two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof) and the bill (H. R. No. 4107) was passed. 


SALE OF 


I have no ob- 


DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. LANE. I move that the rules be suspended to enable the 
Committee on Public Lands to report with amendments and the 
| House to pass the bill (H. R. No. 125) to provide for the sale of des- 
ert lands in Medoe and Siskiyou Counties, California. 

Mr. COX. Ihave not yielded, if I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has obtained the floor. 
The Clerk will read the bill on which the gentleman from Oregon 
moves to suspend the rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. I. No. 126) to provide for the sale of desert lands in Modoc and Siski- 
you Co s, California 

Re it enacted, dc., That it shall be lawful for any citizen of the United States, or 
any person of the requisite age, “ who may be entitled to become a citizen, and who 
has filed his declaration of intention to become such.” to file a declaration with the 
register and the receiver of the land district in which any desert land is situated, 
that he intends to reclaim a tract of desert land, * not exceeding one section, by con 
ducting water upon the same, within the period of two years thereafter 
laration shall describe particularly said section of land if surveyed 
veyed shall describo nearly as possible withoutasuarvey. Atanyt 
within the period of two years after filing said declaration, upon making satisfac 
tory proof of the reclamation of said tract of land in the manner aforesaid, and upon 
the payment, to the receiver, of the sum of $1.25 per acre for a tract of land not ex 


ceeding six hundred and forty acres to any one person, a patent for the hall 
be issued to him 


Sec. 2. That all lands. exclusive of timber lands aud of mineral lands, which do 


nt 
inti 


said dex 
and if unsur 
the same as 


me 


Sane 





not produce grass or which will not, without irrigation, produce some agricultural 
crop, shall be deemed desert lands within the meaning of this act. 


The amendments of the Committee on Public Lands were read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title by striking out ‘ 
inserting “California and Nevada 

Insert after the word “situated 
States of California and Nevada ;” 
sert the word “therein.” 


Mr. CLYMER. Is this bill subject to the point of order? Should 
it not go the Committee of the Whole, inasmuch as it makes disposi- 
tion of the public lands? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not subject to the point of order 
under a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CLYMER. This bill received the approval of the Committee 
on Public Lands last year only for a single county. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this bill include mineral lands? 

Mr. LANE. It does not. It is only applicable to lands which are 
essentially arid and desert, and which are capable, as a matter of fact 
of which I can speak from my own personal knowledge, of produc- 
ing only alkali, hzards, horn-toads, and rattlesnakes. If this bill be 
passed these lands can be utilized. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HOAR. It is that the motion being to suspend the rules and 
take up the bill, it is not in order to explain the bil) until that mo- 
tion is adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sent. 

The question being taken on Mr. LANE’s motion, there were—ayes 
68, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is further count demanded? 

Further count was not demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two-thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative, the House refuses to take up the bill. 

HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask unanimous consent to present two 
resolutions, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, in regard to the organi- 
zation of the House and the business during the vacation. I ask that 
they be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William H. Smith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
the sum of $3.60 per day for s« red as in the office of the 
Clerk of the House from and incl istof July ultimo and until otherwise 
ordered by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that the other resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
lutions pending at the same time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the House votes on the resolution 
has been read I ask that the other resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It may be read for information, but 
the gentleman must know that two resolutions cannot be offered at 
the same time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I withdraw the resolution which has been 
read and ask for the reading of the other resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Modoe and Siskiyou Counties, California,” and 
in lien thereof 

in the eighth line 
and after the word 


section 1 
land 


the words “in the 
in the same line in- 


This has only been by common con- 


nile 
ling the 


rvicea I 


messenver 


gentleman cannot have two reso- 


which 


Resolved, That a foreman, to be placed in charge of the book-folding re 
Hlonse of Representatives, to be paid at he rate of $3.75 per day, may be emploved 
until the ist day of November next, and the Clerk of the House is hereb irected 
| to pay said foreman as above out of the contingent fand of the Louse, oue of 1 
| laborers authorized to be di 1 with in the folding-room. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair | 


l 


will entertain both these resolutions under the motion to suspend 
the rules and adopt them. 

Phere was no objection made; and the question being put on sus- 
pending the rules (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the resolutions 
were agreed to. 

PAY OF A CLERK. 
Mr. FORT. lam instructed by the Committee of Accounts to re- 


port the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and recommend | 


sadoption. It is merely to pay a clerk for extra services. 
Mr. RANDALL. We shall have as many employés on the House 
force as we ever had if we keep on in this way. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The effect of my resolutions was not toincrease the 
force except as to the old-time messenger of the Library. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. This discussion is out of order and the 
Chair will direct the Clerk to read the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and required to pay te AI 
bert Ordway the sum of $2 per day from the 16th of May, 1876, to the &th of Angust» 
76, including both dates, for extra services rendered by him as clerk on the spe” 
ial committee to investigate the charges against Judge Wylie, which compensa 
m Was agreed upon between the said clerk and Hon. W. W. WARREN, chairman 
d committee, and which services were in addition to services that he was 
ed to render as clerk to other committees. 


Mr. FORT. I move to suspend the rules and pass that resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL, I call for the regular order. 

lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that this is 

he rewular order, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to get the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

OX | on the tloor now. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to recognize 

e genileman from New York, but the gentleman from I)linois has 

be Toor how, 

Che question was taken on Mr. Fort’s resolution to suspend the 
rules; and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the resolution was adopted. 

EXTRA PAY TO EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York [Mr,. Cox] was 
recognized and yielded the floor to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
BANNING.] I move to suspend the rules to enable the gentleman 
from New York to have the floor. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. “The Chair will recognize that motion 
when the pending motion to suspend the rules has been disposed of, 

Mr. EDEN. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTON. I now ask that my resolution be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution offered by Mr. HUNTON, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Honse compensa- 
tion to the Ist of September, 1876, to the members of the Capitol police and all the 
employés of the House discharged by reason of the reduction of force provided for 
in the act entitled An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1877, and 
for other purposes ;"’ said compensation to be at the rate provided by law before the 
passage of said act 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the resolution will be reported again, so that 
we may distinctly understand it. 

Mr. HUNTON, It only provides for the payment of the discharged 
employés to the end of the current month, by which time they will 
be ready to leave the service of the Government. 

The question was taken on the motion, and (two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof) the resolution was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now state that if the 
gentleman from New York obtained the floor, neither the Chair nor 
the clerks at the desk knew the fact. . 

Mr. RANDALL, Well, the gentleman had the floor and yielded it 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BANNING. } 

Mr. KASSON. No; on the contrary, I yielded the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. RANDALL. O, no; your time is out, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then either side of the House has, by 
motion to suspend the rules, been pursuing the regular order of busi- 


OSs, 


Mr. COX. I do not desire to be ruled by the Chair and the clerks at 
the desk. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain a motion to 


suspend the rules for the purpose of farther considering this question. | 


Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
York on the pending question, which is the regular order, why of 
course it will not be necessary to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, Let him be heard by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order, which is the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the message of the President was re- 
ferred 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly not; the regular order is 
the motion to suspend the rules. As the Chair hears no objection, he 
will recognize the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox. ] 
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Mr. HOAR. Before the gentleman proceeds will he allow me to 
ask 

Mr. COX. Not now. All I desire is one minute to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a statement made by the defender of Belknap 
in this House, the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me before he proceeds to 
| ask a question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL] 
| about the public business ? 

Mr.COX. Notnow. The gentleman from Iowa repeated an apoch- 
ryphal statemnent—— 

Mr. KASSON. If the gentleman does not withdraw that state- 
ment 

Mr. COX. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair protected the gentleman 
from lowa, and will now protect the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX. The apologist of the post-traders made a statement 
here—— 

Mr. KASSON. I call the gentleman to order; his statement is un- 
true. 

Mr. COX. I did not say it was you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whatis the point of order by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 

Mr. KASSON. That the gentleman has no right to state an un- 
truth on this floor against any member. 

Mr. COX. I call the gentleman to order, for he lied deliberately 
about Governor Tilden. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman to order, and ask that his words 
be taken down. 

Mr. COX, (passing over to the other side of the Hall.) Isend to the 
Clerk’s desk a statement of Governor Tilden, which refutes the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. FOSTER. I insist that the words of the gentleman be taken 
down. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order, and a demand that the 
words of the gentleman from New York be taken down. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no occasion for any excitement. 

Mr. HOAR. I insist upon my question of order. I call the gentle 
man from New York to order, and ask that his words be taken down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They will be taken down. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I also want it taken down that the gentleman 
came to this side of the House in an assaulting manner. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be taken down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule it is the duty of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to state the words he de- 
sires to have taken down. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand that it is my duty to repeat the 
words, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will refer to the 
sixty-second rule of the House he will see that it is the duty of the 
member calling another to order to repeat the words excepted to, and 
they shall be taken down at the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. HOAR. I demand that the words of the gentleman from New 
York, where he said the gentleman from Iowa lied, be taken down. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the prior remarks be taken down also. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the right of the gentleman, of course. I re- 
quest that the reporter write them out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is being done by the reporter. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts 

Mr. HOAR. Nothing is in order bat the reading of the words upon 
which I ask the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. Linsist that the prior words be taken down also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to demand the taking 
down of any words except those which were excepted to at the time 
they were spoken. 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly justice requires thatany words of provo- 
eation be taken down also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly, that is the universal rule. All the re- 
marks that provoke any given set of words should also be taken down. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot recognize anything 
but this question of order. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order; that is, that gentlemen 
are not in their seats. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken, and 
the Chair hopes that gentlemen will resume their seats. [After a 
pause.] The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] rose to a 
point of order and requested that certain words of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] be taken down. He afterward modslified 
that by requesting that the words of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KASSON ] be also taken down. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely demanded that the words of the gentleman 
| from lowa be taken down as introductory to what had beeu said by 

the gentleman from New York. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman. 
The words will be read as soon as they are furnished by the reporter. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The 
gentleman from Iowa has not been called to order, 
Mr. RANDALL. He will be the first in order on this censure if 
| there is any. 
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Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
course. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Notwithstanding the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I will state my point. I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Iowa has been called to order. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts did call the gentleman from New York to order, and 
asked that his words be takendown. Now I make the point of order 
that the words should first be taken down upon the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts; and then if it be in order 
for anybody to ask that the words of the gentleman from Iowa be 
taken down, I have no objection; but let us attend to one thing ata 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that the gentleman from Massachusetts himself requested, 
as he stated as a matter of fairness, that the words which were pro- 


I suppose that I have the right to make 


The Chair will hear the gentleman, of 


vocative of the remarks of the gentleman from New York should be | 


presented in the same connection. No point of order has been made 
against the gentleman from Iowa, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HEREFORD. In this connection I wish to make a statement. 
The gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. ATKINS, ] immediately following 
the language used by the gentleman from Iowa, asked that it be taken 
down; he desired that the language be taken down formally and for 
the purpose that such language is taken down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from New York obtained the floor? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Just as the words passed from the lips of the 
gentleman from Iowa, the gentleman from Tennessee rose and asked 
that the language of the gentleman from Iowa be taken down. It is 
now asked that it be taken down formally. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no right of any member to require any other 
gentleman’s words to be taken down unless he first call that other 
gentleman to order for the words, as I did in regard to the gentleman 
trom New York. Then after the call to order the words may be, must 
be, taken down in writing at the Clerk’s table. The rule goes on to 
say: 

And no member shall be held to answer, or be subject to the censure of the 
House, for words spoken in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other busi- 
ness has intervened, after the words spoken, and before exception to them shall 
have been taken. 

I submit that nothing is in order except the reading at the Clerk’s 
table of the words taken down under this rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reporters are writing out the 
words of the gentleman from Iowa in connection with those of the 
gentleman from New York. As soon as they are prepared they will 
be submitted to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. The language was very laconic. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the words 
to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr.Cox. The gentleman from Iowa repeated an apochryphal statement—— 


Mr. Kasson. If the gentleman does not withdraw that statement—— 
Mr. Cox. IT have the floor 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair protected the gentleman from Iowa, and 
will now protect the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. Cox. ‘The apologist of the post-traders made a statement here—— 

Mr. Kasson. I call the gentleman to order ; his statement is untrue. 

Mr. Cox. I did not say it was you. 


; The SPEAKER pro tempore What is the point of order by the gentleman from 
owal 


Mr. Kasson. That the gentleman has no right to state an untruth on this floor 
against any member. 


at. Cox. I call the gentleman to order, for he lied deliberately about Governor 
ilden. 


Mr. Hoar. I call the gentleman to order, and ask that his words be taken 
down. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the gentleman from New York be 
allowed to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York may 
- permitted to explain, or to proceed in order, if it is the will of the 

ouse, 

Mr, RANDALL. I move that the gentleman be permitted to pro- 
coed inorder. I believe that motion is parliamentary. 

; —_ SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That motion is in order unquestiona- 
rly. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to substitute—— 

Mr. RANDALL. On my motion I call the previous question. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, as a substitute for the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that the gentleman from New York be called 
_ a bar of the House and censured for the words used by him in 
de bate, . 

Mr. RANDALL. I have called the previous question, and I did not 
jield the floor to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must necessarily put the 
question on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
the gentleman from New York be permitted to proceed in order. If 
the House refuses to sustain that motion then the Chair will recog- 


nize the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. HOAR, 


substitute ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot. The gentleman | 


Was tbat prior to the time when the | 


Will not the Chair recognize me as rising to offer a | 
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from Pennsylvania has taken the floor and demanded the previous 
question. 
Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania for that purpose on a point of order raised by me ? 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in his judgment, 
| that it is the proper question to put at any rate. [Cries of “ Ques- 
| tion! question !’} 
| Mr. RANDALL. 


I do not want any points of order. I want to 


| have the motion I have made put to the House. 
The SPEAKER pro ‘empore. 
| tleman from Massachusetts. 
| 


The Chair is willing to hear the gen- 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to be heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isthe gentleman entitled to the floor when I have 
demanded the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only for the purpose of making such 
suggestions as he may see proper as to the point of order, but not as 
to the motion of the gentleman. The Chair will certainly hear him. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood this transaction to have occurred in this 
| assemblage of gentlemen—— 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
must confine himself to the point of order 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to state how the question arose. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman asked to put in an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the Chair has decided cannot be 
| done. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the gentleman from New York-—— 

Mr. HEREFORD. The gentleman from Massachusetts has risen to 
no point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
must be permitted to make his statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish tostate how this thing oceurred. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] uttered a personality toward the 
gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson,] who had uttered a personality 
to no person, calling him an apologist of post-traders. Thereupon the 
gentleman from Iowa replied that what had been said was untrue, 
which certainly imputed no motive to state anything wrong to the 
gentleman from New York. On being asked to state his point of or- 
der by the Chair he replied that the gentleman from New York had 
stated what was untrue. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the difference between that and a lie? 

Mr. HOAR. Thereupon the gentleman from New York cries out, 
leaving his seat and shaking his fist near the face of the gentleman 
from lowa 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
must confine himself to his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Thereupon he uttered the words read from the Clerk’s 
desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. I insist on my motion being put to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
must confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. This is the question of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman’s statement so far has nothing to 
do with a point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. My point of order is that when one member, saying 
another member lie:1 deliberately, and knew it, a resolution to expel 
the gentleman from New York is in order as an amendment to the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules of the House the first 
question in order is on thé motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia. The House may permit the gentleman from New York to explain, 
or it may permit him to proceed in order. This is the first motion in 
order, and if it chooses to do so, it certainly has the right to let him 
proceed in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
| tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. HOAR, (while the House was dividing.) Is the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] permitted to vote? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York is not voting. 
The gentleman from New York is not dangerous now, nor was he dan- 
gerous to the other side. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 101, noes 49. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to say one word. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let me plead for one word. I am the col- 
league of the gentleman from Iowa and the friend of the gentleman 
| from New York. 

[Cries of “ Hear him!”} 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair ia willing to hear the gen- 
| tleman from Iowa, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I know the House will hear me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 








In the capacity of friend to both parties, 
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it is only proper to say that both gentlemen were a little hasty, and both sides. Perhaps the House will allow a proper apology to be 


the House certainly has been very hasty. The first thing to be done 
in cases of this kind is to permit the gentleman whose words were 
taken down to explain if he volunteers or will offer any explanation, 
ind to ascertain whether we have the words in the shape they were 
uttered, and whether we understand them as he meant to have them 
We cannot afford to be hasty in dealing with members 
of this House, while I admit if a gentleman does volunteer an insult 
to another member the House cannot pass over it. I should like the 
House to hear the gentleman from New York before proceeding 
further in this matter, 

Mr. RANDALL, I mast insist on my motion. 
from that side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on ordering 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question being taken, there were ayes 43; more than one-tifth 
of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 32, not vot- 
ing 174; as follows: 


understood, 


The prov ocation 
came 


YEAS—Messrs.. Abbott, Ainsworth, Atkins, Bagby, Banning, Bland, Bradford, 
Bright, John H. Caldwell, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, 
ir., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Dibrell, Douglas, Durham, Eden, 
Egbert, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Harden- 
bergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Henkle, Hereford, Abram 8. Hewitt, Gold- 
smith W Hewitt, Holman, House, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Franklin Lan 
ders, Levy, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Morrison 
Mutchler, Payne, Poppleton, Powell, Randall, Reagan, James B. Reilly, Rice, Rid 
dle, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, 
Tarbex, Teese, Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, 
furney, John L. Vance, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Alpheus S. Williams, Jeremiah 
N. Williams, and Young—80 
Messrs. John H. Baker, Banka, Bradley, Cannon, Conger, Crounse, 

Eames, Fort, Foster, Henderson, Hoar, Joyce, Lapham, Lawrence, Magoon, McDill, 
Monroe, O' Neill, Packer, William A. Phillips, Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, 
Strait, Stowell, Thornburgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts,G. Wiley Wells, White, 
William B. Williams, and James W ilson—32 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, George A. Bacley, John H. 
Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bliss. 
Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Bur- 
hard, Samuel D. Burehard, Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, 

udiler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Crapo, Culberson, 

itler, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Da- 
Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield, Gib- 
m, Glover, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benja- 

n W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher,eHathorn, 
Hava, Hendee, Till, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, 
lHlartbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, hasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, La- 
mar, George M. Landers, Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lord, Lynch, 
Lynde, MacDougall, MeCrarv, McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, 
Nash, Neal, New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Page, Phelps, John F. Philips, 
Pierce, Piper, Phaisted, Platt, Potter, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, John Reilly, 
Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, 
Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Stevenson, 
Stone, Swann, Thomas, Martin 1. Townsend, Van Vorhes, Robert B. Vance, Wad 
dell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S. Wal 
lace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Willard, Andrew Williams, Charles G. 
Williams, James Williams, James D. Williams, Willis, Wilshire. Benjamin Wilson 
Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Yeates—174. 


Springer, Stenger, 


Ely 


‘ 
( 

‘ 

rand, Ellis 
aon 

1 


During the roll-call the following proceedings occurred : 

Mr. LANE. I was not within the bar before the last name on the 
roll was called. Iask unanimous consent of the House that I may 
record my vote. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. 
pensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to vote “ no’ 

Mr. LANE. I object unless the gentleman from California [Mr. 
PAGE] was within the bar of the House before the last name on the 
roll was called, 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on that assurance, 

Mr. PAGE. I have just come in. 

Mr. LANE. And TI just came in, and my vote was objected to. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well; if the gentleman from Oregon objects 

Mr. LANE. Ido object. At the same time I desire to announce 
that if permitted I would have voted “ ay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. RANDALL] the yeas are 80 and the nays are 32. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Phe question being taken on Mr, LUTTRELL’s motion, there were— 


ayes 21, noes 62. 


I object. 
I move that the reading of the names be dis- 


, 


The gentleman from California votes 


So the motion was not agreed to, 
Mr. THORNBURGH. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 


The question being taken on Mr. THORNBURGH's motion, there 
were—aves 46, noes 76. 


Mr. THORNBURGH. I eall for tellers. 
lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted the Chair 
will order tellers, and aypoints the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


THORNBURG ] and the gentleman from California, [Mr. Li TTRELL. ] 
It is very desirable | 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a remark. 


made to the House for the words spoken on the part of both these 
gentlemen. Certainly gentlemen cannot object to that. 

Many members called for the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Homan] on- 


| derstand that for a gentleman to say that something that another gen- 


tleman has said in debate is not true is not parliamentary ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language, in my judgment, of both these gen- 
tlemen was somewhat unparliamentary. 

Mr. HOAR. What language? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink the language of both was unparliamentary, 

Mr. HOAR. What language of the gentleman from Iowa? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The remark about the untrnthfulness of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that he had spoken what was untrue, That 
was certainly not parliamentary language. 

Mr. ATKINS. I raise the point of order that all of this debate is 
out of order. 

Mr. HOAR. 
heard. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from Massachusetts has been speak- 
ing a good deal to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Remarksmade in the nature of a per- 
sonal explanation are certainly out of order pending a motion to ad- 


The gentleman raises it after letting his own side be 


journ. 


The qnestion was taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, noes 67. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 16, 
noes not counted. 

So the House refused to order the call. 

Mr. COX. All I desire to say to the House is simply this—— 

[Lond cries of “Order!” “Order!” ] 

Mr. BANKS. Not now, certainly not now. 

Mr. TERRY. I want gentlemen opposite to understand that we 
will stay until daybreak if necessary. 

{Loud cries of “Order!” “Order!” ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot consent that the 
House shall proceed in this disorderly manner; gentlemen must re- 
sume their seats and preserve order. 

The Chair will state that there is an absence of a quorum and that 
no motion is in order, and that no business is in order except a mo- 
tion to adjourn or a motion for a call of the House, and he must insist 
that the rules of the House be observed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose that the last vote disposed of the ques- 
tion as to the right of the gentleman from New York to proceed. 

[Cries of “No!” “No!” 

Mr. HOAR. No quorum has appeared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted, and that objec- 
tion has been made. 

Mr. BANKS. I rise to a question of order, and it is that the gen- 
tleman from New York is not entitled to the floor without the leave 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is undoubtedly true. 

Mr. BANKS. The Chair rules in that way @ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably; no motion is in order 
except to adjourn or for a call of the House. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. MAGOON. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be in order to move that the gentle- 
man from New York be permitted to make an explanation to the 
House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It certainly would be in order; and 
if the House will permit it, the gentleman from New York may make 
an explanation. 

Mr. PIERCE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose the gentleman from New York should 
be consulted on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not in order to permit the gentleman from 
New York to explain? 

Mr. PIERCE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion to adjourn is pending. 

Mr. YEATES. That was the last motion put to the House; we 
have done nothing since. I raise the point that it is not in order. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I moved a call of the House immediately after 
taking the vote on adjournment, and I believe my motion is the only 
one that can be entertained now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The journal shows that the Chair is 
right. The gentleman from Texas { Mr. MILLS] moved a call of the 
House, and that was the last motien entertained by the Chair. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MAGOON] now moves to adjourn. 

Mr. YEATES. Why, Mr. THorNBURGH, who had just come into 
the House and was standing by the door, moved to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is necessarily controlled 
by the Journal, and he thinks it very likely to be correct. 

Mr. YEATES. The Journal is not correct in thiscase. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House is the 


It is certainly not in order while a 


that this matter should be disposed of by the House as soon as pos- | motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MaGoon] that the 


sible. submit that the language was somewhat unparliamentary on 


House adjourn. 
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Mr. FOSTER. 


I suggest that unanimous consent be given to the 
gentleman from New York to explain his language. [Cries of “ No!” 
*No!”] 
Mr. BANKS. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


Not at all. 
Let the gentleman from Iowa explain. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Iowa used no language that was 
not parliamentary and proper under the circumstances. 

The question was taken on Mr. MaGoon’s motion; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 49, noes 101. 

Mr. MAGOON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 45 members voting therefor, be- 
ing more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 39, nays 83, not vot- 
ing 164; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bagby, John H. Baker, Banks, Bradley, Cannon, Crounse, Cut- 
ler, Davy, Eames, Fort, Foster, Henderson, Hoar, Joyce, Kehr, Lapham, Lawrence, 
Magoon, MecDill, Monroe, O’ Neill, Packer, William A. Phillips, Piper, Potter, John 
Robbins, Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stowell, Tarbox, Thornburgh, 
Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, Willard, and Will- 
iam B. Williams—39. 

NA YS—Messrs. Abbott, Banning, Bradford, Bright, John H. Caldwell, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, 
Cook, Cowan, Crapo, Dibrell, Douglas, Durand, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Finley, For- 
ney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Hart- 
ridge, Hartzell, Haymond, Henkle, Hereford, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. 
Hewitt, Holman, House, Hunton, Franklin Landers, Lane, Levy, Lewis, Luttrell, 
Mackey, Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Page, Payne, 
Pierce, Poppleton, Randall, Reagan, John Reilly, James Bb. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, 
William M. Robbins, Roberts, Milvs Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Springer, 
Stenger, Teese, Terry, Thompson, Tucker, Turney, John L. Vanco, White, Whit- 
thorne, Wigginton, Alpheus 8S. Williams, James Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, 
James Wilson, Yeates, and Young—83 ° 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ainsworth, Anderson, Ashe, Atkins, George 
A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, 
Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William R. 
Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samucl D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, Will- 
iam P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Caulfield, Chapin, Chit- 


tenden, Collins, Cox, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dob- | : . 
| from this dilemma. 


bins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield, 
Gibson, Glover, Goodin, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. 
Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hen 


dee, Hill, Hoge. Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hy- | 


man, Jenks, Frank Jones, Thomas L. Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, 
Lamar, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Lynch, Lynde, Mae- 
Dougall, McCrary, McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal, 
New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, Jobu F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, Powell, 
Pratt, Purmap, Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, 
Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, 
Sparks, Spencer, Stevenson, Stone, Swann, Thomas, Throckmorton, Martin I. Town- 
send, Robert B. Vance, Waddell Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B 
Walker, Alexander 8S. Wallace, Joh W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, War- 
ren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew 
Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin 
Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and Woodworth—164. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON. 1 move that there be a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 87, 
noes 35. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. THORNBURGH called for the yeas and nays on ordering a 
call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 28 in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 42, not vot- 
ing 164; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Atkins, Bagby, Bradford, Bright, John H. 
Caldwell, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John b. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Ciymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Douglas, Durand, Durham, Eden, 
Egbert, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Harden- 
bergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hereford, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
Holman, Honse, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones. Franklin Landers, Lane, Levy, Lewis, 
Lord, Luttrell, Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutcbler, Payne, 
William A. Phillips, Poppleton, Powell, Reagan, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, 
Rice, Riddle, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Scales, Schleicher, Sheak- 
ley, Singleton, Springer, Stenger, Tarbox, Thomp-on, Throckmorton, Tucker, Tur- 
ney, John L Vance, Wigginton, Alpheus 8. Williams, Charles G. Williams, Jere- 
miah N. Williams, Yeates, and Young—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. John H. Baker, Banks, Bland, Bradley, Cannon, Conger, Crapo, 
Crounse, Davy, Eames, Foster, Goodin, Hancock, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, 
Joyee, Kehr, Lapham, Lawrence, Mackey, Magoon, Monroe, O'Neill, ' Packer, 
Page, Pierce, Potter, John Rebbins, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Stowell, Thorn- 
burgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, White, Wil- 
lard, William B. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—42. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, George A. Bagley, John H. 
Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballon, Banning, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, 
Blair, Bliss, Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William RK. Brown, Buckner, Ho- 
ratio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Caldwell, 
Campbell, Candjer, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Cul- 
berson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, 
Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Fort, Freeman, Frye, Faller, Garfield, Gibson, Glover, 
Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Hill, Hoge, 
Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, 
Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, 
Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, McCrary, MecDill, MeFar- 
land, MeMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal, New, Norton, O'Brien, Odell, 





Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, | 
toss, Rusk, Sampson, Savage, Sayler, Sebu- | 


maker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, | Poppleton, Randall, John Reilly 


Randall, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski 


Strait, Stevenson, Stone, Swann, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Martin IL. Townsend, Rob- 
ert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, 
Alexander 8. Wallace, John W Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watter- 
son, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, Whitehonse, Whiting, Whitthorne, Wike, Andrew 
Williams, James Williams, James D. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wil- 
son, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—1€4. 


So the motion of Mr. MORRISON was agreed to. 





Walker, Gilbert C, | 





| Bright, John HH 





| denbergh 


| ley, jr., John lI 
| Blair, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone. John Young 
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A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 
No. 3473) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for the fulfilling of treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1877, 
and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FOSTER. 
this difficulty. 

Mr. MORRISON, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is a call of the 
House, which has been ordered by a vote of the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to be heard a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is willing to hear the gen- 
tleman if there is no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending the call of the House I move that the 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that the gentleman from New York 
{ Mr. Cox] is willing to make a personal explanation on the point of 
order, and I suggest that the House give unanimous consent to hear 
him 

Mr.SPRINGER. And also the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson. } 

Mr. FOSTER. Do not complicate it. 

Mr. ATKINS. What does the gentleman propose ? 

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that the gentleman from New York 
desires to make a personal explanation on the point of order. 

Mr. BANKS. We do not want any explanation; we understand 
the point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. 


I think it is possible to arrive at some solution of 


He may say something that will relieve the House 


Mr. BANKS. He may say something else, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is no propriety in the proposition of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FosTer,] for this reason: in the first 
place we refused to hear the gentleman from New York; we refused 
to allow you, Mr. Speaker, to decide whether the words were disor- 
derly ; we took the matter out of the hands of both of the gentlemen 
implicated and of the Speaker, from whose decision we could have 
appealed, if we did not like it. The only way out of this difficulty 
is either by unanimous consent to begin where we should have begun 
or to have the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw the resolution 
which he never should have offered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the call of the House had better go on. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr.Speaker, while [have all proper respect 
for all men in office and all due respect for men high on committees, I 
do not think the gentleman from Pennsylvania, after having got in a 
resolution which was entirely out of order because no point was raised 
against it, has any right now to insist that we shall stay here all 
night. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
pleasant about me. 
gency whatever. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I never get angry myself. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
House has been ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that I move that the House now adjourn, 

Mr. FOSTER. I hope that the suggestion I made may be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There certainly ought not to be any objection to that, 

Mr. PIERCE. I consider that the remarks made here by the gentle- 
man from New York were highly improper. If he is now ready to apol- 
ogize for them, I for one am ready to hear him; but I am not ready to 
hear him upon this point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A call of the House has been ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that I have moved that the House ad- 
journ; and on that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 78, not vot- 
ing 167; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Banks, Bradley, Cannon, Conger, Davy, Eames, Fort, Foster, 
Goodin, Hancock, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, Joyce, Kehr, Lapham, Lawrence, 
Magoon, MeDill, O'Neill, Packer, Page, William A. Phillips, Pierce, Piper, Potter, 
Reagan, John Robbins, Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stevenson, 
Stowell, Thornburgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, 


I hope the gentleman will not say anything un- 
I am not going to get angry under any contin- 


[Langbter. ] 
The Chair must state that acall of the 





William B. Williams, and James Wilson—41 
NAYS-— Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Anderson, Atkins, Banning, Bradford, 
Caldwell Caulfield, Jolin B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, 
jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Crapo, Cutler, Dibrell, Durham, 
Eden, Egbert, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Har- 
Hartridge, Hartzell, Hereford, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
Holman, House, Hunton, Thomas L Jones, Franklin Landers, Lane, Levy, Lewis, 
Luttrell, Mackey, Maish. Meade, Metcalfe, Morgan, Morrison, Matchler, Payne, 
James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, William M. Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Springer, Stenger, Teese, 
Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Turney, John L. Vance, Whitthorne, Wiggin- 
ton, Willard, James Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Wilshire, Yeates, and 
Young—7x 
NOT VOTING— Messrs. Adams, Ashe, Bagby, George A. Bagley, John I. Bag- 
Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, 
a William R. Brown, Buck. 
ner, HoratioC. Burchard, Samuel D. Lurchard, Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Cald- 
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ller, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, Chittenden 
n, Danford, Darrall, Davia, De Bolt 
Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner 


Cox 
Denison, Dobbins, Douglas 
Felton, Freeman, Frye, Faller 
Glover, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. 

t. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison. Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hen 

kle, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd 
Iivman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott 
© M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lord, Lynch, Lynde, Mac 
rary, McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Mills, Money, Monroe, 
ew, Norton, O Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, 
Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Rosas, Rusk, Sav 
Schleicher, Schumaker, Seel ye Smalls, William E. Smith 
Sparka, Spencer, Stone, Swann, Tarbox, Thomas, Martin L. Townsend 
tobert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert 
Alexander 8S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, War- 
Erastus Wells, Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, 
Williams, Alpheu Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Will 
Fernando Wood, Woodburn, and 


Collins 


ar, Geo 
Met 
1 Neal N 
-owell 
: I 


i Slemons, 


An ow as 


s, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr 


i Vi 
W oo lworth—167 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (I. R. No. 347") making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1877, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I desire to make a suggestion. [Cries 
of “ Regularorder!”] Ithink the House is weary of this proceeding, 
and it is due to the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from New 
York that they should have an opportunity for personal explanation. | 
I understand that these gentlemen have heretofore borne the kindest | 
relations to each other, [renewed cries of “ Regular order!”] and it 
seems to me proper that he who has been the aggressor should say | 
that he spoke under the impulse of the moment, and did not in‘ end 
to be offensive to the other. It is. the first duty of gentlemen when 
theyspeak under impulse to be understood and make the amende hono- 
rable. I think it is due to them they should have an opportunity for 
this personal explanation as well as due to the House. I am sure 
with that concession they will both appreciate the suggestion and 
the attitude in which they stand to each other and the House, and I 
hope, therefore, each one will acquit himself as a gentleman and as a 
man of courage to each other and to the House. 

Mr. TERRY. This side of the House 

Mr. HOAR I call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. 
[Cries of “ Regular order Y) 


1 desire to say further—— 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot hold the floor | 
cainst the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. According to my recollection, althongh | 
the gentleman from New York made a remark which was somewhat 
offensive—Llaughter.] Hear me out. Do not interrupt me until I 
get through. On the other side—— 

Mr. CANNON, of Lilinois. I call for the regular order of business. | 

Mr. MORRISON. I have been demanding it for some time. 
Mr. JONES, of Kentucky, made some remarks which were inaudi- | 
ble to the reporter, the Speaker beating with his gavel and calling | 
oO ordaer 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the Chair can recognize nobody. The House has ordered that there 
hall be a call of the House, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If nnanimous cousent—— 

Mr. MORRISON. 1 eall for the regular order. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Mk Adams 
Baker, Ballon 

! Drown 


Anderson, George A. Bagley. John 1. Bagley, jr.. William H. | 
ass, Bebee, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Boone, John 
William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Bur 
h. Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, 
pin, Chittenden, Collins, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davia, De Bolt, 
1h Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, 
Garfield, Gibson. Glover, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benja- 
Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, 
liemlee, Henkle, Hill, Hege, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, 
liurlbat, Ilyman, Jenks. Frank Jones, Kelley, Kimball, King. Knott, 
George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, 
McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal, New, Nor- 
ton, O' Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Parman, 
lainey, Rea, Reagan, Robinsen. Sobieski Rosas, Rusk, Savage, Schumaker, Seclye 
Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Stone, Swann, 
Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Wal- 
©. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. | 
Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, 
i Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. | 
s, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, 
vorth 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
bers have answered to their names, which is not a quorum. 
doors will be closed. 
Mr. MORRISON. I move that the Speaker issne his warrant to 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody and bring to the bar the 
absentees. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 


bins 


W 
Hays 
Hurd 
Lamar 
MeCrary 


W hiting 


One hundred and thirty-five mem- 


The 


I move the House adjourn. 


| Landers, George 
| Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Page, Payne, Poppleton, Powell, Randall, John 


‘Gibson, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Tale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, 


| son, Kehr, Kelley 


| Milliken, Money, Ns 


| Wiley Wells, Willard 


| Wells 
| G. Williams 
| jr, Fernande Wood, Woodburn, and Woodworth—179. 


The House divided; and there were ayes 19, noes not counted. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and decided in the negative—yeas 41, 
nays 70, not voting 175; as follows: 


YEAS—Messars. Bagby, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Bradley, Cannon 
Conger, Crapo, Crounse, Davy, Eames, Goodin, Hoar, Joyee, Lapham, Lawrence: 
Magoon, McDill, Monroe, O' Neill, Pierce, Piper, Potter, John Robbins. Saropsor 
Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stevenson, Stowell, Tarbox, Thompson, Thorn 
burgh, Washington Townsend, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, White, Whitthorn 
Willard, William B. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—41 

NA YS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bauning, Bradford, Brieh: 
John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochran 
Cook, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, Egbert, Finley, Forney, Frankli 
Ganse, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hereford, Abra 
S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman, House, Thomas L. Jones, Franklin 
M. Landers, Lord, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Meace, Metecal 


Iieilly, James B. Reilly. Riddle, William M. Robbins, Miles Roas, Scales, Sheakley, 
Singleton, Springer, Stenger, Teese, Terry, Throckmorton, Turney, John L. Vanc 
Wigginton, Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, Yeates, 
and Young—70. 

NOT VOTING—Mesars. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley 
jr., Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boous 
John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D 
Burchard Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbe!! 
Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Caulfield, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Culber 
son, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Eden 
Ellis, Ely, Evana, Faulkner, Felton, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Fuller. Gartield, 
Haralson, Ben 
jamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn 
Haymond, Hays, Hendee, Henderson, Henkle, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hos 
kins. Hubbell, Hunter, Hunton, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kas- 
Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, 
avy, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, McCrary, McFarland, McMahon, Miller 
h, Neal, New, Norton, O’Brien, Odell, Oliver, Packer, Phelps, 
John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, 
Reagan, Rice, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Schleicher 
Schumaker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spence: 
Stone, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Robert B. Van 
Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexand 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, E 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Will 
iams, James DL. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood 
Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—175. 


S 


Jt, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] that the Speaker 
issue his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody and 
bring to the bar members of the House absent without its leave. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. MORRISON. Does not my motion take precedence? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to dispense with all fu 
ther proceedings under the call takes precedence, 

Mr. PAGE. Idemand the yeas and nays on the motion to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
35, nays 72, not voting 179; as follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs John H 
Foster, Henderson, Joyce 
Packer, Page, Pierce 
Cfarbox. Thompson 


jaker, Bradley. Cannon, Conger, Crapo, Davy, Eames 
Lapham, Lawrence, Magoon, McDill. Monroe, O' Neil! 
Potter, Sampson, Sinnickson, Strait, Stevenson, Stowell 
Thornburch, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G 
William B. Williams, and James Wilson —35 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, Banning, Bradford 
stright, Cauliield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Jobu B. Clark, jr.. of Missouri, Cly 
mer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Fin 
ley, Franklin, Gause, Goodin, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge 
Hartzell, Haymona, Hereford, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman 
House, Llunton, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Lane, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish. Mead: 
Metcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutchler, Poppleton, Powell, Randall, John 
Reilly, James B. Reilly, Riddle, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, A. Herr Smith 
Springer, Stenger, Teose, Terry, Throckmorton, Turney, Johu L. Vance, Whit- 


| thorne, Wigginton, Alpheus S. Williams, Jawes Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, 


Yeates, and Young—72. 
NOT VOTING— Messrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley 


| jr.. William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blackburn, Blair, Bland 


Pliss, Blount, Boone, Johu Young Brown, William R. Brown, Backner, Horatio 
C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P 
Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell. Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins 
Cox, Crounse, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, 
Douglas, Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans. Faulkner, Felton, Forney, Fort, Freeman 
Frye, Fuller, Garfield, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton 
Haneeck, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harri 
son, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins 
Hoskins, Hubbell, Hanter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kasson 
Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, Franklin Landers, George M. Landers, Leav 
enworth, Le Moyne, Levy, Lewis. Lord, Lynch. Lynde, MacDougall, McCrary, Mc- 
Farland, MeMabou, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal. New, Norton. O'Brien 
Odell, Oliver, Payne, Phelps. Johu F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Piper, Plaisted 
Platt, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Reagan, Rice, John Robbins, William M. Rob 
bins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Schleicher. Schu 
maker, Seelye, Singleton, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith. Southard, Sparks 
Spencer, Stone, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker. Robert B. Vanc 

Wadde'l, Wait, Waldron, Charies C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexand 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson. Erastus 
Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles 
James D. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan W ood, 


rs 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain that mo- 
tion. The Chair must direct a warrant to issue to take into custody 
absentees and bring them to the bar of the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. Why so? 
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Mr. HOAR. Lrise to a question of order. 
dered the warrant to be issued. That was the motion pending when 
the motion was made to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. The House has not voted on it. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the House has refused to sus- 


pend further proceedings under the call the Chair certainly recog- | 


nizes it as his duty to issue his warrant for the arrest of the absentees. 

Mr. HOAR. Without the authority of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I take an appeal from that decision. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 move to lay that appeal on the table. 

Mr. PAGE. And upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has the House 
ordered the absentees to be sent for. 

Mr. HOAR. It has not. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore, The House, however, has ordered a cal] 
of the House, and has refused to suspend further proceedings under 
the call. Under those circumstances nothing is left to the Chair but 
to rule that his warrant should issue, so that upon that warrant the 
absentees may be brought to the bar of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the usual practice has been otherwise. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] 
and every other experienced member will agree with me in saying 
that that has never been done without the order of the House. 

[Cries of “ Regular order !"} 

Mr. HOLMAN. The rule is very clear in regard to this matter. 
And I desire now to submit the usual motion that the Speaker do 
issue his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody the 
absentees and to bring them to the bar of the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has looked at the rule and 
the Chair stands corrected. The order for the issue of the Speaker’s 
warrant must be made by the House. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that an order do now issue for the arrest 
of the absentees, 

Mr. FOSTER. I have moved that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. When the two mo- 
tions, the motion to adjourn and the motion to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call have been voted down, I submit that the 
only other motion in order is the purely formal one that the Speaker 
issue his warrant for the arrest of the absentees. I submit that this 
is the motion now pending. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Otherwise we never could have a call of the 
House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must entertain the motion 
to adjourn. The consequence pointed out by the gentleman from 
West Virginia is not the fault of the ruling of the Chair, but of 
the rules themselves. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I submit that the ruling has been uniform. 
When a call of the House has been ordered, these dilatory motions 
have not been recognized. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to adjourn. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Pending that, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CLYMER. I submit that my motion is more highly privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last vote was not a vote on the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CLYMER. 


vote, 


It was a prior vote, and I move to reconsider that 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. But amotion to adjourn is now pending. | 


Mr. CLYMER. The motion to reconsider is of higher privilege. I 
do not yield for a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
against a motion to adjourn. 

Mr.CLYMER. When I have made a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to adjourn, I ask what right has another 
gentleman to be recognized to make a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. FOSTER. My motion to adjourn was made before the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania took the floor. 

Mr. CLYMER. Then I am in error. 

Mr. JAMES B. REILLY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MorrIsON] made a motion that the 
Speaker issue his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms, commanding him 
to bring in the absentees. Pending that a motion was made to ad 
journ, which was voted down. Then a motion was made to dispense 
with all farther proceedings under the call. That also was voted 
down. My inquiry is whether the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
hois is not now properly before the House ; whether the proceedings 
do not reeur to that ? 

Mr. MORRISON. May I also be allowed to make an inquiry? and 
all these inquiries can be answered at once. I understood the Speaker 
to rule that absentees cannot be brought in except on a motion sub- 
mitted and an order made by the House. I understood him also to 
rule that the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call would have precedence over such a motion and that the motion 
to adjourn would have precedence over that motion. 
there is no way in whieh 


) 1 absentees can be brought in at all under the 
ruling of the Chair. 


The House has not or- 


The gentleman cannot hold the floor | 


If that be so, | 
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Mr. FOSTER. That is the fault of the rules. 

Mr. MORRISON. And therefore I move that the House adjourn. 
| Mr. HEREFORD. I hope upon that statement the House will ad- 
} Journ. 

| Mr. RANDALL. 


I do not want the statement just made to go un- 
challenged; because I believe that when the House is without a quo- 
rum the rule provides that there are but two motions in order, a mo- 
tion to adjourn and a motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. JAMES B. REILLY. I respectfully ask for the rulingof the 
Chair on my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled upon it. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I move that we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is already pending. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly it is the rule that the 
House has a right to adjourn if it desires to do so, and that the mo 
tion to adjourn is in order, and, further than that, the Chair has not 
ruled upon this question. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn; and on a division 
there were—ayes 66, noes 65. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Carried unanimously. 

Mr. CAULFIELD. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Hewitt, of New York, and Mr. Hers- 
FORD were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 43, noes 60. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is it in order to have a proposition made ? 
have a proposition. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were—ayes 33, noes 65; so (one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, (at three o’clock a. m.;) and there were 
yeas 43, nays 70, not voting 176; as follows: 


Let us 


YEAS—Messrs. Bagby, John H. Baker, Bradley, Cannon. Conger, Crapo 
Crounse, Davy, Eames, Foster, Goodin, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, Joyee, Kehr 
Lapham, Lawrence, Magoon, McDill, Monroe, O'Neill, Packer, Pierce, Potter, 
Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stowell, Tarbox, Thompson, Thorn- 
bargh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes, G. Wiley Wells, White, Wil 
lard. William B. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodburn—43 

NAYS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Banning, Bradford, Bright, Canlfield 
John B. Clarke of Kentacky, John B. Clark, jr.. of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane 
Cook, Cowan, Cox, Cutler, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Forney, Fran 
Ganse, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Abram S. [He 
itt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman, House, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Fran! 
Landers, Lane, Levy, Lord, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Meade, Metealf Mil 
Morgan, Morrison, Mutehler, Payne, Randall, John Reilly, James B. Reil R 
Riddle, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Springer, Stenger, Teese, ‘I's 
rhrockmorton, Turney, John L. Vance, Whitthorne, Wigginton, Alpheus 8. W 
iams, James Williams, Yeates, and Young—70 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, Tohn H 
Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe. Bell, Blackburn 
Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William R. Brown. Buel 
ner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burehard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Cal 
well, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell. Cate, Chapin Chit 
tenden, Collins, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dibrel 
Dobbins, Dunnell, Durand, Elhs, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Finley, Fort 
Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield, Gibson, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hale. Robert 
Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris. Henry R. Harris, John ‘I 
Harris, Harrison, Hatcher Hathern Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Hereford, Hill, Hog 
Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Dyman, Jenks 
Frank Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar George M. Landers 
Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, MeCrary, MeFar 
land, McMahon, Miller, Milliken. Money, Nash, Neal, New, Norton, O Brien, Odell, 
Oliver, Page, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips. Piper. Plaisted, Platt Pop 
pleton, Powell, Pratt. Purman, Rainey, Rea, Reagan, John Robbins, William M 
| Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski 8, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Schlei 

Schumaker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Sonthard. Sparks. Sy 
Stevenson, Stone, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Tucker. Robert ¢ ince 
Waddell, Wait. Waldon, Charles C. B, Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Will 
iams, James ID. Williams, Jeremiah N, Williams, Willis. Wilshire, Benjamin Wil- 
| son, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, and Woodworth—176. 








So the House refused to adjourn. 
| Mr. MORRISON. I now renew my motion that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to bring in the absentees. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that all proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has entertained that mo- 
tion and also a motion to adjourn. While the Chair recognizes the 
fact that all proceedings under the call can be dispensed with, yet 
the Chair does not understand the rule to apply to such an extent as 
to destroy the whole proceedings under the call. The Chair there- 
fore having entertained that motion and also a motion to adjourn he 
| will now entertain a motion that warrants be issued to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to arrest and bring to the bar of the House the absentees. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair. I 
desire the Chair to hear me, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that there can be no appeal from the 
decision of the Chair unless there is a quorum present. That is not 
provided for as one of the motions under the rule that can be made 
during a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must rule that the House 
| finding itself without a quorum is reduced to two motions. It may 
| adjourn or it may enforce the attendance of absent members, and 
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beyond that the House can do nothing, in the judgment of the 
Chair 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Chair that I stated that I took 
an appeal from his decision, and the Chair was kind enough to say 
he would hear me, and then the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] immediately addressed the Chair and the Chair decided 
upon his motion. 

ihe SPEAKER pro tempere. 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the House that less than a quorum 
cannot reverse a decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MORRISON. May I be allowed to say a word upon this point 
of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRISON. As I understand it, these two motions are not of 
the class of privileged motions, like the motion to lay on the table or 
the motion to adjourn, which must be put according to their right of 
precedence and not according to the time of their presentation. These 
two motions, the one not being more highly privileged than the other, 
must be put in the order in which they are made. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I understand the ruling of the Chair from the 
beginning of this session down to the present time -has been that 
when the House finds itself without a quorum but two motions are 
in order, a motion to adjourn and a motion for a call of the House. 
The House has refused to adjourn, and the only thing in order is a 
call of the Honse, which has been ordered, and the order for the arrest 
of members should be now nade. 

Mr. KOSTER. You may change your mind. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. You are always ready to change your mind to 
crowd out free speech. 

Mr. SPRINGER, 1 desire tosubmit a remark or two upon the point 
of ordet 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOAR. Am I not ewtitled to the floor on my point of order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair supposed he had a right to 
hear gentlemen who desire to speak on the point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; but the Chair was good enough to say he 
would hear me. : 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman 

Mr. HOAR. 
of order yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
now 

Mr. HOAR. The question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] goes against the universal practice of the 
lionse. I think every experienced member knows that it bas been 
the right of the minority, a right which the democratic party have 
enjoyed and used to the fullest extent for sixteen years, to make dila- 
tory motions. 

A MempBrr. Londer! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes that particular 
species of disorder will not be resorted to. 

Mr. HOAR. IL suppose only those who have in their heads some 
substitute for brains will make that disorder. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let those words be taken down. [Laughter.] 

Mr HOAR. ‘To establish the rule contended for would be a de- 
struction of the right which has been accorded to the minority for 
time ont of mind, and it would be a most revolutionary proceeding. 
lhe House has the right at any time to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under a call, whether before the order to bring in the ab- 
sentees, While that order is being executed, when a part of the ab- 
sentees have been bronght in, or when they have all been brought in. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. Does the gentleman mean to say se- 
riously to the Chair that, fifteen members of the House being present, 
they cannot enforce the attendance of absent members? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. I mean to say that the right of the minority to 


The gentleman appealed from the de- 


The Chair supposed he had heard the 
I have not said anything on the subject of my point 


The Chair will hear the gentlemen 
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ordered a call of the House to be made, a motion to adjourn is not 
then in order. The only motion then in order, and in order at every 
| successive stage of the proceedings, is the motion that further pro- 

ceeding under the call be dispensed with. That has always been 
| held in this House to be parliamentary law; and there is uo excey- 

tion to it except this, that at the end of a very weary contest, in 
order to cut the matter short, a motion to adjourn has been accepted 
nem. con, Without any point of order being raised upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will see that it is in the power of the mi- 
nority to accomplish the same result in a dozen other ways, as when 
a member is brought in and a motion is made to excuse him, the yeas 
and nays can be called on that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is whether the House 
has the power to send for and compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman from Indiana thinks that the motion 
to adjourn during a call of the House is not in order. I will call his 
attention to the following in Barclay’s Digest : 

It is not in order for the House to take a recess during a call of the House.— 


Journal, 1, 26, page 843. |Indeed no motion, except to adjourn or with reference to 
the call, is ever entertained during a call.} 


Mr. HOLMAN. Where is that? 

Mr. HOAR. On page 38 of Barclay’s Digest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has held that no motion ex 
cept one pertaining to a call of the Honse isin order. But the Chair 
holds that the House has power to enforce the attendance of absent 
members, and that the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
MORRISON } 

Mr. HOAR. 
tion —— 

Mr. TERRY. 
done with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Chair whether the power to enforce 
the attendance of members does not involve the power not to do it, 
and therefore whether a motion to dispense with farther proceedings 
under the call is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not willing to hold that 
the House has no power to enforce the attendance of its members, 
and will therefore rule that the motion of the gentleman from Mlinois 
(Mr. SPRINGER] that a warrant be issued for the arrest of members 
absent without leave isin order. From that ruling the gentleman 
from Massachnsetts [Mr. Hoar] takes ar appeal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair will pardon me. I understood that 
the motion to lay on the table was insisted upon as being in order, 
and that that was the question on which the point of order was mace. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion has been made to lay the 
appeal on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair entertain that motion to lay on 
the tabie? That is the point to which I desired to direct attention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; the Chair cannot do other- 
wise, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair hear me a moment on the subject 
of the motion to lay on the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly; the Chair will be glad to 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative 
Assemblies, page 103, the Chair will find this rule laid down : 


A motion for a call of the House cannot be suppressed by a motion to lie on the 
table, but must be decided specitically. 





If the Chair will pardon me for making the sugges- 


I hope the Chair will decide this question and be 


My point is that, if you cannot suppress the motion for a call of 
the House by a motion to lay on the table, you cannot by a «milar 
motion suppress subsequent proceedings, as, for instance, the order to 
send for absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
mean to say to the Chair that the motion te lay on the table is not in 
order ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do, sir. I so assert, and I have quoted the 





make dilatory motions, the right known as filibustering, in this case 
the right to alternate the motion to adjourn and the motion to dis- 
pense with all further proceedings under the call, to stop all busi- 
ness, is an absolute right under the rules of the House, and there is 
no possible escape for the majority except to deny that right which | 
exists under the rules of the House. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to speak seriously 
upon this subject and in no other manner. The Chair recognizes 
the fact that motions to adjourn, as well as other dilatory mo- 
tions, may be made at any time. Bnt what the Chair desires the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to state is whether that 
gentleman holds that it is impossible for less than a majority of the 
Honse to enforce the attendance of absent members. 

Mr. HOAR. Against the resistance of one-fifth of the members 
present who may choose to alternate these motions and call the yeas 
and nays upon .hem, I do so hold, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to say 

Mr. HOAR. And I will be perfectly willing to take the recollec- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [{ Mr. eee upon that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mustsay thatthe rule is certainly well established 
that when two motions, one to adjourn and the other for a call of 
the Honse, are made, the motion to adjourn takes precedence. But 





| The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


law for it. The only motion in the first place is for a call of the 
House, and then only such motions are in order as pertain to that 
call. Hence it has been decided in this House that a motion to lay 


| on the tablea motion for acall of the House was not inorder. Why? 


Because it did not pertain to the call, but was merely a dilatory mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
a motion to lay on the table an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
is not in order ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That pertains to the business before the House 
and must be disposed of at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably; and that is the mo- 
tion before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not understand that that was the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It certainiy is the motion before the 
House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood it was a motion to lay on the table 
the motion to issue a warrant to bring in absentees. The motion to 
lay on the table the appeal from the decision of the Chair is in order 


| of course, 


Mr. CLYMER. Will the Chair state the question ? 


The Chair has decided that the mo- 


after the motion to adjourn has been voted down and the House has | tion of the gentleman from Lilinois that a warrant sball issue for ab- 
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sentees is now in order. From that decision, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has taken an appeal. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair does not quite state the exact posture of 
the question. The decision from which I desire to take an appeal is 
the ruling that a motion to suspend proceedings under the call is not 
in order till the motion of the gentleman from Illinois is disposed of. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CLYMER, there 
were—ayes 86, noes-35. 

Mr. WHITE. As there is no quorum voting I ask for tellers. 

Mr. BANNING and Mr. CLYMER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I rise to a point of order. I understood the 
Speaker to rule a moment ago that in the absence of a quorum only 
two motions were in order: the motion to adjourn and the motion for 
a call of the House. But I understand that now the Chair has enter- 
tained a motion to lay on the table an appeal. I want to know 
whether that motion is in order or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot decline to enter- 
tain it. 

Mr. HOAR. At any rate, the point comes too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under any circumstances, the Chair 
could not avoid entertaining the motion. Gentlemen must know 
that these dilatory motions can be made indefinitely. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. In view of the previous statement of the Chair 
that only two motions—the motion to adjourn and a motion for a 
call—were in order, I wish to know how it is in order to now make a 
motion to lay an appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably every gentleman in 
the House knows that these dilatory motions can be kept up in- 
detinitely. There is no means of avoiding it, so far as the Chair is 
informed. He would be very glad to stop it, if it could be done. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I understood the Chair to rule that the only 
motions in order, in the absence of a quorum, were the motion to ad- 
journ and the motion for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending that, an appeal is taken from 
the decision of the Chair. Does the gentleman suppose the Chair can 
refuse to entertain an appeal from his decision? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Can less than a quorum decide the question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It cannot. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Chair hear me a moment on the right of 
appeal ? 

Me ‘ries of “ Regular order.” ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. At first blushit would seem that the right existed, 
although I have never known it in my experience. In an attempt 
to break a call of the House, I have never known the existence of 
the point in my experience, neither has the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, I venture to say, nor any other gentleman who has served 
here long. 

Mr. HOAR. 


Has the gentleman ever heard of such a speech as he 
is delivering while the House is dividing? [Laughter. } 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Is debate in order? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly it is not while the House is dividing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reason why the appeal cannot be taken is be- 
cause this is not the House in the. absence of a quorum. It cannot 
establish a rule. It cannot establish an order. It must proceed sim- 
ply under the rule. It cannot vary from that rule. The rule is con- 
stitutionally defined and based on constitutional provision. 

If the Chair will indulge me I will read three propositions upon 
which the whole matter rests. First, the constitutional provision, 
with which the Chair is familiar; that is, the House may, which 
means shall, compel the attendance of absent members in such man- 
ner and under such penalties as each House may provide. Under 
that constitutional provision the following rules have been estab- 
tablished, and I wish to say to my friend from Massachusetts that he 
was not reading from the rules, but from the interpolation of the com- 
piler,drawn from the casual events of the House in the ordinary 
course of business from year to year ; so they are not to be regarded 
as the law of the House. Therefore I depend upon the rules. 

Mr. FOSTER. They are pretty good authority. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Rule 34 provides that any fifteen members (includ- 
ing the Speaker, if there be one) shall be authorized to compel the 
attendance of absent members. That was made to carry out the con- 
stitutional provision. Rules 35 and 36 are to be taken together. They 
are rules adopted by the House under the constitutional provision, 
and they are the only ones directly applicable and covering the whole 
ground. Rule 35 provides that upon a call of the House or in taking 
the yeas and nays on any question the names of the members shall be 
called alphabetically. 

Rule 36 provides that upon the call of the House the names of the 
members shall be called over by the Clerk and the absentees noted ; 
after which the names of the absentees shall again be called over; 
the doors shall then be shut and those for whom no excuse or insuf- 
ficient excuses are made may, by order of those present, if fifteen in 
number, be taken into ciistody as they appear, or may be sent for and 


taken into custody wherever to be found, by special messengers, to be | 


appointed for that purpose, 


_ All else is merely an interpolation upon those leading rules estab- 
lished under the Constitution. 


while a motion to suspend all further proceedings under the ca!] may 
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The result deduced from this is that | 
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be made at every stage from the necessity of the case, it is the only 
motion which can be made. Appeal cannot be taken from the de 

cision of the presiding officer, for the reason that it is not an organ- 
ized House, but simply acting under constitutional provision to 
compel the attendance of a quorum. On that account I have never 
known an instance until this evening of the taking of an appeal, 
and none can be found in our history. None is in order except when 
pertaining directly to the call. The call must be dispensed with be- 
fore an adjournment can take place ; althouth, as I have stated, there 
are many exceptions to that; but they were exceptions when no 
— of order was made. Those regular steps are peremptory, and 
1ave been positively enforced over and over again in past years. 
Where a call of the House has been ordered, no motion has been en- 
tertained except at every successive stage where all further pro 

ceedings under the call be dispensed with. A member is brought in, 
and is excused or not excused, and there is another stage. Then a 
motion to suspend all further proceedings under the call is in order, 
and soon. Every gentleman can see that it is the inevitable logic 
of the constitutional provision, and those are the necessary steps 
which must result from it in bringing about a quorum in the House. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts will not assert that one-third of 
the members present may by alternate motions render the constitu- 
tional provision void. 

Mr. HOAR. My answer to that is that the Constitution makes 
fifteen or more a quorum of the House, and for this purpose we act 
as a House. The Speaker retains the chair, the Clerk makes the 
Journal, and the whole proceedings are read the next day. It has 
the authority of a House. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. lLask the gentleman to yield for a question. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Suppose upon a question to lay an appeal upon 
the table it is found a quorum is not voting, is it in order to move 
again that there be a call of the House? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. What is the next thing in order then ? 

Mr. HOAR. On all questions relating to a call of the House a quo 
rum is not necessary; not merely on the general question, but on the 
subsidiary questions connected with m. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The pending question is on laying on the table 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. Now, if on the vote on that 
question the House is found without a quorum, what then? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a question pertaining to the proceedings un- 
der the call of the House, and a vote of fifteen members is sutiicient. 
Another answer to the gentleman is, that wherever a body of me! 
are acting with a presiding officer at their head, any member has the 
right, by universal parliamentary law, to take an appeal from his de 
cision to the body itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will undoubtedly euter- 
tain the appeal from the decision; but the Chair will not hold that 
the House can thereby be deprived of the power of sending for its 
absent members. 

Mr. EDEN. If the motion to adjourn be now in order, I make that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a motion now pending to lay 
on the table an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana, rose. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair desires to hear nothing at 
this time except on the parliamentary question. The Chair will very 
gladly hear the gentleman from Indiauia on the question of order. 

Mr. LANDERS, of Indiana. This is a new question to me; and I 
discover that the House is very much plagued over it. If the object 
be to get rid of it, I want to make a suggestion to the House. This 
difficulty has been raised by two members of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. If the House will now connect with this question 
the question of greenbacks and silver currency and send it to that 
committee, I think we may get out of this difficulty. [Langhter.] 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the time of the gentleman from Lndi- 
una be extended. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question of laying on the table 
the appeal taken by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will proceed to call 
the roll. 

Mr. AINSWORTH. I would like to have the question stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.CLYMER.] The Chair has already, 
he thinks, stated it plainly enough. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas &2, nays 19, not vot- 
ing 185; as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, Banning, Bradford, 
Bright, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, “ohn B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cly 
mer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, Cowan, Cutler, Dibrell, Durham, Eden, Egbert, Fin 
ley, Forney, Foster, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Goodin, Andrew H. Hamilton, Har 
denbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell. Henderson, Hereford, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith 
W. Hewitt, Holman, Tlouse, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Franklin Landers, 
Lane, Levy, Lord, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, McDill, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Mor 

| gan. Morrison, Mutehler, Payne, Poppleton, Potter, Randall, John Reilly 
| B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Springer 
| Steven larbox, Teese, Terry, Thompson, Throckmorton, Turney 
| John L. Vance, Wigginton, Alpheus S. Williams, James Willi 
j NAYS— Messrs. Bradley, Crapo, Cronnse, Eames, Hoar, Joyce 
Packer, Page, Pierce, Sampson, A. err Smith, ‘bornburgh, Washington ‘own 
send, G Wiley Wells, White, Willard, and James Wilson—19. 
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NOT VOTING 
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Messrs. Adama, Andersor y 
John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou mnks, Bags, Bee Bell, Blackburn 

Bland, Bliss, Blount John Young Brown, William L. Brown, Buck 
Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. Cald 
William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cannon, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Cha 
yin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, Davy, De Bolt, 
Jenison, Dobbins, Donglas, Daunnell, Durand, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton 
Fort, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Garfield, Gibson, Glover, Gunter, Hale, Robert Ham- 
ilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Haymond, Hays, Hendec, Henkle, Hill, Hoge, Hook 
er, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman Jenks, Frank 
Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Law- 
rence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, Magoon, MacDougall, Mc- 


John H. Bag! Mr. ATKINS. 
home. 
Mr. CONGER. Is that a privileged motion ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentleman from 
Tennessee make ? 
Mr. ATKINS. My motion was merely in jest. 
Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that it is not in order 
| to move the reconsideration of a vote as to a décision of the Chair 


jr 
Blair 
ner 
well 


I move that the doors be opened and let us all Zo 
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ness 


Crary, McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Monroe, Nash, Neal, New, 
Norton, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Piper, 
Plaisted, Platt, Powell, Pratt, Parman, Rainey, Rea 
iam M. Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Schlei 
cher, Schumaker, Seelye, Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, 
Sparks, Spencer, Strait, Stone, Stowell, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, 
Tucker, Tufts, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, 
Gilbert C. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, 
Ward, Warren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Whit- 
thorne, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams, Jere- 
miah N. Williams, William B. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan 
Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Woodburn, Woodworth, and Young—185 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid upon the 
table. 
Mr. CONGER and Mr. LUTTRELL rose. 
Mr. CONGER. I rise toa privileged motion. 
the vote just taken. 
Mr. LUTTRELL. 


also move to 


I move to reconsider 


I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider the vote just 
taken is in order; and the motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider is also in order. 

Mr. CONGER. 
reconsider. 1 spoke first. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I believe I was first recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It is very clear that this motion cannot be enter- 
tained. If it could be entertained there could be no such thing as a 
call of the House, 

Mr. SHEAKLEY. I ask that by unanimous consent we take a re- 
cess until eleven o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mere dilatory motions are certainly not in order. 
The House having ordered a call of the House, and having refused to 
suspend proceedings under the call, and nothing having since inter- 
vened, [ submit that the motion to reconsider is not now in order. 
The only motion in order is the motion that was made since the call 
of the House has been ordered, that the Speaker issue his warrant 
for the arrest of absent members. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Uas the Chair entertained the motion of the gen- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER?T] 

Mr. LUTTRELL. 


on the table. 


Mr.SPRINGER. I make the point of order that a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which an appeal was laid upon the table is not in 
order. It does not pertain to this call at all. 

Mr.MUTCHLER. As lunderstand it, when it has been ascertained 
that there is not a quorum present the only motions in order are a 
motion to adjourn and a motion fora call of the House. We have 
had a call and ascertained that there is not a quorum present; there 
is no other motion in order except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 0; if that were true there would be an end to the 
eall. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask the Speaker if any motion is in order ex- 
cept a motion to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California [ Mr. 
LUTTRELL] takes it for granted that the action of the House has 
been final and moves to reconsider the vote by which the appeal was 
laid upon the table, and to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
otherwise certainly the Chair would hold that no motion is in order 
except a motion to adjourn or a motion to send for absentees. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I understood the Chair to say that no motion 
would be in order but a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has said so, but no objec- 
tion has been raised to the want of a quorum, and the Chair under- 
stood that the last motion has been laid upon the table. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I withdraw the motion to reconsider and lay 
upon the table. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I renew it. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I make the point of order that it is not in order, 
because there is not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that no gentle- 
man made the point of order that no quorum was present, and unless 
that is done it is always regarded that a quorum is present. 

Mr. ATKINS: Why, that point has been made all night. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I make it and I now ask that the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoRRISON] be put. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
that no quorum was present and ordered the doors to be closed, and 
they are still closed, which shows that there is no quorum present. 
A motion has been made to adjourn and lost, and now I submit that 
the oaly other motion in order is to issue a warrant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to bring in the absent members. 


I have made the motion to reconsider and lay 


Reagan, John Robbins, Will- | 


I thought I was recognized to make the motion to | 


The Chair announced on a eall of the House | 


during a call of the House, and that the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I appeal from that decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot do that. The 
| Chair will put the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the 
| House do now adjourn. 
| Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
| withdraw that motion for a moment to allow me to ask unanimous 
| consent to make a statement. 
} The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| to adjourn is pending. 
| (Cries of “Regular order!” and “Order!” “Order!”’] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask unanimous consent for not more 
| than five minutes’ time. 

[Cries of “Object !”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I object, and call for the regular order. 

The question was taken on Mr. MORRISON’S motion to adjourn; and 
there were—yeas 55, nays 52. 

Mr. CAULFIELD. I call for tellers. 

The question was put on ordering tellers; and only 18 members 
| voted therefor; which not being one-fifth of a quorum, tellers were not 


No debate is in order when a motion 


| ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, and Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 31 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 53, nays 64, not voting 
169; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Bagby, John H. Baker, Bradley, Cannon, Conger 
Crapo, Crounse, Davy, Durham, Eames, Forney, Fort, Foster, Goodin, Haymond 
Henderson, Hoar, Hunton, Hurd, Joyce, Kehr, Franklin Landers, Lapham, Law 
rence, Lord, Magoon, McDill, Mills, Monroe, Morrison, O'Neill, Packer, Pag 
Pierce, Piper, Potter, Powell, Sampson, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Steven 

Tarbox, Thompson, Thornbyrgh, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Van Vorhes 
Wiley Wells, Willard, William Bb. Williams, James Wilson, and Woodburn— 


son 
\« 
53 
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NAYS—Messrs. Ainesworth, Ashe, Atkins, Banning, Bradford, Bright, John I. 
Caldwell, Caulfield, John B. Clarke of Kentacky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri 
Clymer, Cochrane, Cook, Cowan, Catler, Dibrell, Eden, Egbert, Finley, Frankli: 
Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hereford 
Abram 8S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Holman, House, Thomas L. Jones, Lane, 
Levy, Luttrell, Mackey. Maish, Meade, Metcalfe, Morgan, Mutchler, Payne, Pop 
yleton, Randall, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, William M. Robbins 
Miles Ross, Scales, Sheakley, Singleton, Springer, Stenger, Teese, Terry, Throck- 
morton, Turney, John L. Vance, Wigginton, Alpheus S. Williams, James Will- 
iams, and Yeates—64. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John I. Bagley, 
jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Mackburn, Blair, Bland, 
Bliss, Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio ( 
Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell 
Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, Chittenden, Collins, Cox, Culberson, Dan- 
ford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Durand, Ellis, 
Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, Faller, Gartield, Gibson, Glover, 
Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry hk 
Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Hill, 
Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank 
Jones, Kasson, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Leav- 
euworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, McCrary, McFarland, 
McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Nash, Neal, New, Norton, O’Brien, Odell, Oli 
ver, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman 
Rainey, Rea, Reagan, John Robbins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sav 
age, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E. Smith, 
Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Stone, Stowell, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, 
Tucker, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert 
C. Walker, Alexander 8. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, 
Warren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, Wheeler, White, Whitehouse, Whiting, Whit 
thorne, Wike, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Witiams, Jcre 
miah N. Williams, Willis, Wilshire, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando 
Wood, Woodworth, and Young—169. 





So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that all further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. MORRISON. I thought I had a motion pending that the 
Speaker issue a warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms directing him to 
bring the absentees into the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that motion 
is pending. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I move to lay the motion of the gen- 
| tleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] on the table. 
Mr. HOAR. Does not the motion I have made take precedence of 
| that which has been made by the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has just been decided on appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No point of order has been decided 
upon an appeal because no quorum has bech present. The Chair will 
recognize the motion of the gentleman from Illinois as being now be- 
| fore the House. 
| Mr. LUTTRELL. 

Mr. HOAR. 





And on that I call the previous question. 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain that class | bins, Roberts, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Savage, Sayler, Scales, Schumaker 












of motions; there are certainly enough dilatory motions to be made. | Seelye, Slemons, Smalls, William E.'s Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Stom 
The Chair has once recognized an appeal from his decision upon that | Py... chet ae et eee ee, Cee ees Tee 

aur | : > . : rarney, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert 
very question and will not recognize another. | C. Walker, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling. Walsh, Ward, Wat 


Mr. PAGE. I staid here a member of the majority one year ago | ren, Watterson, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting 
last winter while the other side of the House kept us here for two ene ~ aan bg Chari s (. Williams James D. Williams 
days and two nights making dilatory motions. ‘Wood, jr Secnentn Weed. Wesdeae Won Wie, Janes © ilson, Alan 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that perfectly ; Jt, . 3 oung—176. 





and he also understands that he can stay here two days and two So the motion of Mr. MORRISON was agreed to. 

nights again. Mr. THORNBURGH. Irise to a privileged motion. I move to re- 
Mr. PAGE. Very well; he cannot stay here unless he allows this | consider 

side to make dilatory motions. Mr. MORRISON. I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule that the motion of | lay that motion on the table. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoRRISON ] to bring in the absentees Mr. THORNBURGH. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 
must be presented tothe House. The Chair has already so ruled and Mr. HOLMAN. That motion certainly cannot be made. It is merely 
the House has sustained him. dilatory. ; 


Mr. PAGE. But an appeal is again taken from that decision of the The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. DuRHAMin the chair.) The Chair 


Chair. will decide that nothing is now in order except the issuing of the 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has refused to entertain that | warrant and the bringing in of absentees. [Applause.] 

appeal, having already entertained it once. Mr. THORNBURGH. From that ruling of the Chair I appeal. 
Mr. HOAR. Will not the Chair entertain another appeal ? The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing else is in order under the 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of | former ruling of the Chair. 

the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. MorRIsON. ] Mr. THORNBURGH. I appeal from that decision. 





Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not entertain the ap- 
The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Speaker pro | peal. [Applause.] 


tempore announced that the ayes appeared to have it. Mr. THORNBURGH. | rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. PAGE. I call for a division of the House on that question. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain no motion or 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to move an amendment to the motion of the | proposition. There is but one thing to be done; that is to bring in 
gentleman from Illinois. the absentees. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is too late. Mr. THORNBURGH. ThenI move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HOAR. I rose in time. [Cries of “Order.”] Does the Chair hold that, other business hav- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain an amend- | ing intervened, the motion to adjourn is not in order? 
ment after the motion of the gentleman from Illinois has been sub- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House directed that the absen- 





mitted to the House. | tees should be brought in; and the Chair decides to entertain no mo- 

Mr. HOAR. I rose in my place and addressed the Chair before the | tion until the absentees are brought before the House. 
question was submitted. [Mr. SAYLER resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A division having been called for, Mr. THORNBURGH. I move that the House do now adjourn, 
those in favor of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois will rise | other business having intervened since the motion was last enter- 
and stand until counted by the Chair. tained. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 81, noes 30. Mr. RANDALL. The warrant for absentees has been issued of 

Before the result of this vote was announced, course; and we can vote down the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE called for tellers, Mr. THORNBURGH. [| insist upon my right to make this motion ; 

Mr. RICE and others called for the yeas and nays. and I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first submit the ques- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably the motion to adjourn 
tion upon ordering tellers. is in order. . 

Upon ordering tellers there were 25 in the affirmative. Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry; has the order 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of a quorum) tellers were | for the arrest of absent members been issued ? 
not ordered. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon ordering Mr. SPRINGER. Then we can vote down the motion to adjourn. 
tellers upon the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. Mr. CAULFIELD. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. After the 
Mr. RICE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. warrant to bring in absentees has been issued, is any motion what 

Mr. PAGE and others renewed the call for the yeas and nays. ever in order? 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; there being 36 in the affirmative, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably a motion to adjourn 
(more than one-fifth of the last vote.) is in order; and another motion, that all further proceedings under 

Mr. HOAR. LI rise to a question of order. the call be dispensed with, isin order. These motions may be alter 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered, | nated indefinitely. The question now before the House is upon the 
and the Chair will entertain no question of order at this time. motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. THORNBURGH] that 

Mr. HOAR. Irose to move an amendment to the motion of the | the House adjourn. 
gentleman from Illinois. The question being put, the Speaker declared that the “noes” ap- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll on the | peared to prevail. 
question of agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. THORNBURGH called for the yeas and nays. 
that the Speaker pro tempore be directed to issue his warrant to the On ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 16, noes not 
Sergeant-at-Arms to bring the absentees into the House. counted. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, nays 32, not Mr. PIERCE. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 
voting 176; as follows: , ; Tellers were not ordered. 

YEAS—Messrs. Ainsworth, Atkins, Bagby, Banning, Bradford, Bright, Caul-| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
field, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Coch- So the motion was not agreed to. 
rane, Cook, Cowan, Cox, Cutler, Denison, Douglas, Durand, Durham, Eden, Eg- Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to make 


bert, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Gause, Goode, Andrew H. Hamilton, Harden- | , . eli las : 1] iva ronble ‘rie “Reo 
bergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hereford, Abram &. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, | * S°ggestion which I trast will solve this trouble. [Cries of “ Regu 
Holman, House, Hunton, ‘Thomas L. Jones, Kehr, Franklin Landers, Lane, Levy, | !at order.”} I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make a suggestion for the pur 
Lat, Lotteat, Mackey, Maish, Meade, Motcalfe, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Mutch- | pose of bringing this session to a more agreeable close than has been 
er, Payne, Poppleton, Potter, Powell, Randall, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, romise ‘rie fF “Regular order.” f ge >me 1 hes 
Riddle, William M. Robbins, Miles Ross, Schleicher, Sheakley, Singleton, Springer. apes .: a “the - io ae tl bn io = - y a die = - “ 
Stenger, Stevenson, Teese, Terry, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, John L. Vance, | MY Suse stion they will find that lam not going to say anything 
Wigginton, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, and Yeates—78. that will trouble them. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order.” ] 
_NAYS—Messrs. John H. Baker, Bradley, Cannon, Conger, Crapo, Crounse, Davy, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know any regular 
Eames, Fort, Foster, Goodin, Haymond, Henderson, Hoar, Joyce, Lapham, Law- | order except the arrest of absentees and bringing them before the 
oe Magoon, ante O'Neill, te Pierce, Sampson, Sinnickson, A. [err House 

Smith, Strait, Stowell, Thompson, Tufts, Van Vorhes, White, and William B. Will- a : ; . : . 
iams—32. ; Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My suggestion is that by unanimous 
: ey do og gg Abpea, Adee, Anderson, Ashe, George A. Bagley, consent the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] wh6 made 
John H. Bagley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Black- | 1 ; ‘ r¢ Lone - Cc 5s nermitte ‘Lee 
burn, Blair, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone, John Young Brown, William R. Rrown, et moen Saat my coll ope CAS. Ces} Be = = = SS pen ~s om 
Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Burleigh, Cabell, John H. order, withdraw that motion, and that then my colleague be allowed 
Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, | to speak to the point of order, and, if afterso speaking the House 








Chittenden, Collins, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Dibrell, Dobbins, | shall be willing to hear hig further, that then he be allowed to proceed. 
Dunnell, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Felton, Freeman, Frye, Faller, Garfield, Mr. FOSTER. That is fair. 

Gibson, Glover, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. M z HEWITT f No > Werk. %tn.thet wae lt think i 
Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn. Hays, Hen- | _ T- , , OL NOw LOTK. n that way 1 think we may possi 


dee, Henkle, Hill, Hoge, Hooker, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurl. | bly arrive at a solution of this trouble; at least by trying it no harn 
bat, tyne, dense, ipsa Jones eo Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, | can be done. 

scorge M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall,| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The g a : eer 

Met rary, McDill, McFarland, McMahon’ Miller. Milliken. Aswad Nash. Neal’ a he SE EAKER pre tempore. The ge ntl men from New Y TK | Mr. 
New. Norton, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Packer, Pheips, John F. Philips, William A. | HEwitT] asks unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. Cox] may 
Phillips, Piper, Plaisted, Platt, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Rea, Reagan, John Rob- | now be allowed to proceed with his remarks. 
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Mr. COX. Iam very much obliged to gentlemen—— 

Several MEMBERS. Vait. Let us understand the question. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] is withdrawn, I for one shall ob- 
ject to any arrangement till a quoram be present. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am willing and have always been 
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willing todo anything to restore harmony and good feeling. I with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 
pending a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that this pro- 
ceeding is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. granted would it not be 
proper to withdraw the demand for a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably that can be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. The suggestion made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr Hewitt] is one which has been made two or three times 
on the democratic side of the House; and it seems to be a fair one. 
I do not think there will be any objection on this side. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is the port I proposed to reach four 
hours ago. I hope the suggestion will be adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. LI object to any proceedings of that kind with closed 
doors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the request to 
be that by unanimous consent all proceedings under the call of the 
House be dispensed with, and the gentleman from New York be per- 
mitted to proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CONGER. I object 

Mr. RANDALL. I snggest that the objection comes too late. 
of the unanimous agreement has been executed. 

Mr. CONGER. Not at all too late. I did not hear the gentleman 
withdraw it. I did not suppose he would withdraw the motion he 
has persisted in for hours. 

Several Members. O! 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is evidently weakening. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is bad-tempered while I am guod- 
tempered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
opened, 

Mr. CAULFIELD. 0, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will renew my 
satisfied with the withdrawal of it. 
withdraw it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to understand how this thing is 
done. I want to know if the gentleman has power to withdraw the 
motion or whether the House not having a quorum has power to 
give consent to its withdrawal in a parliamentary sense. I under- 
stand in fact he has not any such power. I wish more light on that 
matter. Can anything be done of a parliamentary nature ? 

Mr. RANDALL. You can sit down by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly; and you can rise by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. CAULFIELD. 

Mr. CANNON, of 
member here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the gentleman 
can object to anything out of order. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to understand the gentleman’s 
rights. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
man. 

Mr. CANNON, of 
man. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to say to the gen- 
tleman he will not withdraw any of his rights. 

Mr. JOHN REILLY. Can the House allow this by unanimous con- 
sent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. At this time, without a quorum, pend- 
ing a call of the Honse, with the absentees sent for? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can suspend all these pro- 
ceedings by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVY. I think the proposition made by my colleague [Mr. 
Hewitt] is a fair and honorable one, and I think this side of the 
House ought to accept it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this Monday or Tuesday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is Monday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then a motion to suspend the rules is in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to suspend the rules is in 
order, this being Monday. The Chair hears no objection, and the gen- 
tleman from New York will proceed. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I was interrupted while speaking last 
evening, as the House is aware, by a point of order, which perhaps was 
well taken, owing to the use of language which is not regarded as 
parliamentary. It was used under peculiar provocation, as the House 
saw, and for its use I have to make an apology to the House, and to 
recall the language as unparliamentary. 

My uvparliamentary language had reference to statements which 


Is it in order to withdraw the motion 


Before unanimous consent is 


Part 


The Chair will order the doors to be 


motion if gentlemen are not 
There being no objection I will 


[ Laughter. ] 
I wish to understand my rights as a 


Keep your hands down. 
Illime is, 


The Chair does not hear the gentle- 


Illinois. Nor does the Chair hear the gentle- 


Unless the motion of the gentleman | 
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were denied in the card which I hold in my hand from Governor 
Tilden, dated New York, November 4, 1868. I carried that card jy 
my hand to the other side of the House with perhaps too much bel- 
ligerent demonstration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. It was the only weapon yon had. { Laughter. } 

Mr. COX. Yes; it was the only weapon I had or needed. I ask to 
have that card of Governor Tilden read. It is a justification of my 
statement. I ask to have it read, to go into the REcorD, to make ny 
remarks complete. ? 

A MeMBER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to object. 

Mr. COX. I ask that the card be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CARD FROM MR. 


To the editor Vf the Evening Post 
Sin: My attention has been called to an article in your journal of last evening 
ng a circular to which my name is appended. I hasten to assure you that 
you will not lose your reputation as criti 


TILDEN. 


contain t 
by assuming, on internal evidence. as 
you have correctly done, that no such paper was ever written, signed, issned. oy 
authorized by me, or with any participation or knowledge on my part. I have read 
it for the first time in your columns; but I have no reason to believe that it had an 
such evil purpose as you suspect. For myself, I refused in 1844 to sign the famous 
“ secret circular” relating to Texas, which is celebrated in the history of the Ever 
ing Post, though I might have been tempted by the illustrious association in which 
I should have found myself. Neither before that nor since have I ever been « 
cerned in any circular marked confidential,” or “ private; nor shall | 
be, unless I should adopt that device for the purpose of getting some valuable 
truth, disguised in such a form, secured a wide publicity in the Evening Post and 
all the republican newspapers. 

Very truly, yours, 


secret, * 


S. J. TILDEN. 
NE York, November 4 
Mr. COX. I would not have been so persistent in bringing that 

denial to the attention of the House but for the fact that I had seen 

in speeches here and in journals all over this country this libelous 
injury done to Governor Tilden. And as one of the Representatives 
of the State of New York, and familiar with all this business at that 
time, it seemed to be a duty on my part to place the seal of condem- 
nation and denial on any statement in contradiction of that card. | 
now yield to my friend from New York [Mr. Hewitt] for a short 
time. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
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CONGER. Where is that taken from ? 
COX. This paper is copied from the New York Tribune. 

Mr. CONGER. Of what date? 

Mr. COX. Of the other day; but it wasin the Evening Post of 
November 4, 1868, where I saw it originally. It was recently recop- 
ied in the Tribune. There is no doubt about the truth of the state- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. 
lication. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The date is November 4, 1868. 
it myself at that date in the Evening Post. 

Mr.COX. Isawitalso. There can be no doubt of it. 
you the files to-morrow, if it be not to-morrow already. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
having made an explanation, 1 think it right that the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. Kasson] should now have an opportunity of saying 
a word if he so desires. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Iowa has had an hour already. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Hewitt. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I understand the gentleman from 
Iowa desires to speak to the point of orderonly. If so, I shall be glad 
to hear him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
point of order before the House. 

Mr. HOAR. That is entirely contrary to the understanding which 
was come to. 

Mr. COX. 
heard. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill remind the Chair that I made a point of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] then made a cer- 
tain motion, which has been withdrawn. I propose at the proper 
time to withdraw the point of order. But it is still pending, and it 
was.to that the gentleman from New York spoke. That was the un- 
derstanding we all had of it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I suppose I have the floor. 

Many MEMBERS. No, no; not at all. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa, 
[ Mr. Kasson. ] 

Mr. KASSON. Mr.Speaker, I have but a single word to say. The 
article which has just been read I have now seen or heard read for 
the first time in mylife. And if the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
Cox,] in pursuance of that understanding of the most agreeable na- 
ture which has always existed between us, had advised me in such a 
way that I could learn what it was, and I had known the contents of 
that paper, I should have spoken of it as I did of the denial subse- 
quently made, which I supposed was the only one made by Mr. Til- 
den. That was in his pamphlet published in 1873. My desire was to 
state the facts with perfect fairness. I had relied upon the state- 
ments of one of the most conscientious public writers of the country, 


I ask the gentleman to fix the date of the first pub- 
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I can give 


As the Chair understands there is no 


I yield to the gentleman from Iowa, if he desires to be 
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the principal editor of Harper's Weekly, in an article in which he 
gave the denial as having been made in 1873. I knew of no other 
denial made by Governor Tilden until to-night. 

The House will judge of my surprise when without any explana- 
tion addressed by the gentleman from New York to myself, and with- 
out there being anything in our personal relations to lead me to ex- 
pect it, he made allegations touching myself which I knew to be un- 
justifiable, and which I think any gentleman on the floor knowing to 
‘be unjustifiable would have felt himself bound to declare in emphatic 
parliamentary language to be in incorrect. I have never in my life 
been called to order for unparliamentary speech. I have not yet 
been, and I am not yet aware that my language was unparliament- 
ary. But I will say frankly, that while still affirming the fact al- 
leged to be incorrect, as uttered by the gentlemen from New York, 
the relations between us were of such a nature as should have satis- 
fied him that I had no intention to attribute to him a misstatement 
in the offensive personal sense which he appeared to attribute to 
me. 

Mr. COX. If my friend from Iowa—for I shall now call him my 
friend—had used the word “ incorrect,” there would have been no 
provocation and no remark that looked like retaliation. He used 
the word “untruth,” which has almost the same signification as 
the word which I unhappily used. I have recalled my language, 
and the gentleman from lowa, very properly as I think, has recalled 
his. 

I now yield to my colleague from New York, [Mr. Hewirr,] who 
wishes to address himself one moment to another part of the genitlp- 
man’s speech. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, to me the speech which 
the gentleman from Iowa delivered this evening was a painful sur- 
prise and a melancholy experience. If Thad not heard it, I could 
not have believed that a gentleman of his intellectual endowments 
could so far abdicate his own self-respect and forfeit the good opinion 
of his fellow-members in this House as to have indulged in the par- 
tisan and, I am sorry to add, the malicious statements which he has 
made in regard to Governor Tilden. I confess that I do not intend 
to make any elaborate reply to what he has said in this House. 1 
approach the subject as I would take hold of aslimy snake, with a de- 
sire to get rid of it at the earliest possible moment. But charges were 
made against one whom I have known for so many years and with such 
intimacy that it seems to me I have no other course to take than to 
brand the charges as utterly false before this House and before the 
country. 

Mr. PAGE. Which charges does the gentleman from New York 
mean? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will state the charges; I was go- 
ing to state them. The first charge was that Governor Tilden had 
been a secessionist, and there were quoted as authority for that asser- 


-tion statements and passages from an open letter to the late Judge 


Kent, dated in 1860. The gentleman from Iowa possesses only extracts 
from that letter. He was good enough to allow me to look at those 
extracts. 

Mr. EAMES. [rise to a point of order. If there is anything prop- 
erly before the House at this time, we ought not as Representatives 
of the American people to consider it with closed doors. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors have been ordered to be 
opened, 

Mr. CLYMER. And everybody is asleep and nobody wants to come 
in here. 

Mr. EAMES. Some of us want to go out. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, I have only to say in regard to 
that letter that neither the gentleman from Iowa nor any other per- 
son can understand the true purport and bearing of it without having 
the entire letter before him and without having some reference to 
the circumstances under which it was written. It is not saying much 
that since 1860 a great many people in this country have had their 
theories of government changed and their ideas of political duties en- 
larged. It is possible that tin 1860, before the late strife, Governor 
Tilden may have entertained views in common with Jefferson, Madi- 
son, and Jackson, and other great men who have given construction 
to the Constitution and Government of this country, which now would 
be modified. But all that I can see in the extract which he read re- 
lates rather to that era of the Government when the States were 
bound together, not by the Constitution, but by the Articles of Con- 
federation. 

The next charge that the gentleman made against Governor Tilden 
was in exactly these words: ‘That he was adisunionist.” When the 
question was pressed home to him he traveled around the point a lit- 
tle, but still the charge remained that he was a disunionist. Ido not 
know upon what he based that charge. I can only say that at the 
outbreak of the rebellion L was in daily and almost in hourly com- 
munion with him, and I know that no more loyal or patriotic heart 
beat in the United States at that date; and when the gentleman 
from Iowa challenges his friends to say when and where he ever 
made any contribution to the Union cause or ever assisted a soldier 
to the war, I answer him by saying that when the first call for troops 
came, Tammany Hall, which had not then fallen into the hands of 
the ring, raised a regiment, and the grand sachem of Tammany Hall, 
William D. Kennedy, was colonel of the regiment. It was oilicered 
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mostly by members of the Tammany Society, and being myself a 
member and from the state of my health unable to go to the war, 
although I rendered other services, I sent my nephew as one of the 
officers of that regiment. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HEWITT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Does not the gentleman know that the call for the 
meeting at Cooper Institute immediately after the fall of Fort Sum- 
ter was presented to Mr. Tilden for him to sign and he refused to 


sign it and refused to attend the mecting? 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer that question that it is 
not true that he refused to sign the call, and that it is true that he 
did attend the meeting, Lapplause, ] and I defy that gentleman to 
bring any authority for the charge he has insinuated 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is a fact as well known in the State of New 
York as any other facts in its history. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Itis not so. Mr. Samuel Sloan, the 
present president of the Delaware and Lackawanna Railroad Com- 
pany, then a member of the Union safety committee of New York, 
applied to Mr. Tilden at a time when he was engaged in the trial of 
a case before a referee to affix his name to the call, and he said, “I 
am very busy just now; send me the resolutions after I am out of this 
case, and if they are entirely proper I will sign the call.” When the 
meeting took place he attended it. The call was never sent to him 
and he never refused to sign it, but like the prudent and sagacious 
man which he is, he desired to know the nature of the resolutions. 
They did receive his absolute and unqualified approval. 

Now I say that Tammany Hall raised a regiment, and that Gov- 
ernor Tilden was a contributor, and a large contributor, to the fund 
required to fit out the regiment. 

Mr. CONGER. How much? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am not going to quote dollars and 
cents. Patriotism is above dollars and cents in some quarters, but 
enough was raised by the democrats of the city to fit out a regiment 
without asking assistance from the Government of the United States 
or from the city of New York. [Applause.] Now so much for the 
charge of his being a disunionist. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. I am here to answer 
questions. 

Mr. CONGER. It is denied in the public press that Mr. Tilden 
ever contributed one cent for any such purpose. [Laughter on the 
democratic side of the House, and a voice “ In the National Republi- 
can ?” 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now what is the question ? 

Mr. CONGER. If the amiable gentleman opposite will permit me 
I will ask it. I say it is denied in the public press that Governor 
Tilden ever contributed any money whatever to the raising of any 
regiment or corps of the Army. Will the gentleman state to the 
House when and where and what amount he ever did contribute ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I state when, when I say the Tam- 
many regiment was raised; and I state where, in the city of Neav 
York; and I state how much, for Ido not know the exact amount, 
but it was all he was asked to give, and the democrats did not go 
begging, carrying the hat around among the republicans, [ laughter, } 
and certainly we did not get any help from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, I have answered that question 
and I decline to have any further controversy with him. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I cannot ask any further questions 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Iwill answer no more questions 
from you, because you do not ask them in a fair spirit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York must 
address the Chair, and not the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg pardon of the Chair and of the 
House. 

Mr. DAVY. I supposed we had settled all cur difficulties and that 
this was a sort of a love-feast 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The love-feast is to be on the 4th of March next. 

Mr. DAVY. We must not get up our mad again. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Subsequently to this period, [ know 
of no man in New York who was more frequently called into counsel 
there and in Washi 





ston during the troublous times of the war, and 
when there was delay in raising the men required to reeruit the armies 
of the United States I know that twice he was called for by Presi 
dent Lincoln and came to Washington and held careful consultation 
with him, resulting in the early and rapid filling of the quota from 
the State of New York. And I know that during no period of the 
whole of that trying time was there ever a doubt expressed in the 
city of New York in any quarter as to the loyalty and patriotism of 
Samuei J. Tilden. 

The gentleman from Iowa says that when Mr. Tilden went to the 
Chicago convention he was in favor of a resolution practically de- 
claring that the war was a failure and ought to be bronght to an 
end. That gentleman must have known, if he reads the newspapers, 
that within a very recent period, certainly within a month, there has 
been made public a positive statement from Mr. Manton Marble, who 
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was the secretary of the committee on resolutions, that Governor Til- 
den opposed the resolution of which the gentleman from Iowa speaks; 
that he epposed it publicly and in private. It is within my own 
knowledge that after the nomination was tendered to General Mc- 
Clellan, Governor Tilden urged him to make such a declaration in his 
letter of acceptance as would nullify that portion of the Chicago 
platform. 

Mr. RANDALL. Which was, “the Union at all hazards.” Those 
were the words. E 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Those were tlre words inserted in 
McClellan’s letter. Now the gentleman from Iowa says that there 
never was any occasion in which Governor Tilden made a declaration 
in favor of the Union or the prosecution of the war for its preserva- 
tion. If that gentleman would study the records of the Chicago con- 
vention for the sake of doing justice, as he has evidently studied them 
for the sake of doing injustice, to Governor Tilden, he would find that 
in that convention, and before the New York delegation, in an open 
meeting, Governor Tilden said that the adjustment of the controversy 
between the North and the South on any other basis than the restora- 
tion of the Union was impossible; that the moment any party went 
out of the Union the questions must be settled by war, and the war 
must be prosecuted until the questions were settled. 

These were his declarations, published in the Chicago and New 
York papers at the very date of the Chicago convention, and fortu- 
nately forthe gentleman, who likes very recent and modern literature, 
he can find those declarations repeated in a sketch published in the 
Louisville Courier-Journal on the 25th of April last. That is my 
answer to the statement of the gentleman from Iowa that Governor 
Tilden never made any declaration in favor of the prosecution of the 
war, and that he was a disunionist. 

We now come down to the next charge, that Governor Tilden was 
the associate of William M. Tweed on a demooratic committee, that 
he levied a contribution on William M. Tweed of $5,000, and that he 
issued a circular in combination with William M. Tweed intended to 
promote the fraudulent election of a governor of the State of New 
York. 

It is true that Goverror Tilden was chairman of the democratic 
committee of the State of New York; and it is also true that William 
M. Tweed was a member of that committee. And if the gentleman 
knows anything about the organization of such committees in the 
State of New York, he knows that cach district nominates and sends 
its own member; that Governor Tilden had no more to do with the 
appointment of William M. Tweed as a member of that committee 
than he has to do with the man who is supposed to regulate the moon. 
He was there rightfully a member of the committee, and at the time 
he was so acting he had not achieved the bad eminence which he sub- 
sequently attained and which he now occupies. 

No contribution was ever levied upon Mr. Tweed. Mr. Tweed did 
as other people have done, as I myself have done, and as I have no 
doubt the gentleman from Iowa has done, sent a contribution to the 
fund required by the committee to carry on the State election. That 
was levying no contribution. 

Then as to the issue of that circular, the lie has been nailed hepe 
by my colleague, [Mr.Cox.] If any man doubts whether that decla- 
ration of Governor Tilden, which has been read, was published in the 
Evening Post of the 4th of November, 1368, the files are accessible to 
them. I saw it with my own eyes; I know it was then published. I 
know that not more than twenty-four hours elapsed from the time the 
charge was made in the Evening Post, and it was first made in that 
paper, until the denial was made in the same paper. That denial I 
here insert: 
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CARD FROM MR. TILDEN. 
To the editor of the Evening Post: 

Sim: My attention has been called to an article in your journal of last evening 
containing a circular to which my name is appended. I hasten to assure you that 
you will not lose your reputation as critics by assuming, on internal evidence, as 
you have correctly done, that no such paper was ever written, signed, issued, or 
wthorized by me or with any ee or knowledge on my part. I have read 
it for the first time in your columns; but I have no reason to believe that it had any 
such evil purpose as you suspect. For myself, I refused in 1844 to sign the famous 
secret cireular relating to Texas, which is celebrated in the history of the Even- 
ing Post, though I might have been tempted by the illustrious association in which 
I shonld have found myself. Neither before that nor since have I ever been con- 
cerned in any cireular marked “ secret,” “confidential,” or “ private ;" nor shall I 
be, unless L should adopt that device for the ——- of getting some valuable 
truth, disguised in such a form, seoured a wide publicity in the Evening Post and 
all the republican newspapers. 

Very truly yours, 
8. J. TILDEN. 

New York, November 4, 1868. 

Mr. FOSTER. Was it ever known who perpetrated that forgery 
on Governor Tilden ? : 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Nothing was éver known positively 
about it except that Mr. Tweed was probably the person who sent 
out that circular, I have never heard that there is any positive evi- 
dence to that effect. Bad as he is, unhappy as he is to-day for his 
crimes, I hesitate to charge him with a new crime without evidence. 
In that respect I hope the gentleman from Iowa will follow my ex- 
ample. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Does the gentleman claim that the cir- 
enlar was issued for an improper purpose ? 

Mr. ILEWITT, of New York. I-do not know whether it was proper 
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or improper; but I say it was charged to be improper by the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I believe Mr. Tilden claims in his letter 
that it was not improper. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This was in 1868. Subsequently the 
ring, perhaps beginning their corrupt practices at that time for aught 
I know to the contrary, became so powerful in New York that they 
threatened to drive out and succeeded in driving out almost every 
decent man from the democratic party of that city. , 

Governor Tilden for more than three ‘years, like a sleuth-hound 
upon the scent, followed these people patiently, secretly, diligently, 
spending that money of which the gentleman from Iowa thinks he is 
so parsimonious with a most liberal hand; yes, with a magnificence 
of liberality that no private citizen has ever exhibited in this coun- 
try in the performance of a public duty not imposed by any obliga 
tion of law. I was with him in those transactions; I know what he 
did; I know his untiring efforts day and night; I know what an 
army of clerks he kept busy; I know how he tracked these people to 
their dens of iniquity and finally dragged them forth to public exe- 
cration; and not stopping there, he has pursued them until they are 
either in prison or in exile, and judgments amounting to millions of 
dollars have been taken against them, ahd over $600,000 in one case 
has been restored to the treasury of the city of New York. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. That conduct of Governor Tilden is a warning 
to all such people, and accounts for much of the opposition to his 
election. 

Mr. DAVY. Will my colleague [Mr. Hewitt] allow me just one 
question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVY. Did not Mr. Tilden meet with Mr. Tweed as delegate 
in the State convention which convened at Rochester a long time 
after these occurrences, and after the frauds of Mr. Tweed had been 
exposed, and did Mr. Tilden raise his voice against Mr. Tweed taking 
a seat in that convention? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My colleague [Mr. Cox] was a dele- 
gate to that convention and can answer better than I can. 

Mr. DAVY. Iasked the gentleman who is addressing the House, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly; but I yield to my col- 
league for an answer to that question because he was an eye-witness, 
and an eye-witness is better than any second-hand testimony. 

Mr. COX. I wasa delegate to thatconvention along with Governor 
Tilden and the other delegates named from the different districts. 

A MemMBer. To which convention? 

Mr. COX. To the Rochester Convention, to which my colleague 
(Mr. Davy] has referred. 

A MemBeEr. In what year? 

Mr. COX. I think in 1571. 

Mr. DAVY. Does my colleague refer to the judicial convention or 
the State convention? 

Mr. COX. I refer to the only time a convention ever met there. 

Mr. DAVY. O, no; conventions met there several times. The 
judicial convention met there. 

Mr. COX. Not in recent years. Let me answer the gentleman's 
question. I know that Mr. Tilden’s efforts drove William M. Tweed 
out of that convention. 

Mr. DAVY. I asked the gentleman whether Mr. Tilden raised his 
voiee in that convention against Mr. Tweed taking a seat. 

Mr. COX. There was no necessity for his doing so, because Mr. 
Tweed was not in the convention. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Tweed had no seat in that con- 
vention. 

Mr. DAVY. Was any resolution passed in that convention against 
the Tweed delegation taking seats ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The question which the gentleman 
asked me was whether Mr. Tilden protested against Mr. Tweed tak- 
ing aseat. Mr. Tweed took no seat in that convention. 

Mr. DAVY. That is not the questidn I put to the gentleman. I 
asked him whether Mr. Tilden ever raised his voice in that conven- 
tion against Mr. Tweed taking a seat. 

Mr. RANDALL. He did not have a seat there. 

Mr. DAVY. He did have a seat in that convention. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I can give a satisfactory answer to 
the gentleman’s question. I can say to him that Mr. Tweed at that 
time knew that Governor Tilden was his bitter enemy, and Governor 
Tilden knew that Mr. Tweed was trying to crush him; and, as the 
gentleman knows perfectly well, if it had not been for the stanch 
support and absolute confidence which the rural democracy of the 
State of New York extended to Governor Tilden he would have been 
driven from the chairmanship of the State committee, as Mr. Tweed 
threatened he should be. But he was kept there by the honest demo- 
crats of the State of New York until he had pulled down and de- 
stroyed this temple of iniquity and driven these scoundrels out of 
the places they disgraced. 

Mr. DAVY rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now I am not going to be inter- 
rupted and cross-questioned. 

Mr. DAVY. I have one more question I would like my colleague 
to answer. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer; but I want to say 


that I am an utterly unpracticed speaker. I have never before ad- 
dressed a body like this without notes for anything like this length 


of time. If gentlemen are putting these questions with the purpose | 


of disconcerting me, they ought to have more respect for themselves. | 

Mr. DAVY. I hope my colleague does not attribute any such mo- 
tive to me. 

A MemBer,(to Mr. Hewitt.) You can hold your own very well. 

Mr. DAVY. I want the naked facts of this case. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The bare, naked fact is this: There | 
was war, “war to the knife,” between Goyernor Tilden and Mr. 
Tweed; and it ended in the defeat and exile of Mr. Tweed. [Loud 
applause.] That is all there is abont it. 

Mr. DAVY. Now will my colleague permit me to ask him—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will not be catechised. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Davy] take his seat. His colleague [Mr. Hewitt] declines to be 
interrupted further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that the gen- 
tleman from New York shall take his seat. 

Mr. RANDALL, (to Mr. Davy.) Take your seat; gou are out of 
order. 

Mr. DAVY. Now I ask my colleague—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must insist that the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Davy, shall take his seat. 

Mr. DAVY. Certainly. I bow to the decision of the Chair; but I 
did not propose to yield to the decision of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I call this House to witness that I 
have answered and am willing to answer every question of a substan- 
tive character bearing upon the merits of this case which any man 
can ask me. But when gentlemen undertake to catechise me about 
petty matters of details I must decline to answer. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact is perfectly notorious, and certainly no man 
in his senses, no fair and just man will ever for a moment intimate 
that there was the slightest intimacy, personal or political, at any 
time between Samuel J. Tilden and William M.Tweed. There never 
was, sir. There was that association which comes from the enforced 
appointment of men on committees and of their living in the same 
community and belonging to the same party; but the one man stood 
in the community above and beyond reproach, and the other was 
always an object of suspicion and finally of detestation. 

Mr. DAVY rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, 01 New York. I will not be interrupted more. 1 
have shown a disposition to answer all reasonable questions, and I 
decline to be interrupted any more. Now the gentleman from 
Iowa 

Mr. LAPHAM. The gentleman is speaking by the grace of this 
side of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am not speaking by the grace of 
anybody but of my own colleague and my constituents. Now, the 
gentleman from Iowa indulged in one insinuation of so mean and 
despicable a character that I almost hesitate to refer toit. If he could 
have blushed—and I looked into his face as I sat near him on purpose— 
if he were capable of blushing he would have blushed then, but he 
did not. He insinuated that the private fortune of Governor Tilden 
had been acquired by some dishonorable, and he did not dare to say 
dishonest, but he implied it, dishonest practices in connection with 
railways and corporatéons. Now, when a man makes an insinuation 
of that sort he should be prepared with the proof. It is a mean, un- 
manly, dishonorable charge ioe any man to make behind the back of 
another man who is not here to answer. But I can tell that gentle- 
man, and I hope his own record is as clear and as good, that Governor 
Tilden was called from 1857 to 1860 into almost every broken-down 
railway corporation in the West; that while he found them unable 
to pay even running expenses, he took them in hand and so adminis- 
tered them that in every case the bonds, whether first, second, or 
third mortgage, and the stock, preferred and common, all ultimately 
went above par; and he enriched the peopic that were wise cnough 
und fortunate enough to have secured his services. Iam personally 
among the numbers of those who were benefited by his wise and saga- 
cious management; and I say, so far from having been overpaid in any 
of these transactions, that his legal fees and his personal services were 
the cheapest and most poorly rewarded I have ever known in a long 
business career, dealing in large transactions in all parts of this coun- 
try and in Europe. 

_ I defy these gentlemen to lay their hands upon a dishonest dollar 
in the possession of Samuel J. ‘Tilden. I say that the people whom he | 
served are his friends to-day, and his best friends. And it is the serv- | 





| not strike down its arm as long as yours is lifted against it 





ice there which he rendered to the West, notwithstanding the insin- 
uations of the gentleman from Iowa that will give him the vote of 
those great western States within whose borders he reconstructed | 
highways which are to them to-day the arteries of commerce and | 
public blessings, the value of which cannot be properly estimated. 
And as through the whole of his remarkable career he has been the 
wisest of men, he has been the truest of friends, he has been the most 
zealous and earnest of patriots, so to-day he is the wisest, the most ac- 
complished statesman in the land, and he will by the blessing of God be 
one of the greatest, perhaps the greatest of the Presidents of the United 
States, because he will have the opportunity to resene this Govern- | 
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ment from the hands of the incompetent and dishonest men who have 
controlled it so long and made it a reproach in the eyes of the civil- 
ized globe.* [Great applause. ] ; 7 
Mr. MORRISON. I move the House adjourn. 
Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. The gentleman agreed to answer a 
question. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York has 


| left the floor, and the Chair does not see how the gentleman from 


Mississippi can be recognized pending the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman from New York stated that he would answer a ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I think that itis due to the occasion I should have 
an opportunity to say a word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DAVY. I think that after the speech of the gentleman from 
New York on the other side of the House some opportunity of reply 
should be allowed to gentlemen on this side. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Lariam] be allowed to address the Chair. 

Mr. MORRISON. [I insist on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for, which 
is the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the House do now 
adjourn.” 

Mr. PAGE. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. But 
I will first ask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his motion, 
so as to allow the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lapiam] five 
minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not for a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to ad- 
journ, on which the yeas and nays have been called for. 

Mr. DAVY, Mr. LAPHAM, Mr. WELLS of Mississippi, and Mr. 
SPRINGER made remarks which were inaudible while the Speaker 
was rapping to order with his gavel. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the yeas 
and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 11; 
not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion to adjourn 
was agreed to; and accordingly (at six o’clock a. m. Tuesday, August 
15, 1876) the House adjourned. 


*In confirmation of his statements Mr. Hewitt inserts the following telegram 
received from Mr. Manton Marble too late to be inserted in the text 


NEW LEBANON, N 


Hon. A. S. Hewrrt 


Hiouse of Representatives, Washington D. 0 


Your telegram received and sho me Although Mr. Tilden was for the ten 
years previous to the war and d 16 warin private life, his position in respect 
to the war was never open to the ghtest doubt. He had been carly educated to 
condemn the doctrines of nullification and secession. He had foreseen the danger 
of civil war when many derided it, and did all he could to aveid it; but when it 
rived he took an open and decided stand in support of the Government enfort 
ing its jurisdiction and averting a dismemberment of the country He attenred 
the meeting of the 20th of April, 1961, and again on the 22d of April the meeting of 
the members of the New Yerk bar He soon after addressed a regiment setting 
out for the front. He attended the presentation of colors to the Seventy-ninth 
Lighlanders, and afterward afforded that regiment special aid and service, to say 
nothing of frequent contributions of money clsewhere Ilis attitude thronghout 
the war was that of a man who, disapproving of the seatteration military manag: 
ment and the inflation financial policy adopted by the Administration because they 
tended to prolong the war and increase its sacrifices, nevertheless sustained the 
irm of the Government. Ev itterance of his during the whole war was ir 
cord with this position Every statement to the contrary about any single act or 
expression is totally false. Some of his speeches I heard myself, particularly a 
creat speec h which he made before tl New York delegation at the Chicago dem 
ocratic convention of 1364. I wasthe bearer of a message from him to General Me 
Clellan advising him to discard tho objectionable words in the platform, which 
were also discarded in t) ibsequent platform of the New York State democratic 
convention. I have possession of the original manuscript of a declaration which 
he prepared in October, 1862, to be used to detine the position of the Now York 
democracy, the position which he thought it ought to tal im which it did take 
I select this from among man ssions for its brevit It is follow And 
now if mv voice could reacl “« ithern people through the journals of our me 
tropohs, I would say to them that no event can the triumph of the conservati 
sentiment of New Yorkin the clection mean consent to disunion either now on 


hereafter. Its true import restoration North and South of that Constitution 


which had secured every right and under whose shelter all had been happy and 


prosperous until you madly fled from its,protection. It was your act which began 
this calamitous, evil war It was your act which disabled us, as we are now <disa 
bled, from Shaping the policy limiting the objects of that war. Loyally as we 
maintained your rights will We will 
That noblest and 
greatest work of our wise ancestors is not destined to perish. We intend to rear 
once more upon the old and firm foundations its shattered columns and to carry 
them higher toward the eternal skis If the old flag waves in the nerveless grasp 
of a frantic but feeble faction to whom you and not we abandoned it, we whose 
courage you have tried wher stoml nnmoved between fanaticism and folly from 
the North and South alike, will once more bear it onward and aloft, until it is again 
planted upon the towers of he Constitution, invincible by domestic as by forcign 
enemies. Within the I m wo will give you the Constitution you profess to ré 
vere, renewed with fresh guarantees of equal rights and equal safet We i 


maintain the rights of the Government 


give you everything that local self-government demands, everything that a c 


mon ancestry of glory, everything that national fraternity or Christian fellowsbip 
requires; but to dissolve the Federal bond between these States. to dismember our 
counts vyhoever clse consents will not: no. nev ' never! never! 


MANTON MARBLE, 
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IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 15, 1876. 


The Senate met at twelve o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D.D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DISCHARGED TREASURY EMPLOYES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
No. 4107) to provide for the payment of a full month’s wages to cer- 
tain of the employés recently permanently discharged from the 
service of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think there will be no objection to that being 
acted on now. It is very well understood by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. It amends the clause in the sundry 
civil appropriation act, approved July 31, 1876, appropriating $25,000 
“for the purpose of paying each of the employés recently furloughed 
and finally permanently discharged from service in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing one month’s pay,’ by making the sum 
$29,500 in lien of $25,000; the entire sum is to be paid out in accord- 
ance with the provisions of that clause, and to be distributed in pay- 
ment only to those employés whose wages did not exceed $3 per diem, 
whether by monthly or daily rate of payment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the ground of the distinction between 
the three-dollar persons and others ? 

Mr. SARGENT. The House would only appropriate $25,000 origi- 
nally. It was shown to them, I think to our satisfaction, that it was 
not sufficient, and they now have passed this amendment making the 
amount $29,500 as a partial relief to those who are poorest and seemed 
to withhold it from those who receive higher wages and were there- 
fore better able to lay something by. I suppose it is the best we can 
do, and we had better pass it. 

There being no objection, the bill was read three times, and passed. 


COMMITTEES DURING VACATION. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following order; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Ordered, That the Committee on Printing have leave to sit during the recess. 


Mr. MORRILL. It has been customary to grant permission to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to sit during the recess. 
There has been no greater necessity for it heretofore than there is this 
year. I therefore move that permission be given. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report on the bill (S. No. 769) to alter and appoint the times 
for holding the circuit court of the United States for the fourth judi- 
cial cireuit, and for other purposes, which was returned from the 
House of Representatives with an amendment. The amendment not 
only changed the times of holding the courts, but introduced one or 
two new courts in places Where, as we understand from gentlemen of 
the locality, they are not necessary. We have had no time to con- 
sider it fully, and ef course there is no time now to dispose of the 
subject. I report it back to be laid on the table, so that we can con- 
sider it at the next session. I move that the bill and amendment lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WADLEIGH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Louisa G. Chandler, widow of Charles G. 
Chandler, late lieutenant-colonel Tenth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers, praying to have the records of the court-martial dismissing her 
late husband from the United States service set aside and an honor- 
able discharge therefrom substituted therefor, asked to be discharged 
from its farther consideration; which was agreed to. : 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of Nancy J. Turk, of Knoxville, Tennessee, praying to be 
compensated for the value of buildings alleged to have been destroyed 
at Knoxville by order of General BuRNSIDE, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senate to allow me to present for consid- 
eration a few private pension bills, some of which have passed the 
House and are now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right; I hope it will be done. 

Mr. DAVIS. May we not go on with unobjected cases? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take the poor pensioners first. I trust the re- 
quest of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions will be granted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was going to ask the Senate to go through the Cal- 
endar of unobjected cases. I have no objection to taking up the pen- 
sion cases, however. 


Mr. INGALLS. These bills have mostly passed the House. The cases, | 


I can say to the Senate, have been very thoroughly sifted and examined 
by the Committee on Pensions, and none have been reported that in 
our opinion have not been exceedingly meritorious. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Nobody will object. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. SARGENT. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

PETER HARDER. 

Mr. INGALLS. The first case is Senate bill No. 792. 

The bill (S. No. 792) granting a pension to Peter Harder was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Peter Harder, late private Company 
I, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteers, on the pension-roll at the 
rate of $8 per month, to take effect from and after the es this act 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill with an amendment, 
to strike out the words “at the rate of $8 per month, to take effect 
from and after the passage of this act” and to insert “ subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


Is there objection ? 
How long will it take ? 
I can run through all of these bills in twenty 


AUSTIN R. MILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is Senate bill No. 210. 

The bill (S. No. 210) granting a pension to Austin R. Mills, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll the name of Austin 
R. Mills, late a member of the First Regiment of Kansas Infantry, 


| at the rate of $12 per month. No payment is to be made for any 


time for which payment may have already been made on his pension- 
certificate. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill with amendments; 
which were in line 7, after the words “ rate of,” to strike out the word 
“twelve ” and insert “eight,” and in line 8, after the word “ month,” 
to strike out the words “ the same to commence from the date of his 
discharge from the Army ; this act to be in lieu of his present pension- 
certificate.” ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. PARTILLO. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 1931. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1931) granting a pension to John J. Partillo, of 
Gratiot County, Michigan, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of John J. Partillo, late a private in Company 
H, Sixteenth Regiment of Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

T. B. MURDOCK. 

Mr. INGALLS. The next is Senate bill No. 750. 

The bill (S. No. 750) granting a pension to T. B. Murdock was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the pension rolls the name of T, B. Mur- 
dock, late a second lieutenant of Company F, Eighteenth United 
States Colored Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS GALLOWAY. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 3178. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3178) granting a pension to Thomas Galloway, 
late captain of Company C, First Maryland Cavalry Volunteers, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas 
Galloway, some time captain of Company C, First Maryland Cavalry 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


JEFFERSON BOWERS. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 1588. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1588) granting a pension to Jefferson Bowers, 
of Mason County, Illinois, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 
yension-roll, at an increased rate of pension, the name of Jefferson 

Jowers, of Mason County, Illinois. 

The bill was reported froin the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment of the committee was in line 4, after the word 
“pension-roll,” to strike out “at an increased rate of pension,” and 
in lieu thereof to insert “at the rate of $4 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in line 8, after the word 
“Tllinois,” to strike out “ according to his present disability,” and in 
| lieu thereof to insert “which shall be in lieu of the pension now 

received by him.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 





EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am aware that motion is not debatable; but I 
beg to say that I can conclude the business of the Committee on Pen- 
sions in fifteen minutes if I am allowed to go on. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ,It can be done afterward as wellasnow. I gave 
notice that I should make this motion. Twenty Senators have asked 
me to wait until their business is through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


EMILY E. WEISS. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next pension bill is House bill No. 2231. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2231) granting a pension to Emily E. Weiss was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension-rolls the name of Emily 
E. Weiss, widow of Charles N. Weiss, to be paid from the date of his 
death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


IRENA GARRETT. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is Senate bill No. 980. 

The bill (S. No. 980) granting a pension to Irena Garrett was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Irena Garrett, 
widow of William H. Garrett, late captain of Company K, One hun- 
dred and third Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





EDWARD F. EDDY. 

Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 2837. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2837) granting a pension to Edward F. Eddy 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Edward F. Eddy, who, at the time he was wounded, was second lieu- 
tenant Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, and 
who, when discharged, was lieutenant-colonel Twenty-Ninth Regi- 
ment Michigan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEVI D. HAYWARD. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No, 2844. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2844) granting a pension to Levi D. Hayward 
was considered as in Comthittee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-rcll the name of 
Levi D. Hayward, late a private in Company B, Thirty-first Regiment 
Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

F. M. BRUNER. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 2848. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2848) granting a pension to F. M. Bruner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of F. M. 
Bruner, late captain of Company A, Seventh Regiment United States 
Colored Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passd. 


HARRIS B. LOVELL. 


Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 1236. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1236) granting a pension to Harris B. Lovell, 
late a private in Company C, One Siateet and twenty-second Illi- 
nois Infantry Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Harris B. Lovell, late a private in Company 
C of the One hundred and twenty-second Regiment of Illinois In- 
fantry Volunteers in the late war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported te the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


LOVINA ADELINE BOWKER. 

Mr. INGALLS. The next is House bill No. 2846. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Pursuant to the notice which I gave yesterday, 
and for reasons which Senators, every one of them, understand, and 
because we are fast drifting out of a quorum, and because if we dg 
not transact the business that is necessary in executive session, I think 
a special session of the Senate will be inevitable, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. INGALLS. Allow me to pass this one bill and I will yield. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. 
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The bill (H. R. No. 2846) granting a pension to Lovina Adeline 
Bowker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lovina 
Adeline Bowker, step-mother of Wilbur F. Bowker, late a private in 
Company H, Eighth Regiment of Vermont Volunteers, and cause to 
be paid to her the same pension which she would be entitled to if 
Wilbur F. Bowker were born of her body. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are only two more of these bills on the 
Calendar. Let them be acted on. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have done my duty. I believe if we do not go 
into executive session we shall have to come back in special session 
of the Senate. The Senate can do as it pleases. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were re-opened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3962) to provide means to defray 
the expenses of the District of Columbia until December 1, 1876, the 
House having reconsidered the vote by which a conference was here- 
tofore ordered. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the 
President to accept the services of volunteers to aid in suppressing 
Indian hostilities. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (8. No. 788) for the relief of Robert N. Eddy; and 

A bill (S. No. 1014) regulating the disbursement of certain moneys 
therein named. 

SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amendment to the bill (H.R. 
No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the services of volun- 
teers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. 

On motion by Mr. LOGAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendment to the said bill disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, and ask a conference with the House on the dis 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conforees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Pree- 
ident pro tempore. P 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. LOGAN, Mr. Hircit- 
cock, and Mr. MAXrEy. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. 8. 
GRANT, jr., his Secretary, announced that the President lad yester- 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 846) to punish the counterfeiting of trade-mark 
goods and the sale or dealing in of counterfeit trade-mark goods; 
and 

An act (S. No. 944) for the relief of Gilderoy M. Hardy. 

The message also announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the act (S. No. 897) granfing a pension to Andrew 
Evarts. 

EXPENSES OF DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amendment to the bill (H. R. , 
No. 3962) to defray the expenses of the District of Columbia until 
December 1, 1876, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment to the bill; and on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
29, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wis- 
consin, Christiancy, Cockrell, Conkling, Cragin, Davis, Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghuy 
sen, Howe, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Kernan, McCreery, Maxey, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Norwood, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Spencer, and Win 
dom—29 

NAYS—Messrs. Booth, Clayton, Edmunds, Harvey, Hitchcock, Ingalls, Key, 
Logan, MeMillan, Oglesby, Paddock, and Sargent—12. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Conover, Cooper, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Hamlin, 
Johnston, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, Sherman, 
Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—30. 





So the motion was agreed to. 


LAND OFFICE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

On motion of Mr. OGLESBY, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 351) to 
create an additional land office at Colfax, Whitman County, Wash- 
ington’Territory. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF PAGES OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I report back from the Committee to 
Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate the resolu- 
tion authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms to retain in the employ of the 
Senate until the lst of September, 1876, all the pages now employed, 
and allowing them compensation until that date. There being no 
quorum of the committee to consider the resolution, I report it back 
without recommendation of the committee, and ask for its present 
consideration by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed to retain 
in the employ of the Senate until the Ist day of September, 1576, all pages now 


employed, and that the usual per diem compensation be paid to them until that | 


date 


Mr. DAVIS. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to 
the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know that I would object to the passage of 
this resolution, but the tendency and the influences are bad. It will 
be followed, I have no doubt, by similar resolutions and this will be a 
precedent. It will be quoted that we have done it in this instance, and 
others will ask for it. I want to comply fully with the law and I 
want to pay fatr and proper compensation, but this thing of making 
extra compensation and of passing resolutions at the heel of the ses- 
sion without proper consideration is wrong. I want to give notice 
now that I shall object to every case of the kind which does not come 
strictly within the rules. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to 
the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
de red, 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to inquire what employés are included in 
the resolution ? 

Mr. WEST. None but the little boys. I wish to say one word in 
reply to what the Senator from West Virginia says about this being 
a precedent. It is a practice that has been sanctioned by the usage 
of the Senate from time immemorial. We have within a few days 
passed a resolution giving pay to other discharged employés. It has 
no evil tendency that I can see whatever, and the principle has been 
universally followed for half a century at least. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 22, nays 
15; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Bruce, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cooper, 
Cragin, Eaton, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Hitchoock, Jones of Florida, Jones of Ne- 


vada, Mitchell, Morton, Norwood, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Spencer, 
Weat, and Windom—22 

NAYS—Messars. Anthony, Booth, Clayton, Cockrell, Conkling, Davis, Edmunds, 
Howe, Key, Logan, MeCreery, McMillan, Maxey, Morrill, and Oglesby—15. 

ABSEN'T—Messers. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Boutwell, Burnside, Cam- 
eron of Pennsylvania, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Gordon, Ham- 
ilton, Hamlin, Harvey, Ingalls, Johnston, Kelly, Kernan, McDonald, Merrimon, 
Robertson, Sargent, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, 
Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—34 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDNANCE STORES FOR KANSAS TERRITORY. 

Mr. HARVEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No, 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from 
charges on account of, ordnances stores furnished to Kansas Terri- 
tory. Lask the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, who reported the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot do that now. I hope the bill will 
not be taken up. 


Mr. HARVEY. The object of the bill is to release the State of | 


Kansas from charges which have been standing against her on ac- 
count of ordnance stores issued to the Territory during the time of 
the early troubles there, of which the State never really had posses- 
sion except of but a small proportion. The bill provides that upon 
the surrender to the Ordnance Department of all the arms that ever 
have passed into the possession of the State she shall be released 
from the charge that stands on the books against the State. I hope 
the Senator from Vermont will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be all correct. I have no doubt my 
friend thinks it is; but it is too late in the session. 

Mr. HARVEY. The bill was considered by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me to call 
up a resolution that will not oceupy three minutes, probably? 
Mr. HARVEY. Shall I lose the floor by so doing? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not if it is done by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. HARVEY. Very well. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution fixing the time of adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








AvuGustT 15, 


The Chief Clerk read the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives : 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to adjourn their 
respective Houses without day on Monday next, August 14, 1876, at 4 o'clock p. m. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move toamend by making the hour three o'clock 
to-day. There are reasons why it should not be fixed later. 

Mr. CONKLING. f should like to make an inquiry, and I suppose 
the Senator is prepared to answer me. I should like to know in re- 
gard to the one or two bills which I have in mind upon which there 
is a disagreement between the two Houses, for instance abont volun 
teers for the frontier, whether that is certains to be concluded by 
three o’clock. It is now ten minutes after two. That would lave 
fifty minutes, and I see Senators who have been appointed conferees 
upon that bill still sitting in the Senate. 

Then I should like to inquire again whether the Senator knows 
that the bills which have been passed will be signed by three o’clock ? 
Again, if lam not asking too many questions, I ask whether the 
Senator is prepared to say, we having received no notice from the 
House of any kind, that other bills to which I might refer and which 
are not concluded between the two Houses, will not fall if we fix 
three o’clock and the House concur in it? Iam very anxious, for one, 
to adjourn as soon as we can; but I think after staying here until 
the 15th of August we should not on the question of a fraction of a 
day fail to allow any bill to pass which has been deemed important 
enough to keep the Senate here until this hour, and important enough 
to keep the Senate here yesterday until the very late hour at which 
we adjourned. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am informed that the bills are all signed. 

Mr. CONKLING. What about the bill to employ forces against 
the Indians. Here within a few moments a conference committee 


| was appointed and the conferees have not left the Senate; and now 


the Senator proposes to fix a time when the hammer shall fall and 


| the session shall end. 


Mr. WINDOM. The fact is that the House has not granted a con- 
ference, and upon a private consultation with members of the House 
I am satisfied that it will not appoint a committeg. 

Mr. CONKLING. And you propose to go away and leave it? 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand the House will insist on the bill they 
have sent to us providing for volunteers, and it is the opinion of our 
comunittee that that bill should not pass. Therefore I see no proba- 
bility of the passage of a bill to meet that necessity. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, as I understand, we are*to accept this as 
a fact that within the next forty minutes we must allow the Indian 
outbreak so called to go without provision, or we must accept a 
measure from the House which many Senators, including those fa- 
miliar with military affairs, have denounced as not only unwise but 


| utterly impossible and futile. The chairman of the Committee on 
| Appropriations is the appropriate Senator, not I, to determine this 


question ; but I venture to make this suggestion, because it seems to 
me that if upon a question of adjourning at three o’clock rather than 
at four or five to-day or even of continuing the session until to-mor- 
row we should lose this one bill, if no other, it would be a very wrong 
application of judgment and even of convenience. 

Mr. WINDOM. There seems to be a good deal of opposition to the 
resolution at present, and I will withdraw it for a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is withdrawn. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SPENCER presented a petition of Major John A. Darling, late 
captain of the Second Artillery, United States Army, praying to be 
restored to his original rank in the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KERNAN presented a resolution adopted at the semi-annual 
meeting of the National Association of Stone Manufacturers of the 
United States held in the city of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on the 
14th day of June last, praying the repeal of the bankrupt law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the President of the United States, transmitting, in response to a reso 
lution of the Senate of the 24th ultimo, a report from the Secretary 
of State, with accompanying statements embracing a list of the civil 
officers connected with the Department of State. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Imove that that communication lie upon the table 
and be printed ; and on the motion to print I ask the permission of 
the Senate to make a very few remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
may proceed by unanimous consent upon the motion to print. A mo- 
tion to lay on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. HARVEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. HARVEY. I yielded the floor by unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the resolution relating to adjournment. I wish to 
resume it and have action upon the motion to consider the bill to 
which I referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas is correct. 
The Senator yielded by unanimous consent to the Senator from Min- 
nesota for the purpose of taking up the resolution. The attention of 
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the Chair being called to it he recognizes the Senator from Kansas, 
and the Senator from New Hampshire will be entitled to the floor | 
following. The question is whether the Senate will proceed te the 
consideration of the bill. 
ORDNANCE STORES FOR KANSAS TERRITORY. 

Mr. HARVEY. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill | 
(H. R. No. 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from charges on account | 
of ordnance stores furnished to Kansas Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It appears to me, with great respect for my 
friend from Kansas, that a bill which releases anybody from any- 
thing ought not at this stage of the session to be taken up and con- 
sidered unless it is a matter of extreme public urgency, because we 
have to do it in haste, and we have often found in such cases—I hope 
this isan exception—that we make a mistake. I hope, therefore, that 
the Senate will not take up any business except that which is pend- 
ing between the two Houses in respect of one or two important mat- 
ters which were referred to by the Senator from New York, [Mr. | 
CONKLING.] Thatisall [havetosay. I know nothing about this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate | 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes | 
were 14 and the noes 9; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARVEY. I hope a further count will not be insisted on. I 
trust the Senator from Vermont will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum, and no business can be trans- ! 
acted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to say that I do not object particularly to the 
bill of the Senator from Kansas, but I believe that no bill ought to 
pass unless we have a quorum present, and there is a Senator here 
now who asks the floor, and I believe it has never been refused when 
a Senator asked the floor to make some remarks. I have no objection 
to one bill over another; but I doubt the propriety of passing any 
bill now before we adjourn. Besides, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is certainly entitled to the floor under the custom of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no quorum no business 
can be transacted. 

Mr. HARVEY. I move a call of the Senate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection the Senator 
from New Hampshire will hold the floor. 


Statement of the total number of civil officers in or connected with the Depar 
ment in compliance with Sena 


1859. 





1861 





Treasury 
Interior 





I desire to call attention to one or two years. For 1873 the aggre- 


a 


gate number of civil officers, from the statements of the heads of all 


the Departments of the Government, was 57,312 as against 80,000 and | 


more as contained in the table presented by the Senator from North 
Carolina; and in 1875 the entire number of civil officers was 62,172 
instead of 94,000, or about 32,000 less than the number that appears 
in the table presented by the Senator from North Carolina, and in 
the same table presented at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. President, this table shows a gradual increase. The increase 
of postmasters alone averages about three thousand perannum. This 
table shows an increase in the Treasury Department of about four thou- 
sand, and I desire to read from the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury transmitting his report upon this subject a statement which ac- 
counts fully for this increase : 


This statement is compiled from the United States Official Register. . The large 

apparent increase of 1873 over 1871 is accounted for in part by the fact that thi 
names of nine hundred and ninety-nine gaugers and eight hundred and eighty 
eight storekeepers of internal revenue (total, eighteen hundred and eighty seven) 
were published in the Blue Book for 1873 for the first time, but such officers had 
been in the service in larger numbers since 1865. 
_ The increase of nine hundred in 1875 over 1873 is accounted for by the fact that 
in the first-named year the names of eight hundred and seventy-seven deputy col 
lectors of internal revenue were published in the Blue Book for the first time, al 
though even a large number of that class of officers had been in the service since 
1862, and the establishment by act of March 3, 1875, of the national-bank redemp 
tion agency added one hundred and fifty-two employés to the Treasurer's Office and 
thirty to the Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, the amount of whose sala- 
ries is re-imbursed by the national banks. , 


_ That accounts fully for the increase of the number of civil employés 
in the Treasury Department over and above that of 1871. The in- 
crease in the War Department in 1875 over 1873 is nearly four hun- 
dred, and that is accounted for fully and more in the letter of the 
Secretary of War transmitting his answer to this resolution of July 24. 

I might go through the other Departments to show the reason for 
this increase; but the main point I have in view is to present this 
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Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. President, do I understand that I am entitled 
to the floor now ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
NUMBER OF CIVIL EMPLOYES. 


The Senator has the floor. 


Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. President, the report of the Secretary of State 
just submitted by the President is the last report from the heads of 
Departments in answer to a resolution passed by the Senate on the 
24th of July calling on the heads of Departments for the number of 


| civil officers, not including laborers and mechanics employed by the 


day and contractors, in and connected with each of said Departments 
for the years 1859, 1861, 1863, 1865, 1867, 1869, 1871, 1873, and 1875. 

On the 1sth of July the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Merrt- 
MON ] in the course of his remarks to the Senate introduced a table 
purporting to be a statement of the number of employésborne on the 
civil list of the United States, from 1857 to 1875, inclusive, compiled 
from the Biennial Register. A very slight glance at this table con- 
vinced me that it was very erroneous, that it was not a correct state- 
ment, and not correct as compiled from the Biennial Register. In 
looking to the year 1871, in that table, I found that the number of 
civil officers reported was 57,605, and for the year 1873, two years 
later, the number of civil officers reported was 80,637, or an increase 
of 23,000 in two years. Looking to 1875 I found the number reported 
was 04,119, an increase of nearly fourteen thousand over the second 
year previous, or 37,000 in four years. Any man of ordinary capacity 
would see at once that here is a mistake, and this table has figured 
in the other House as well as here, and it has been announced over 
and over again to the country that there are 94,000 civil officers of the 
United States until that has been almost acrepted by everybody 
throughout the United States. It is a gross error; it is a total mis 
take without any foundation in fact, without any foundation so far 
as the Biennial Register is concerned. 

The resolution to which I have referred, calling on the heads of 
the different Departments to furnish the number of civil officers for 
these identical years, was passed on the 24th of July, and the reports 
have now all been received, and I have prepared from these reports 
a table covering these same identical years, being a statement of the 
number of civil officers in and connected with the Departments from 
1859 to 1875, inclusive, as reported by the head of each Department 
in compliance with Senate resolution of July 24, 1876. I submit this 
table: 
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| table, this official table, and I call the attention of the Senate and of 
| the country to it, where they can find this information. This is the 
| official information from all the Departments, and the entire number 
| of civil officers employed by the Government of the United States is 
| only 62,000 as against 94,000, as was reported by the Senator from North 
| Carolina, and as was reported by numerous gentlemen in the other 
| end of the Capitol, and has gone forth to the country 4s the exact 
truth. 
| The table I have presented will enable the country to see what 
| exaggerations are put forth in this year of our Lord 1576. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to print the commu- 
nication of the Secretary of State. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ApAMa, 
its Clerk, announced that the House further insisted on its amend 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept 
the services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. H. B. BANNING ef 
Ohio, Mr. R. Q. Mitts of Texas, and Mr. J. M. THoRNBURGH of Ten- 
nessee managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3184) for the relief of 
Emerick W. Hansell. 


BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the Senate take up the 
bill (H. R. No. 2689) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

The whief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill just read is a long one, and altogether too 
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important a bill to be 
session when we have less than a quorum present. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin will not insist on calling up the bill now. Again, 
I do not see the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, from which 
the bill came, in his seat; and it is altogether too important a bill to 
be rushed through at this moment of the session. I hope the Sena- 
tor will not insiston it. It has not been taken up yet, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been; it has been read 
for information. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill, as the Senate will have 
observed, is a House bill. It has been carefully considered by the | 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate and reported favorably upon. 
It has all the usual provisions which for some years past have been 
inserted in similar bills. The bridge cannot be located except sub- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of War. The plan for the con- 
struction of the bridge must be submitted to the Secretary of War 
and approved by him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from West Virginia will with- 
draw all objection to this bill. It was carefully prepared in accord- 
ance with several bills of a similar character, all of which have proved 
to be effectual to protect the interests of the Government. 
no general*law on the subject, and it is necessary to have a special 
bill for each case. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
ginia will not object to the bill being taken up at this time. I as- 
sure him that the bill is all right. It has all the restrictive provis- 
ions in it that have ever been inserted in a similar bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I of course know very little of the merits of the case 
or of the facts connected with the bill or its object ; but I do know 
that it is an important bill, a long bill, and it ought to be carefully 
considered before it is passed by the Senate. My object was more es- 
pecially to call the attention of those who are interested, very few of 
whom I noticed listening to the reading of it. If those who are par- 


ticularly interested on the Upper Mississippi are satisfied, and the bill | 


has received the sanction of the chairman of the Committee on Com- 


merce and the other members of that committee, I will not object to | 


it, but I desire to call their attention to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for call- 
ing my attention to this bill. If I remember it aright, it is a bill 
which was reported by the Committee on Commerce unanimously, 
and it is the customary bill in a case where such a bill is asked for 
and an imperative necessity for it is shown. As we all know the 
rules of the Senate, it is not in order to discuss its merits on a motion 
to take up, I suggest that the bill had better be taken up and then 
we can see what its merits are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin to proceed to the consideration of this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The State which I represent is somewhat inter- 
ested in this matter. The Sioux City Railroad, which runs to the 
Missouri and connects with the Union Pacific road ultimately, will 
cross at this bridge. It ison the Missouri River, not on the Missis- 
sippi, as the Senator from West Virginia seemed to suppose. The 
bill has been considered by the Committee on Commerce, as has been 
stated by the chairman, and all the safeguards and protections usually 
included in bills of this character are inserted in this bill, so that the 
rights of the public are fully protected, and it is a matter of public 
interest. The bill is correct, and should pass in my judgment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me add to what the Senatorfrom Minnesota 
has said thatit isa bridge over the Missouri River which as the Senator 
knows is a boundary river between States. This bridge is to go from 
one State to another State, so that it does not fall within the police 
power of the States themselves. It is properly, according to any 
view that may be taken of the matter, a subject within the domain 
of congressional action. Isee no objection to it that cannot be made 
to the numerous other bridges that have been erected over the Mis- 
sissippi, Missouri, and other boundary rivers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDINANCE STORES FOR KANSAS TERRITORY. 


Mr. HARVEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill which I called up a while ago, and which effort failed 
because there was no quorum. 
up the bill (H. R. No. 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from charges 
on account of ordnance stores furnished to Kansas Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We hada vote on taking up that bill a short 
time since and the Senate declined to take it up, as I understood it. 
_ Mr. HARVEY. A large majority of those present voted for taking 
it up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it may be; 
majority that a bill which proposes to relieve a State or anybody else 
from any legal liability it may be under at this time in the session, 
when there is no fair time to consider the case in full, is not right. I | 
do not mean by that to impugn at all, as my friend knows, the pro- 
priety of this bill. I dare say it may be perfectly correct »lthough 
I know nothing about it; but a bill to relieve a State 4oom what 
must now be supposed to be its obligation to the United States, taken | 
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pushed through in the last moments of the 


There is | 


I hope the Senator from West Vir- | 


I now desire to have a vote on taking | 


but I wish to appeal to that large | 


Aveust 15, 


up in the very last momeuts of the session, is not a good thing to do. 
It there were any pressing or special emergency —— 

Mr. HARVEY. If the Senator will permit me, I can explain why 

he bill has not been taken up earlier. It was re :ported soon after it 

came from the House by a unanimous vote of the Committee on Mil- 

itary Affairs; but the chairman of that committee has been so mnch 
occupied with other measures that whenever he could get the floor 
he has felt compelled to ask for the consideration of other bills. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The bounty bill. 

Mr. HARVEY. The bounty bill, House bill No. 58, which isa good 
bill, one which I think ought to pass; but the trouble has been ‘that 
he could not get that considered, and has failed to get the floor for 
the purpose of having this bill considered. I am authorized by him 
to state that the committee reported it unanimously; that the bill is 

| all right, and that he thinks it ought to pass. I have stated, if the 
Senator from Vermont will permit me, and I think he was present 
and heard the statement, as to why the charge was made. These 
| arms were issued to what was called the Kansas territorial militi: l, 
being really organizations of men from other States. 

Mr. OGLESBY. To put slavery into the Territory. 

Mr. HARVEY. The arms were put into the hands of that militia 
for the purpose of enforcing what were known as the “ bogus laws” 
in the Territory of Kansas, and now the State has been charged with 
these arms issued to the territorial authorities under such circum- 
stances. I think it a manifest injustice to the State of Kansas, and 
I hope the Senate will stand by me and remove this unjust charge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot perfectly understand whether it is a 
manifest injustice to the State of Kansas until we consider the bill; 
but as the Senator has referred to that, it is rather an extraordinary 
thing that we should be called upon to do this act of justice to the 
State of Kansas after nearly twenty years, I do not know but quite 
twenty years, have elapsed since the event took place to which this 
matter refers, and after more than ten years have elapsed since the 
State of Kansas came into the Union; I have forgotten the year of 
her admission. 

Mr. HARVEY. 
ary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Fifteen years have elapsed since the State of 
Kansas came into the Union. Now to take up, and apparently in 
warm haste, a matter that seems not to have been acted upon favor- 
ably by Congress for fifteen years, it appears to me is not wise in 
zespect of the deliberate disposal of public business. In saying that 
I am not speaking against this bill. As yet it is not up, and we can- 
not inquire what its real merits are; but I submit to my friend, who 
I know desires just as much as I do, and perhaps more, to subserve the 
public interests, whether it is a good thing to do as a rule to under- 
take, in the last moments of a session, to take up a matter so old as 
this, which involves a certain amount of money to be paid by the 
United States, not in cash, to the State of Kansas, but in property 
which she will be entitled to receive if we pass this bill, at this stage 
of the session. Of course I cannot discuss its merits. I do not yet 
know its merits; but I only say that after fifteen years it does appear 
to me that just now is not the correct time to undertake to go into 
the consideration of a bill that involves a very considerable amount 
of property or money. 

Mr. HARVEY. It seems like a str: ange argument, that justice hav- 
ing been long delayed, it should be still further delayed; and yet it 
seems somewhat in accordance with the course that my friend, the 
Senator from Vermont, is apt to take. It is trne that this matter oc- 
curred some time ago, but it is also true that the State of Kansas and 
the Congress of the United States have been very much engaged with 
other business a good portion of the time. Now that the facts have 
been ascertained and action has been had by the other Honse, and 
that the bill has been reported upon favorably by the Committee on 
Military Affairs unanimously, and as the bill provides for the payment 
of no money at all, but simply for the release of a State from an un- 
just charge, amounting to eleven thousand four hundred and some 
odd dollars, which is to be diminished by the surrender of all the arms 
which have ever come under the charge of the State, and as the bill 
is eminently just in its provisions, I hope the Senate will consider it 
and pass it. 

Mr. OGLESBY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
get the bill up. 

Mr. OGLESBY. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on taking up the 
bill. 

Mr. OGLESBY. If at this moment I shall be debarred from con- 
sidering the merits of it, what is to become of what the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Kansas have said about the merits? 

This is a little bill and it has the smell and flavor of twenty years 
ago, of the pro-slavery pristine vigor of Kansas territorial times. It 
is late in the session and a little late inthe nineteenth century to con- 
| sider this bill, but “better late than never.” It has passed the House, 

and if it should pass the Senate now, as it canin two minutesanda half, 
Kansas will be relieved from a burden charged against her upon the 
| ordnance books of the War Department, from w hich I think she ou: ght 
to be relieved. The committee have reported favorably upon it. Th 
| honorable Senator from Vermont is very vigilant in watching the 
Treasury and the public interests, so vigilant sometimes that I 
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have wished he was out of the way when Iwas trying to get a bill | 


through, and when anybody else is trying to get one through I am 


always sorry he isnot here. That honorable Senator, ever watchful | 


of the public interests, stands now just 4 little bit in the way. This 
is acharge against Kansas for Government arms issued to the Terri- 
tory over twenty years ago. The people of Kansas had nothing to do 
with it. They were issued to the officers of the Army in the Territory. 
They were scattered all about and lost, as they almost always are, and 
Kansas with its depleted grasshopper treasury stands charged with 
this $11,000. It wants to be released from it and have its accounts 
settled with the Ordnance Bureau. The bill is not to pay any money 
out to anybody, not to pay any money in to anybody, but it is to re- 
lieve that suffering and virtuous State from this onerous burden of 
$11,000. It is away back and gone by; the arms have been lost, or 
stolen, or rusted, or destroyed. 

Mr. HARVEY. Or carried away into Missouri. 

Mr. OGLESBY. To make Kansas now pay that $11,000, or have it 
stand charged on the books of the Ordnance Department, is not quite 
the right thing. The bill has passed the House and it is suffering to 
pass this body, and as soon as it shall pass here the account will be 
settled, Kansas will be liberated from border-ruffianism, and stand 
regenerated and renewed in her brand-new bluc-jean clothing, the 
daughter of freedom and the child of promise. Why it cannot pass I 
cannot tell. The sum is $11,000. Of what small significance to us 
and how oppressive it is to the fair daughter of freedom _I hope the 
Senate will take it up and pass it, and that the honorable Senator 
from Vermont will yield to our solicitude upon this question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose the Chair has enforced the rule, as it 
is his duty to do, in respect of debating the merits on a motion to take 
up. Isuppose the Chair has held that the oration of my friend from 
Illinois was within the rule in favor of taking up this bill, although 
all that he has said has been in advocacy of its merits in spite of the 
fule; but as in the last moments of a session all rules are to be 
broken down, all proprieties disregarded, and ail safeguards thrown 
aside, it is perfectly appropriate that he should have made the oration 
he did on the motion to take up a bill. 


I wish, Mr. President, to express my thanks to the Senator from | 


Kansas for the great honor he has done me in imputing to me a dis- 
position to stand in the way of legislation which he considers to be 
appropriate. I have endeavored, as I think everybody ought to en- 
deavor, to stand in the way of legislation until it shall be under- 
stood, and to resist it if I believe it to be wrong. I believe my right 
in that respect is equal exactly to that of the Senator from Kansas; 
and that it is my right and privilege, if I act conscientiously, to op- 
pose anything that he proposes in just the same degree and for reasons 
that may be equally satisfactory to me as those which lead him to 
demand that a measure shall be taken up now or passed at any time. 
If the Senator from Kansas imagines that he has any superior priv- 
ilege in respect of proposing what others may not wish to propose, 
then I should be glad to have him state it. I am not in the least de- 
gree ashamed of the small part I have taken to protect the Treasury 
and the people of the United States against shams and swindles; 
not the least. I do not mean by this to impute to the Senator from 
Kansas that he has ever been connected with a sham or a swindle; 
I aim sure he consciously never would be; but it is a little ungra- 
cious, I will suggest to him, and a little out of place, to make the re- 
mark that he did touching the small share that I have had in the 
legislation of this body. 

Mr. HARVEY. Will the Senator repeat his recollection of what 
that remark was? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Recorp will show (as I am sure my friend 
from Kansas does not doctor his remarks any more than I do mine) 
exactly what he said. I think I remember it correctly ; but I would 
not venture to state it. 

Mr. HARVEY. If the Senator desires, I will repeat my recollec- 
tion of what I said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not desire anything, but I am quite willing 
that the Senator shall say what he likes. 

Mr. HARVEY. I said this: That it seemed astrange argument to 
use that because justice had been long delayed it should be still fur- 
ther delayed, and that this seemed to be somewhat in accordance 
with the usual course of the Senator from Vermont concerning mat- 
ters of this kind. I meant by that that the fact that a matter had 
not been settled promptly at the time was with him a reason why 
further delay should be urged. I think he will admit that many 
times he has used the same line of argument against measures in 
themselves just, as this measure is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, I shall not admit anything of 
the kind, because in my opinion it is not true. I do believe, as I 
think a good many right-minded people believe, that a stale claim is 
@ suspicious claim, and that in order to carry it it should be sup- 
mg by clear and irrefragable testimony and proofs. That I be- 
ieve, and I think I state a principle of universal law and of univer- 
sal justice. 

_Mr. HARVEY. _If the Senator will permit me, I will call his atten- 
tion to the fact that this is a ¢laim by the Government against the 
State of Kansas. According to that the onus of proof would be upon 
the Government to show that the State of Kansas ever received these 
arms. It could be shown, as a matter of history and proof, beyond 


doubt, that the arms were issued not to the State of Kansas, not to | 


the people of Kansas, but to persons who where there as an organiza- 
tion from States outside of Kansas. 

Mr. OGLESBY. It was during Buchanan’s administration. 
| Mr. HARVEY. It was during Buchanan’s administration, and the 
arms were issued to the territorial militia for the purpose of enfore- 
ing what were known as the “ bogus laws” of 1855. When that mil- 
itia retired from the State the arms went with it; yet they stand on 
the books of the Ordnance Department here charged to the State of 
Kansas. If there is any claim about the matter it is an unjust, an 
old, and stale claim on the part of the General Government against 
the State of Kansas, which should be removed at the earliest oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now if the logic of my friend—if he will allow 
me so to call him—is not any better than his bill, or if his bill is not 
any better than his logic, I am sorry for the bill. He says that this 
falls within the very description of a stale claim on the part of the 
United States. The case, if it may be stated, is this: Every State 
and Territory to which under the general laws of the United States 
arms are distributed is charged with them. In a period of years they 
can only get according to population, or whatever the rule may be, 
arms proportioned to their just demands in respect of the other States 
and Territories. It happens that the State of Kansas appears to have 
got more arms than down to this time she is entitled to receive. 

Mr. HARVEY. I hope the Senator will make the distinction be- 
tween the Territory and the State, and consider the circumstances 
under which the issue was made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on the question of the circumstances; 
IT am on the distinguished Senator’s logic and his statement of the 
law about stale claims and the justiceof them. Therefore, I repeat, 
the State of Kansas appears, as is admitted to be a fact, to have re- 
ceived by herself and by her territorial government before she was 
formed into a State more arms than down to this time she would on 
the whole be entitled to. Now she wishes to have that charge wiped 
out in order that she can get a fresh credit; and I say after she has 
acquiesced for fifteen years after she became a State in the justness 
of this charge and has failed to get her arms except by a special ap- 
propriation that has passed hitherto for a limited number, it is not 
just and is not logical to say that the staleness of this demand is on 
the part of the United States, but it is exactly the reverse. I should 
be glad to have some Senator inform me if this matter has actually 
lain dormant without any claim of the State of Kansas to correct it 
for this period of fifteen years. The Senator can probably inform me 
whether this has ever been before brought to the attention of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HARVEY. The State of Kansas has claimed exemption froin 
this charge, and the answer has been by the Ordnance Department 
that it would require legislation to relieve the State, the cireum- 
stances being such as they are. Of course the records show nothing 
concerning the peculiarities of the history of the times when the 
issue was made, but they show through whom the issues were made, 
and the Department has no authority without legislation to remove 
that charge. While admitting that the arms were unjustly charged 
to the State under the circumstances, yet in order to make the records 
proper and relieve the officers making the issues, having made 
charge on the books, such legislation should be had as will recognize 
the existence of the facts under which the issue was made. This 
bill recites at some length, if the Senator will permit it to be 
taken up and read, the circumstances. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Read it in your speech. 

Mr. HARVEY. I will take occasion to read it as a part of my 
speech. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which of us has the floor just now, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HARVEY. Does the Senator object to the reading of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to its being read as part of my speech. 

Mr. HARVEY. The Senator, then, will not yield the floor to me 
for the purpose of reading it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I will not. I suppose that will add another 
to the long list of my iniquities; but Ido not prefer to make my 
speech on the bill until it is taken up. The Senator has failed to 
answer the question which I put, not to him, but to everybody, 
whether this claim of the State of Kansas to get $10,000 or $11,000 
more in the amount of arms, because that is the substance of it, than 
as the law now stands she is entitled to, has been hitherto brought to 
the attention of Congress and relief asked from Congress during fif- 
teen years that she has been a State. 

Mr. HARVEY. Will the Senator permit me? He says this isa 
claim of the State of Kansas for $10,000 or $11,000. Itis not anything 
of the kind ; it is simply a request on the part of the State to be re- 
lieved from a claim by the General Government which has no foun- 
dation in fact and in justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now the Senator again does not answer the ques- 
tion whetherthe State of Kansas or anybody in her behalfever brought 
this matter before to the attention of Congress, and, if so, what 
action was taken by Congress about it. I assume in the absence of 
any answer to the question that the State of Kansas never has, through 
her representatives or otherwise, asked the intervention of Congress 
upon this subject for the period of fifteen years. Therefore it is mani- 
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fest to me that this is a claim which there is no special demand, in Mr. MORTON. I hope the Senate will take up the bill and accom- 
point of justice or anything else, that it should be hustled through at | modate the Senator from Kansas. Certainly he does not intrude on 


this particular moment of time, when nobody wishes to give atten- 
tion to any public business except that of the most pressing exigency. 
The Senator from Kansas says this is not a claim by the State of Kan- 
sas to get anything from the Treasury, but only to be discharged from 
a liability to the Treasury. Let us see if that be exactly correct. If 
it were exactly correct it would amount to the same thing, but is it 
correct? If you erase from the books of the Ordnance Department 
these items that she asks to have erased from those books, she becomes 
ut once entitled, if I correctly understand the law, to an equivalent 
amount of arnns. If these old arms, as the Senator from Illinois 
states, amount in point of money to $11,000 or $12,000, whatever the 
sum may be, that is not material to the principle, then of course it 
amounts to saying that there shall be forthwith issued to the State 
of Kansas, because she then becomes entitled to them, as not having 
received her share, this amount of the public property of the United 
States; so that it is in substance and effect furnishing to the State of 
Kansas property of an amount equal to the sum of money we have 
named. 

But that is on the merits, and I should not have referred to it at 
all but for the circumstance that gentlemen wishing to take this bill 
up have thought it fit to discuss the merits. As I said before, I have 
not opposed taking the bill up on the ground that it had no merits. 
I do not know that it has not merits. 1 only say that a claim of this 
character or any other similar character ought not to be taken up 
at the very end of a session and pressed through when Senators are 
too weary to give attention to such subjects, unless there is some 
grave and pressing emergency for it. That is my proposition. Iam 
sorry to have offended the Senator from Kansas in saying what I have. 
I am sorry to have him say what he has said, in the spirit in which 


he seemed to say it, that I have endeavored at any time unjustly to | 


obstruct public business. Ihave endeavored, according to the light 
I had, to do what I thought to be my duty. I have done what I 
think my duty now, and the Senate will do what it thinks to be its 
duty. 

Mr. HARVEY. Jf I can get a vote on taking up the bill I shall 
have nothing further to say. I very much desire a vote on taking 
up the bill. I should like to say something further, but I forego it 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of this bill. 

The question being put, there were on division—ayes 14 noes 7; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. HARVEY. I ask for the yeas and nays. I think there isa 
quorum present. 

rhe veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Ido not wish to make any remark on the merits of 
the bill, and if I have done so, of course I have been out of order in 
doing so. The objection is made, and comes with great force, that it 
is a late hour in the session, but there never has been a session yet 
that did not have its latest hour and its last hour. 

This bill, like a great many others as I think of merit, has been 
put back and held back on the Calendar in various ways; and now 
at the last moment it is asked to be considered. The opportunity 
was not at hand to consider it before. That is all the answer that 
can be made to the charge of delay in calling it up. It is late, but 
still it might as well be considered now as any other bill; andif it be 
taken up, and I shall be satisfied that it has not merit in it, or if the 
Senate shall be satisfied, as it can be in ten minutes, that it has not 
merit in it, it will be disposed of, and that will be the end of it. I 
I do not see why the Senate should fail to take it up. I do not see 
why there should be any reluctance about it. Ifthe bill cannot be 
shown to have merit in it in five minutes’ explanation by the Senator 
from Kansas, let it go; but if it shall be shown when it is taken up 
to have merit in it, why not as well dispose of this bill as of any 
other? Why prefer any other bill to this, or why defer this to any 
other? It happens to be in hand. The Senator from Kansas has 
called it up. He does not very often intrude himself upon this body. 
He is not very forward to inject his business or the business of his 
State upon the deliberations of this body ; and because he is a little 
late, as I am almost all the time with bills that ought to be con- 
sidered from the Committee on Public Lands of the utmost justice 
and of the utmost importance, it ought not to be said now 

Mr. HARVEY. Permit me a word of explanation here. I should 
have called up this bill long since, but hoped that the Senator from 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. 
LOGAN,] would be able to do so. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The Senator has stated that once before. Ishould 
be very glad if the Senate would take the bill up on account of the 
State of Kansas and the Senator, who is quite sincere about the bill. 
He is quite convinced that it isa just and meritorious bill, and so 
much so that he has satisfied me that it is, and in five minutes we 
could dispose of the whole subject or defeat it, one way or the other. 

Mr. HOWE. It is late in the session, but it is not the end of the 
session. We are tired, but still we have got to work, and nobody asks 
us to consider anything else. Why not, then, this bill? I do not 
know whether this bill is good for anything or not, and I cannot tell 
until the Senate allow it to be taken up. Therefore I will vote to 
take up the bill. 


| 


} 


the Senate very often, and he seems to have this matter very much 
at heart. I can see no objection to spending the short time we have 
here on that bill as well as any other little bill, and if we do not take 
it up, we shall take up some other little bill of no more importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of this bill, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 31, nays 
6; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Allison, Booth, Boutwell, Bruce, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chris 
tiancy, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry, Gordon, Harvey, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of 
Florida, Kelly, Key, McCreery, McMillan, Mitchell, Morton, Norwood, Oglesby, 
Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Sargent, Spencer, Wadleigh, West, and Windom—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Davis, Eaton, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, and Ker- 
nan—f. 

ABSENT—Measrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Burnside, Cameron of Penn 
sylvania, Cockrell, Conover, Cooper, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McDonald, Maxey, 
Merrimon, Morrill, Paddock, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—34. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. No. 2813) relieving 
the State of Kansas from charges on account of ordnance stores fur- 
nished to Kansas Territory, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is any report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs about this bill, I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration House bill 
No. 2813, respectfully submit the following report: 

During the troubles in the early settlement of the Territory of Kansas, the his 
tory of which is well known, the United States furnished to the then governor of 
the Territory, for the purpose of maintaining the laws, certain ordnance stores, 
consisting of arms, ec uipments, and ammunition to the value of $11,425. These 
ordnance stores were tarnished the territorial governor with the understanding 
that the arms at least would be returned to the United States upon the restoration 
of law and order in that Territory, and hence nocharge was made whatever against 
the Territory for the same. 

Upon the admission of the Territory into the Union there was made a charge 
against the State of the value of all of the stores furnished the governor of the 
Territory, and to this time the charge stands against the State’s quota. 

The theory upon which the charge is made is that the State being the successor 
of the Territory it ought to be so charged upon the assumption that the State must 
have come into — of the arms and stores. In this instance, however, only 
one hundred and seventy stand of arms of the stores furnished the territorial gov 
ernor ever came into the possession of the State. These have already been placed 
by the State authorities at the disposal of the United States. 

This bill seeks to relieve the State from charges against it for arms which it 
never received. This is the only purpose of the bill. F 

Kansas has an extensive border continually threatened-by invasion from the In 
dians, and fails to secure her proper quota of arms from the fact that this old ac- 
count stands against it. 

The territorial officers are appointed by the President, and it does not seem to be 
just to charge against the people of a sovereign State the neglect or misconduct of 
United States officers having custody and control of ordnance stores furnished by 
the United States to them. The papers on file do not show what became of the 
stores furnished the Territory save and except the one hundred and seventy stand 
of arms which the State obtained. It may not be unreasonable, however, to say 
that in view of the disturbed condition of affairs in the Territory for so long a pe- 
riod, many if not all of the arms have been carried beyond the limits of the State. 

The bill seems equitable and the relief asked for proper. The War Department 
does not feel authorized to give the State the credit to which she is entitled with 
out congressional action. Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is that a House report or a Senate report ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee of the 
House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any report from the Senate committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are there any documents "from the Secretary of 
War or the Department of War on the subject ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There seem to be none. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to ascertain, if the Senator from Illinois will 
inform me, whether there was any authority of law for the delivery 
of these arms to the governor of the Territory. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Iam not able to answer satisfactorily about that ; 
but [have no doubt, reasoning by analogy, not by any recollection of 
the law, thatthere probably was. Thearms were issued by the Govern- 
ment to the Governor of the Territory, whether on his request or not 
I do not know; but I suppose there was a law for the issue of arms 
to a territorial governor. The militia act provides for their going to 
the States, but does not include the Territories. I was thinking 
about that myself, whether they were legally chargeable against the 
territorial government. But there is a very grave doubt whether 
they are legally chargeable against the State government. 

Mr. HOWE. There may be great doubt on that point ; but I should 
think before we could determine whether this is a valid claim against 
the State of Kansas or not it would certainly be proper to ascertain 
whether the Government had any authority to deliver these arms to 
the governor of the Territory of Kansas. Unless there was such au- 
thority and the law was pursued in making the requisition for these 
arms and delivering them, the governor could no more make the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas liable for the payment of these arms than he could 
make it liable by going to a bank and borrowing $1,000,000, to say 
nothing about whetherthat liability could be devolved upon the State. 
That, probably, is determined by the constitution of the State. 
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Mr. OGLESBY. The Senator from Wisconsin will please remem- 
ber in putting this interrogatory to me that this bill does not come 
from the Committee on Public Lands. We have not given it any in- 
vestigation there. It comes from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
So I have not specially had my attention called to it, but have chiefly 
derived my information from the Senator from Kansas. That is the 
reason I am not better posted in regard to the law, and a pretty good 
excuse for me to get out, too. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand from the Senator that the bill comes 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Yes, sir; unanimously reported. 

Mr. HOWE. I was under the impression before that it came from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I stated when I opposed taking up this bill that 
1 did it, not because I had any knowledge of its merit or its demerit, 
but because it was aspecies of claim that we ought not to take up in 
the present stage of the session, involving as it does quite a little 
sum. The question now is, the bill being up, whether it ought tu 
pass. All that we have on the subject of the bill is what is stated in 
the preamble, of which we know nothing officially, and the report of 
& committee of another body which has in a strict sense no business 
here at all. That report is somewhat destitute of facts, as everybody 
who listened to its reading must have observed. The Senator from 
Wisconsin has inquired whether there was any authority in the Pres- 
ident to issue these arms to the Territory at all; and if not, then of 
course it would follow that there was no rightful authority to charge 
them to the State, except so far as it got them, and it is said it only 
got very few of them. But the act of 1808 and the act of 1855 pro- 
vide for the issuing of arms to the Territories as well as to the States, 
the only difference being that in the States they are issued according 
to the number of their Senators and Representatives in Congress; in 
the Territories they are issued in such quantities as the President may 
prescribe. So that these arms went lawfully and in the regular way 
to the official authorities of that Territory. That reduces the case to 
the question whether the State, being the successor of the Territory, is 
justly chargeable with the responsibilities and debts toward the Gov- 
ernment—by “ debts” I mean debts of this character, which relate to 
the preservation of the peace and its armament there—that rested 
upon the Territory. I have never heard it denied. I certainly shall 
not take your time, because I suppose it to be perfectly useless to op- 
pose the passage of this bill or any other. I suppose nobody ever de- 
nied that obligations of this character which legally rested upon the 
Territory, when it was transformed into a State would legally and 
justly rest upon the State. The political community is precisely the 
same; its form and mode of operation are changed, thatisall. Lhave 
never heard that proposition questioned, and I suppose it will not be 
questioned now. 

That is all I have to say, sir. 
much, I suppose. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will deta.n the Senate but a moment. Some 
time toward the close of the war there was a law passed relieving 
the States from large charges made by the Government against them 
for arms issued during the war, and the accounts of the States were 
settled under this liberal law which was passed. It seems to me that 
some act analogous to that law might be passed with reference to this 
very case, because the unsettled condition of the Territory before the 
organization of the State government in Kansas was such as to pre- 
vent proper responsibility being kept by any person. 

Mr. HARVEY. If the Senator will permit me a word, the law he 
refers to only provided for arms issued during the war. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Certainly; and I was saying that it seemed but 
just that an act analogous to this law should be passed in this case 
relieving the State of Kansas; because it is clear to me that there 
were a great many arms issued during the existence of the territorial 
government for which the State of Kansas ought not to be account- 
able. We all remember the unsettled state of affairs on that frontier 
just after the territorial government was organized, and it seems to 
me very unjust now to hold the State of Kansas to a strict responsi- 
bility and allow that State to be charged with arms which were evi- 
dently wasted on the frontier, and at the same time relieve all the 
States for arms lost in very much the same way during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
and read the third time. 

On the passage of the bill a division was called for; which being 
taken, resulted—ayes 32, noes 7. 

So the bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 


It is entirely useless to say even that 


its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 840) | 


for the relief Norman H. Ryan. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution granting the usual per diem allowance to clerks of 
committees not having a yearly salary for the period of thirty-one 
days from the Ist day of August, 1876. 

The message further anncunced that the House had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) 
in reference to the wreck of the United States monitor Tecumseh. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 





| 
| 


House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro t npore: 


A bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the 


issue of artificial limbs to 


| disabled soldiers, seamen, and others; 








The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the | 


A bill (H. R. No. 1931) granting a pension to John J. Partillo, of 
Gratiot County, Michigan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 22: granting a pension to Emily E. Weiss; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2 granting a pension to Edward F. Eddy; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2844) granting a pension to Levi D. Hayward; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2846) granting a pension to Lovina Adeline Bow- 
ker; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2848) granting a pension to F. M. Bruner; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3184) granting a pension to Emerick W. Hansell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3178) granting a pension to Thomas Galloway, 
late captain of Company C, First Maryland Cavalry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3962) to provide means to defray the expenses of 
the District of Columbia until December 1, 1876; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1236) granting a pension to Harris B. Lovell, late 
a private in Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers ; 

A bill (S. No. 788) for the relief of Robert N. Eddy; and 

A bill (S. No. 1014) regulating the disbursement of certain moneys 
therein named. 






PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. 8S. 
GRANT, his Secretary, announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts and joint resolution : 

An act (S. No. 1006) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use 
the surplus of certain moneys heretofore appropriated for a site for 
public buildings at Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania ; 

An act (8S. No. 1042) to provide for the publication of the report of 
the impeachment trial of William W. Belknap; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 24) providing for the postponement of 
the publication of the Army Regulations. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1040) to allow the late collector of internal 
revenue for the fourth district of Georgia his salary hitherto with- 
held, reported it with amendments. 


BILL 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 

to introduce a bill (S. No. 1046) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 

terior to receive the educational material now on exhibition in the 

centennial exposition ; which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


INTRODUCED. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message fromthe House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 699) 
to confirm the sale of the marine hospital building and grounds at 
Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (S. 
No. 892) to encourage and promote telegraphic communication be- 
tween America and Asia, with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4108) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the re- 
pavement of Pennsylvania avenue ;” in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 351) to create an additional land-oflice at Colfax, 
Whitman County, Washington Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4107) to provide for the payment of a full month’s 
wages to certain of the employés recently permanently discharged 
from the service of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

REPAVING PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that House bills be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H.R. 
No. 4108) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the repave- 
ment of Pennsylvania avenue ;” and it was read at length. It pro- 
poses to amend the proviso of section 5 of the act authcrizing the 
repavement of Pennsylvania avenue, approved July 19, 1876, as to 
the time of completing the work, so as to read: 

Provided, That the said pavement shall be fully completed and ready for use Jan 


| uary 15, 1877. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
time too far off. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being a House bill which has just come 
over, I reserve all points of order upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I had supposed that it might be 


I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 
The only objection I have to that is it places the 


possible that 


they would require a fortnight’s further time, and I preferred, there- 
| fore, that a bill should pass without any fixed time in preference to 
oné fixing even so early a time as the Ist of January. 


However, I do 
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not regard it as of any great importance, and I shall not object to the 


bill passing. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the bill will pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read three times, and passed. 

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH ASIA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 892) to encourage 
and promote telegraphic communication between America and Asia, 
which was returned from the House of Representatives with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was to insert as section 3 the following: 

Sec. 3. That nothing in this act shall be construed to limit the United States in 
granting to other persons or companies similar provisions herein contained. 

The next amendment was to change section 3 to section 4. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to concur in the amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

Vor the reasons stated in the accompanying communication submitted to me by 
the Acting Secretary of the Interior, I have the honor to return herewith without 
my approval Senate bill No. 779, entitled “An act to provide for the sale of a portion 
of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria and the Sacs and Foxes 
of the Missouri tribes of Indians in the States of Kansas and Nebraska.” 

U. 8. GRANT. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 15, 1876. 

To the Senate of the United States: 

Upon further investigation I am convinced that my message of this date with- 
holding my signatare from Senate bill No. 779, entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
sale of a portion of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria and the 
Sacs and Foxesof the Missouria tribes of Indians, in the States of Kansas and Ne- 


braska,"’ was premature ; andI request, therefore, that the bill may be returned, in 
order that I may aflix my signature to it. 


U. 8. GRANT. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 15, 1876. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have somebody who is older 
and wiser than I am tell us whether under the Constitution, the 
President having returned a bill to this body with his veto and the 
Constitution saying we shall then proceed to vote upon it, we can on 
the request of the President or anybody else transmit it to him again ? 
The Constitution seems to be perfectly explicit upon that subject, but 
it may be that there is some way of getting around it that I do not see. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to take up the resolution I offered yester- 
day to appoint a committee. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message is before the Senate. 
The President has requested leave to withdraw his message vetoing 
a certain bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that that message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 hope that motion will not prevail. It certainly 
is an unkind motion for my friend to make. This is a matter of very 
great interest in a local sense to my State, and I hope he will not in- 
sist on his motion. If there is any parliamentary objection to the 
withdrawal of the bill as suggested by the President, I hope my 
friend will make it in order that we may pass the bill over the Presi- 
dent’s veto. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not a parliamentary objection, if there be 
any objection at all. Itis one which the Constitution in perfectly 
plain terms makes for itself. Our duty with a bill that is returned 
to us is fixed by the Constitution, if it is fixed at all. The Constitu- 
tion says we shall proceed to do a certain thing with that bill. That 
is the inquiry that I put to the Senate; and in order that that may 
be considered, as it is the first instance I remember of this kind, I 
thought it proper to refer it to an appropriate committee for consider- 
ation. If the Senate does not choose to do that, of course it can act 
either by agreeing to this request of the President or declining to 
agree to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not think there is the slightest doubt that the 
Senator from Vermont is entirely correct. It is a new question, and 
yet it is one of that class that almost on its presentation carries its 
answer. The President has no more right to recall a bill after having 
vetoed it than he has, as is well suggested in this neighborhood, to tear 
a leaf out of the statute-book and thereby assume thus to repeal the 
statute that he tears from the book. I think the subject ought to 
zo to the Committee on Privileges and Elections or the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and let us settle this matter, for fear that it may be a 
precedent for what would be an improper practice. Of course the 
President has no intention of entering upon any improper practice 
or proceeding, but I think it would be well for us to be careful that 
we do not innocently fall into a bad precedent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The President having recorded his judgment, 
after more mature reflection, that this bill should become a law, I 
move that the bill do become a law, the President’s veto to the con- 
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Mr. BOUTWELL. It does not seem to mt that there is any neces- 
sity for a reference of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only moved, if I correctly stated myself, to 
refer the last message. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Very well; I see no occasion for a reference 
for the purpose of getting the judgment of a committee upon the 
question raised by the two messages of the President. When the sec- 
ond message is properly construed it can mean only this: That the 
President was in error when he wrote and signed the first message. 
It is a matter of information; thatisall. It has no legal value ex- 
cept that. I think that is the effect that the second message has, no 
legal or constitutional value whatever. Therefore the veto message 
remains precisely as it existed when it was laid upon the table of the 
Senate, in its full force and effect. Nevertheless, the second message 
is information to us that the President after more full consideration 
entertains the same opinion that was entertained by the House and 
the Senate when the bill was passed, and I think all we have to do 
is to pass upon the bill and see whether it can be passed by a two- 
thirds vote. The second message has no legal value whatsoever. It 
is merely information to us that the President has come to the con- 
clusion that his first opinion was an erroneous opinion. There is no 
legal question that need trouble any committee. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It seems to me that there is no question. 
I certainly concur with the opinions which have been expressed here. 
The President has no more power to take back his veto and so make 
that bill a law or remove that obstruction to its being a law, than 
one House of Congress has. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I certainly do not think the President can take 
the veto back. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. So then it isamere expression of opinion 
on his part, which may influence us in our vote whether we shall sus- 
tain his veto or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will state that my motion is to 
refer merely the message. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Vermont to move that the messages be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, which will leave the bill before the Sen- 
ate on its passage. 

Mr. INGALLS. I feel a very strong interest in the passage of this 
bill and shall be glad if any course is adopted by which it can be- 
come a law; but so far as the action of the President is concerned in 
his attempt to recall his veto message, I am persuaded it is entirely 
nugatory and without effect; that he can no more, when he has once 
performed that act and notice of it has been communicated to the 
Senate, recall it than he could recall his acts of the session before this 
or in any preceding year, or, as is suggested by the Senator from 
California, [Mr. SARGENT,] than he could recall a bill after it had 
been signed by him and approved and that fact had been communi- 
cated to the Senate. Having discharged his duty he is functus offc'o, 
and has no more right to recall that bill from the Senate than he has to 
perform any other act not contided to him by the Constitution. I 
therefore agree with the Senator from Massachusetts in believing 
that the sole duty of the Senate is under the Constitution to say 
whether they will now pass the bill, the objections of the President 
tothe contrary notwithstanding ; and inasmuch as the President has 
himself indicated to us that no objections exist to the passage of the 
bill I trust that action may be taken and that the bill will receive a 
constitutional majority. 

Mr. CONKLING. I agree with the Senator from Kansas except in 
one remark he makes. He says the President became functus officio. 
If he means functus officio for one particular purpose, namely, to with- 
draw the bill itself in any form, or the message which attended the 
bill itself, I agree with him. But the distinction between that mean- 
ing and a broader one is very important, it seems tome. The Presi- 
dent by the Constitution has a right at all times to communicate with 
one House, or the other, or both Houses of Congress. That right is just 
as continuing as the right of petition which resides by the Constitu- 
tion in every citizen. Now the President sends a message which in- 
forms the Senate that he finds himself unable to approve with his 
siguature a bill, and therefore he returns it without his approval. 
Manifestly, stopping there, it is the duty of the House receiving that 
message to proceed to consider whether the bill shall become a law, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Now, how is the question affected by the subsequent message which 
has been sent here? Proceeding under a power which is not dead, 
which has not been expended, in respect of which he is not functus 
officio, but always alive and always summoned to his feet to exercise 
it whenever he thinks he has any information which ought to be 
communicated to one House or the other or both, proceeding under 
that continuing power and duty he sends what is called a message. 
It is a communication addressed to the Senate to apprise the Senate 
of the fact that, being better advised touching the qualities of the 
bill which he vetoed, he has changed his mind and that had he known 
at the moment when he was called upon to act what he has come to 
know now, that veto would not have been interposed, but the bill 
would have been approved. The President exists and subsists at all 
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trary notwithstanding. | times to give the Senate such information as that, and he has given 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont has | it. The two Houses have acted upon the bill. They have approved 
moved to refer the bill with the messages to the Committee on Privi- | it. If the veto stood it would require two-thirds to say that notwith- 
leges and Elections. ? standing the refusal of the President to sign it that act should be- 
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come alaw. The veto does stand, unquestionably, it seems to me, as 
Senators on both sides have said, in all its technical, formal, and in | 
that sense all its legal effect. It is an act which is the exertion of a | 
power expended when it is exerted ; and therefore that message can- 
not be withdrawn; but the substance of it, the persuasive force and 
effect of it, can be removed and is removed by a disclaimer on the 
part of the author by an avowal on his part that upon more full and 
particular information he is satisfied that the veto message ought 
not to have been sent and that were it in his power now he would 
take it back, so that the bill might stand with his signature. That 
is an invitation to the Senate, it is a notice given to the Senate that 
they must not rely upon the reasons assigned in the veto message and 
that they must not so far as they have a right to rely upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States touching legislation, depend on him for the 
overthrow of the bill or the refusal to adopt it. How far the Senate 
has a right to rely on the President is prescribed in the Constitution. 
Arithmetically considered, one-sixth part of the power of legislation | 
resides in the President, and is made effective by his veto. Now he 
says “I want to give notice that in this case | was misled, I was 
misinformed in regard to this bill, and therefore, although I cannot 
displace the veto message, and although I cannot technically cancel 
or annul it, I can but apprise the Senate that the reasons on which I 
supposed that message could rest are unfounded, and therefore as to 
me it falls to the ground. The argument is in favor of the bill for 
reasons which I have now discovered, and not against the bill for 
reasons Which I supposed to exist, but which on fuller information I 
find are absent.” 

It seems to me that we ought to proceed to act upon the bill, the 
more recent communication having no effect except as it impresses 
the minds of Senators who are to vote with the fact that there is no 
such objection found by one part of the legislative power as the 
previous message apprised us had been found. 

I can see no purpose in referring this message to any committee to 
ascertain the question, if it be a question, and I conceive there is no 
question of substance here and no question of value. If we referred 
the message to a committee, it would imply that we were not suffi- 
ciently advised to take action on the bill; but it might well be said 
that it would be inconsistent after that for the Senate to proceed in 
the absence of information which they had directed a committee to 
acquire and bring in. 

It seems to me then that to preserve the consistency of the body 
and to observe also proper attention and industry in legislation, both 
Houses having acted upon this bill and passed it and there being no 
objection assigned to it except that which is displaced and withdrawn, 
the true way is to proceed, as the Constitution says we shall, and 
afiirm whether in our judgment, despite this messsage—which it 
seems was in a sense improvident or inadvertent—the act shall 
become a law, aud I think we are as ready to vote on that question 
as we ever can be after the committee has philosophized on what 
seems to me to admit of no doubt whatever, namely, whether when 
the President has sent a veto message he has sent it, anil that is the 
end of it, and whether after it has been delivered and read, it can be 
withdrawn I conceive there can be no question of that sort and it 
must be obviously our duty to proceed and act on the bill in form as 
we would in the case of any other bill to which the executive sanc- 
tion had been refused. 

Mr.MORTON. Asthis message is proposed to be referred to a com- 
mittee to which I belong, I may be excused for saying a word. This 
message can only be regarded in the light of a recommendation to 
pass the bill over the veto. I think the President has no more right 
to withdraw a veto than he has to withdraw his signature to a bill 
after he has signed it. It seems to me the question is not open to 
argument, and I can see no occasion for referring the message to a 
committee and asking the opinion of a committee upon it. As has 
been said, it might leave the inference that there was doubt ab®ut it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer the last message to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? on 
which the yeas and nays must be taken under the Constitution. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 36, nays 
none; a8 follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Boutwell, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christiancy, Clayton, Cockrell, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, 
Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe. Ingalls, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Ker- 
nan, Key, MeCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Oglesby, Pad- 
dock, Patterson, Randolph, Sargent, Spencer, West, and Windom—36. 

NAYS—0. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Bruce, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Conover, Davis, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, Edmunds, Gold- 
thwaite, Gordon, Hamilton, Hamlin, Johnston, Logan, Maxey, Merrimon, Norwood, 
Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, 
Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—35. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the passage of the bill notwith- 
standing the objections of the President the yeas are 36 and the nays 
none. Two-thirds having voted for the passage of the bill, the same 
is poem. 

Mr. INGALLS. As this is a novel question, I suggest that it would 


not probably be necessary to transmit to the House the last message 
of the President. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table, if there be 
no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 165) to defray the expenses of the joint committee of the 
Senate and House of Representatives to prepare a suitable form o7 
government for the District of Columbia; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

JUNIUS T. TURNER—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message: 

To the Senate of the United States 

For the reasons presented in the accompanying communications, submitted by 
the Secretary of War, I have the honor to return herewith, without my approval, 
Senate bill No. 561, entitled “‘An act for the relief of Major Junius T, Turner 

U. 8. GRANT 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 15, 1876. 

Mr. SPENCER. Let that go over to the next session. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the bill, with the message, be re- 
ferred to the appropriate committee, the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it not disrespectful to refer it without its being 
read? I hope no Senator will object to the message being read. 

Mr. SARGENT. The message has been read; the accompanying 
documents have not been. 

Mr. DAVIS. Senators in whom I have confidence differ with me, 
and I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves the 
reference of the bill and the message to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPENSES OF JOINT DISTRICT COMMITTEE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 165) to defray the expenses of the joint committee 
of the Senate and House of Representatives to prepare a suitable 
form of government for the District of Columbia. 

The joint resolution was read at length. It appropriates $3,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, for the purpose of paying the 
expenses of the joint committee, one-half to be disbursed from the 
contingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund 
of the House of Representatives. 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution was read three times, 
and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now appoint the 
members of the Senate upon the special committee. The Chair ap- 
points the Senator from Alabama, Mr. SPENCER; the Senator from 
Minnesota, Mr. WINDOM; and the Senator from Maryland, Mr. WiyTr. 

PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives : 

Resolved bu the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring.) That there be 
paid out of the contingent funds of the respective Houses the usual per diem allow 
ance to clerks of committees not having a yearly salary for a period of thirty-one 
days from the Ist day of August, 1876. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is of no valne unless made a joint resolu- 
tion. I move to make it a joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
an amendment to make this a joint resolution. The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so modified. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) author- 
izing an allowance to certain clerks of committees was read three 
times, and passed. 

ALABAMA ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution I offered yesterday for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to investigate the recent election in Alabama, and on that mo- 
tion I desire to submit a few remarks. 

Warned, Mr. President, by the experience of Mississippi and fully 
apprised of an existing conspiracy on the part of the southern democ- 
racy to overcome the republican majorities in the seceding States, no 
matter at what cost or hazard or by what process or formula, I was 
not unprepared to learn that Alabama had been fraudulently carried 
by the democratic party. But I confess my surprise when the result 
of the late election in Alabama was heralded throughont the land 
and so indorsed upon the floor of the Senate as a peaceable, honest, 
and fair election, the majority not less than forty thousand ; this the 
legitimate result, so said, of change of political sentiment in that 
State. 

I was astonished to hear the report, commonly made and credited, 
but no less false, that this overwhelming majority was accomplished 
by the addition of the colored vote, which, as alleged, was polled 
largely for the democratic nominees, and against its old associates of 
the republican party, freely and of its own volition; an indorsement 
by the colored people of the propriety of democratic reform and in 
| vindication of the administration of the democratic governor. 
| Glaring and flagrant as were the frauds in Alabama at the election 
of 1874, when Georgia on the one side and Mississippi on the other, 
by preconcerted arrangement, colonized the State, stuffing the baliot- 
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boxes with illegal votes for the democratic candidates; when disor- 
der, violence, and conspiracy reigned supreme ; when counties of ad- 
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I feel called upon to make these animadversions becanse of the 
trumpetings of this 40,000 democratic majority alleged to have a: 


mitted republican strength were made to return heavy democratic | crued at a fair, unrestricted, and peaceable election. I am anthor- 
majorities without respect to the registration or the census of voters | ized to deny that the colored vote was polled for the democratic 
and inhabitants; when republicans found themselves powerless to | candidates, and at the same time to assert that such portion of this 


resist the fearfal combinations surrounding them, unable to check 
the open, avowed, and undisguised tide of revolution inaugurated by 
the secession democracy ; when the condition of the State was simply 
that of anarchy and confusion; yet, nevertheless, the whole sinks 
into utter insignificance when compared with the recent election of 
August, 12°76. 

The election of 1474 was simply a revolution to pave the way for 
future aggressions upon the honest republican majority of the State 
of Alabama, as well as a desperate attempt to seize the reins of power, 
80 that a democratic Legislature might enact laws practically dis- 
franchising the colored voters. It was a bold and cunning move upon 
the political chess-board; and by combining forces with the demo- 
crats of the neighboring States of Georgia and Mississippi and by 
other frauds, conspiracies, and violences, the scheme succeeded, and 
Alabama passed under control of the secession democracy. 

Forthwith the plan was put into execution, by which the State, 
which since reconstruction had twice cast her electoral vote for the 
republican candidates, could be transferred to the control of the de- 
mocracy and her electoral vote secured to the nominees of that party. 
By the operation of unnecessary and improper changes and altera- 
tions of the existing laws respecting elections the recent farce of an 
election was consummated, by which the hypothetical majority of 
40,000 is claimed to have been rolled up for the democratic nominees. 

Information comes to me from all parts of the State and from most 
worthy sources that it was openly avowed and declared, no matter 
how large the republican vote might be, the democracy intended to 
carry the State, and that if the votes showed a republican majority it 
would not be counted. With the machinery of the election in their 
own hands, with full and perfect understanding what desperate pur- 
pose was sought to be accomplished, it is certainly not surprising the 
democracy should have carried Alabama. But when it is attempted 
to foot up a so-called “honest majority” of 40,000 upon an alleged 
free, fair, and peaceable election, the sublimity of democratic assur- 
ance and arrogance seems to have been reached. Having overshot the 
mark, inquiry into the modus operandi by which this anomalous result 
was accomplished willin the judgment of my constituents and myself 
develop and discover one of the blackest conspiracies against the 
constitutional right of free, fair, and impartial exercise of suffrage 
and atended with peculiar invasions and cruelties. 

Whatever may be urged respecting republican government in other 
States, certain it is the republicans of Alabama have always ac- 
quiesced in the willof the majority when fairly and honestly ex- 
pressed against them. The republican government of Alabama has 
generally been marked for its ability, integrity, and economy. There 
never has existed any class legislation, and no discriminations were 
ever made by the republican Legislatures for or against any citizen, 
nor were the events of secession and rebellion visited in punishment 
against any person. None were disfranchised, and the extent of the 
republican demand was then, and is now, simply that every citizen, 
no matter of what race or color, shall be permitted to vote as he lists, 
without impediment or hinderance, and that such vote may count one, 
no more, no less. 

It therefore is clear the democracy of Alabama have no just cause 
of complaint against the republican administration of the State. 
There were no issues between the contending parties that could not 
be peaceably and properly settled at the ballot-box. But nothing 
less than aggrandizing the entire political power of the State could 
satisfy them; and well knowing that upon fair and honest count 
ihe republicans were in a majority of not less than 10,000, they have 
utilized the double event of the centennial year and a presidential 
campaign to parade this farce of an election as the forerunner of 
what may be expected in November next. 

By the operation of their election machinery it is estimated over 
sixty thousand republican voters were deprived of their suffrages at 
the recent election. In addition to combining to prevent voters 
reaching the ballot-boxes, these boxes were subjected to the deplet- 
ing process. Republican tickets were destroyed and democratic bal- 
lots ietanpahated in lieu. To recount the various and multiform 
tricks, cheats, and devices resorted to to accomplish this 40,000 ma- 
jority would prove an almost endless task. 

Each day brings me advices from every part of the State, with but 
the one common plaint of fraud, violence, and terrorism. Reputoble 
citizens write me the harrowing recital of thes» wrongs, but beg me 
not to reveal their names, fearful of arousing the vengeance of the 
guilty parties. Each begs to remain incognito, not because of his irre- 
sponsibility, but for dread of assassination or other violence. There 
appears to exist ne appreciable difference between the terrorisms of 
three or four years since (the heyday of the Ku-Kiux) and the pres- 
ent hour. Republicans in the State of Alabama do not and cannot 
feel secure in their persons and property. The fact that the massacre 
of innocent and unoffending colored citizens still continues, and yet 
finds apologists and extenuators on the floors of Congress, goes far 
toward increasing this feeling of uneasiness, and the Eemeuratie tri- 
umph in Alabama is very justly looked upon as but another chapter 
in the ritual of the white-liners of the South. 


vote as was permitted to be cast and counted was true and faithfy! 
to the republican party in every sense. 

Iam in possession of satisfactory evidence showing that votes cast 
by republicans for the republican ticket were counted for their ad- 
versaries, either through fraudulent canvass or by changing the bal- 
lots after the polls had closed. I am also advised that thousands of 
republican voters were challenged away from the polls, and mobs 
and riots were instituted to prevent many from voting. 

Telegraphic dispatches to the United States marshal were seized 
and the operator forbidden to send them; and the mass of informa- 
tion and data showing how thorough and complete was the conspir- 
acy to deprive republicans of their franchise grows daily and hourly 
into vast proportions. 

From every locality in the State come letters from responsible citi- 
zens protesting against this election as replete with the grossest frauds 
and covered with the vilest infamies. Many of these communica- 
tions emanate from republicans, who, in matters of party discipline, 
have heretofore differed with me. But they all attest the fact, with- 
out dissent, that the late election in Alabama has never been sur- 
passed or even equaled in the extent and character of its frauds, vil- 
lainies, and terrorisus. 

It is a matter of grave importance to the country that such con- 
spiracies should be unearthed and exposed, A remedy should exist 
for grievances and crimes of like character. If the Constitution 
guarantees to every law-abiding citizen equal rights and equal appli- 
cation of the laws, why should not the guarantee be made effectual ? 
The unoffending colored citizens, whose lives and rights are held so 
cheaply by the democracy of the South, vote as intelligently as any 
other class; and to their credit be it said, they remain true and 
steadfast to the tenets and dicta of that party through whose efforis 
and wisdom the bondman has been liberated, and the curse, taint, 
and reproach of human slavery has been lifted from the land. 

Heedless people are prone to satisfy themselves with the reflection 
that “ all this has passed.” Of what avail is freedomif it be only sup- 
planted by helotry and vassalage? Of what service is the right of 
suffrage if it be hindered, delayed, embroiled, and denied? Why 
should the ballot carry with its exercise personal danger and oppres- 
sion ? i 4 

There is no true liberty in a land which enacts liberal laws and 
yet fails to protect the citizen in their exercise. Every elector should 
be permitted, not only by law but by predominant public sentiment, 
to securely place his ballot in the box and have it honestly counted 
The democracy in the Southern States, and notably in Alabama, are 
opposed to the exercise of these rights except by members of their 
own party. The late election is the result of this autochthonic tyrrany. 

Forty thousand democratic majority in a republican State needs 
explanation. How wasit accomplished? Let the country have the 
tacts, and for this purpose I press the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. The resolution is not up yet. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be read for information. 
The question is on proceeding to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COOPER. I inquire of the Senator from Alabama if he de- 
sires to press the resolution ? 

Mr. SPENCER. If it can be passed without opposition, I should 
like to have it pass. 

Mr. COOPER. It cannot be passed without opposition. 

Mr. SPENCER. At this late hour if the other side wish to debate 
it I shall have to let it go to December, and the committee can be ap- 
pointed at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion or withdraw it? 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from Tennessee, I suppose, is disposed 
to object to the consideration of it. 

Mr.NORWOOD. That resolution cannot be passed without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
withdraw his motion f 

Mr. SPENCER. I will let it go until December, and give notice 
that I will then call it up and urge its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws his motion. 


Does the Senator insist on his mo- 


WILLIAM H. HARRISON. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 310) granting a pension to William H. Harrison. 

The motion was agreed to ; oa oe Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of William Il. 
Harrison, late a private in Company F, Seventy-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA JANE BLUMER. 


Mr. INGALLS. The House and Senate have both passed a bill 
granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blamer, which was returned by the 
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President with his objections, upon the ground that the deceased | 
husband of the beneficiary of the bill was wrongly described as to the | 
company in which he served. In the bill which passed he was de- 
scribed as a private of Company A, whereas in fact he was a member 
of Company B, in the Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- | 
teers. ‘The House bave repassed a bill correcting that error, and have 
sent it to the Senate. I move that the bill be now taken up for con- | 
sideration by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4093) granting a 
pension to Eliza Jane Blumer. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza Jane Blumer, 
widow of Henry A. Blumer, a private of Company B, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| 


JAMES ARGYLE SMITH. 


Mr. COOPER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 620) to remove the political disabilities of James 
Argyle Smith, of Mississippi. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed; 
two-thirds of the Senators present voting in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (S. No. 736) granting a pension to Mary M. J. Frank; and 

A bill (8. No, 951) removing the political disabilities of Stephen D. 
Lee, of the State of Mississippi, and others. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
No. 297) fixing the limit of expenditure for the erection of a public 
building at Little Rock, Arkansas, with an amendment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House of Representatives, pursuant to a concurrent resolution of 
the two Houses, had appointed as members on the part of the House 
of the joint select committee to-prepare a form of government for 
the District of Columbia Mr. HresTeER CLYMER of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Erra Hunton of Virginia, and Mr. GEORGE WILLARD of Michigan. 





COMMISSION ON RELATIVE VALUE OF COIN, 


Mr. DAVIS. This morning the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions, [Mr. INGALLS,] who is not in his seat now, obtained an un- 
derstanding that the Senate should go through with the cases re- 
ported by the Committee on Pensions which are on the Calendar. I 
regret that I do not find him in his seat now, but I move to take up 
the next bill on the Calendar at the point where its consideration was 
suspended. The next bill on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. No. 
ae granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Custer, widow of George 

. Custer. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will allow 
ameasure of general importance to be taken up first. It is merely a 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives. I have found 
no opportunity to ask the Senate to take any action upon it since the 
absence of the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; for that purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to take up this resolution; and I will state 
that the Committee on Finance amended the proposition and put it 
in a more acceptable form and made it into a bill, but it is so late in 
the session, and there is so little difference between the two that it is 
deemed best that we should obtain the action of the Senate upou the 
original proposition as presented by the House. 

I move that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives : 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That a commis- 
sion is hereby authorized and constituted, to consist of three Senators, to be ap 
pointed by the Senate; three members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 
pee d by the Speaker ; and experts, not exceeding three in mumber, to be selected 
xy and associated with them, with authority to determine the time and place of 
meeting. and te take evidence; and whose duty it shall be to inquire— 

_birst. Inte the change which has taken place in the relative value of gold and 
silver; the causes thereof, whether permancnt or ovherwise; the effects thercof 
upon trade, commerce, finance, and productive interests of the country, and upon 
the standard value in this and foreign countries ; 5 

Second. Into the ger of the restoration of the double standard in this coun 
try; and, if restored, what the legal relation between the two coins, silver and 
gold, should be; 

Third. Into the policy of continuing legal-tender notes concurrently with the 
metallic standards, and the effects thereof upon the labor, industries, and wealth 
of the country; and, 

_ Fourth. Into the best means for providing for facilitating the resumption of spe- 
cle payments, 

And said commission is authorized to employ a stenographer, and shall report on 
or before the 15th day of January, 1877, with the evidence taken by them, and such 
recommendations for legislation as they may deem proper. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. When this resolution came from the 
ouse and was referred to the Committee on Finance the committee 















made some small amendments, one particularly where they struck 
out the word “experts” and inserted the word “ assistants,” because 
they were unable to see who could be an expert in this country with 


| regard to the cause of the variance in the relation between gold and 


silver. They could not understand whe could be an expert in the 
effect that a fall in silver or a rise in gold would hayg on the com- 
merce of the world, nor could they understand how ¥. duty could 
be imposed upon that committee of deciding who could be an expert 
as to the effect of having a legal-tender circulation in this country 
concurrently with gold and silver. There is scarcely a proposition 
submitted to the committee for its examination upon which they 
would be able to find experts in this country. In fact, if the com- 
mittee should be able to find such experts it would be well for the 
committee to recommend their immediate election to the Senate and 
House of Representatives. We struck out the word “experts” and 
put in the word “assistants,” that being more appropriate ; but as it 
is impossible now, on account of the lateness of the hour in the ses- 
sion, to have the amendment adopted by the House, the Senate com- 
mittee have thought proper to let the resolution pass as it stands 
with that inappropriate word in it. 

Mr. NORWOOD. We have on the table a resolution reported by 
the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. LOGAN. ] 

Mr. MORRILL. Let this pass as the House has sent it to us; 
otherwise it may not pass at all. 

Mr. NORWOOD. wanted to move that as a substitute for the 
resolution, but upon the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont I 
will not do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
the resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the members of the commission on the part of the Sen- 
ate; and Mr. JoNgEs of Nevada, Mr. BOUTWELL, and Mr. BoGy were 
appointed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LITTLE ROCK. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, there is upon your desk a bill of 
the Senate which has just been returned from the House with an 
amendment, which fixes the limit to be expended on the public build 
ing at Little Rock. I ask that that bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. No. 297) fixing the limit of expenditure for the 
erection of a public building at Little Rock, Arkansas. 

The amendment of the House was in line 8, to strike out the words 
“and fifty ;” so as to read: 

Fixing the limit of expenditure authorized for the site and full completion of 
said building at $200,000. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The amendment of the House reduces the amount 
$50,000. While I would be glad to havo the original amount retained, 
I move that the amendment be concurred in. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


COMMODORES ON RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the biil (H. R. No. 800) relating to the promotion of commo- 
dores on the retired list of the Navy. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It amendssection 1460 of the 
Revised Statutes, to wit : ‘‘ There may be allowed upon the retired list 
of the Navy nine rear-admirals by promotion on that list; by adding 
thereto the following words: “or who, being at the outbreak of the 
late war of the rebellion citizens of any State which engaged in such 
rebellion, exhibited marked fidelity to the Union in adhering to the 
flag of the United States; but this section shall not prevent the 
Secretary of the Navy from promoting to the grade of rear-admiral 
on the retired list, in addition to the number herein provided, those 
commodores who have commanded squadrons by order of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, or who have performed other highly meritorious 
service.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TAX ON SPIRITS. 

Mr. GORDON. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
appoint a commission of tive persons to examine the system and devices employed 
in the collection of internal-revenue taxes upon distilled spirits and fermented 
liquors, and report what changes, if an hould be made therein; said commis- 
sion being directed, to that end, to examine and report upon such systems and 
devices for that purpose as may be submitted to them ; and he is further ré quest d 
to transmit to the Senate in December next the report of said commission, to- 
gether with such reeommendations as he may think proper to make regarding 
amendments to the laws relating to the method of collecting said taxes. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It seems to me we have not time to consider 
such a resolution as that at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts object to its present consideration ? 

Mr. BOUTWELL, For the purpose of hearing what is to be said, 
I shall object. 
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Mr. GORDON. I only wanted to say that it is a resolution simply 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to select five persons with- 
out any pay, such as he may choose to select, to examine the devices 
that may be presented to him for the purpose of preventing fraud 
in the whisky manufacture, and to report at the next session. There 
is nothing papnerteativs in it except merely to get these matters be- 
fore us at th® next session,so that we may see what is best to be done. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I presume there has not been a year when the 
Secretary of the Treasury has not done this very thing of his own 
motion. The persons who make inventions come to the Department 
with them, and they are examined, I presume, as often as once in six 
months, for the purpose of ascertaining what value there is in them. 
I do not believe we need to pass a resolution in relation to the 
subject. 

Mr. GORDON. The resolution simply directs him to appoint a com- 
mission. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I do not think it is necessary. I shall have to 
object to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

EDWARD A. LELAND. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask Senators to yield to me a moment, while I 
ask the Senate to take up and consider Senate bill No. 691, reported 
from the Committee on Patents by my colleague, [Mr. KERNAN, ] 
whose printed report I have in my hand. It is a bill to extenda 
patent, which is not a favorite classof bills in the Senate. In this case, 
however, the report shows that this man from poverty and sickness 
was not able to avail himself of his invention, which is an improve- 
ment in paint-cans. The patent has never been extended; he has re- 
ceived substantially nothing from it, and the committee thought the 
facts presented to them in this printed report make it an exceptional 
case, Which, within the rules adopted by the Senate, ought to be 
favorably considered. I ask to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
the consideration of the bill which he has named. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have here the report, which is very brief, and 
which, if any single Senator doubts the propriety of the bill, I will 
read or have read. It is a report made by my colleague, who is here 
and who is also familiar with the case. I think there will be no objec- 
tion to it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 691) for the relief of 
Edwin A. Leland. It directs the Commissioner of Patents to grant 
a rehearing of the application of Edwin A. Leland for the extension 
of letters-patent granted to him on the 14th of August, 1860, for 
improvement in paint-cans, and to revive and extend the patent for 
the further term of seven years from and after the 14th of August, 
1874, if, in his judgment, the patentee was the original and first in- 
ventor of the invention described in the patent, and the invention is 
useful, and the patentee has failed, without neglect or fault on his 
part, to obtain from the use and sale of the invention a reasonable 
remuneration for the time, ingenuity, labor, and expense bestowed 
upon the same and the introduction thereof into use; and the letters- 
em when so revived and extended, shall have the same effect in 
aw as if they had been originally granted for the term of twenty- 
one years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORRECTION OF ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution 
(IL. R. No, 166) amending the eighth section of the act making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other pur- 
poses; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. It will not take halfa minute. It is 
merely to correct a clerical error. 

By unanimons consent, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 166) amend- 
ing the eighth section of the act making appropriations for the 
legislative, exeentive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes, was read 
twice, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It amends sec- 
tion 8 of the act by striking out the words “ 12th day of July,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “19th day of July.” 

: Mr. SARGENT. I should like to have an explanation of the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WrnDoM] 
has charge of it. The date referred to should be the 19th of July. 
The clerks made a mistake in enrolling, and made it the 12th, and 
this joint resolution has been passed to correct that error. 

Mr. SARGENT. I only wish to know that the Senator is sure it is 
an error. 

Mr. PATTERSON, That is all; it is only an error. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AvGusT 15, 


REDICK MCKEE. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 620) for the relief of Redick McKee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It refers the memorial and 
claims of Redick McKee, late disbursing agent of the Indian Depart- 
ment in California, (Miscellaneous Document No. 102, printed Feb- 
ary 25, 1871,) for examination and settlement to the Secretary of the 
Interior. It authorizes the Secretary, if he shall find the allegations 
and statements of the claimant veritied by the records of the De- 
partment, or other satisfactory evidence, to allow him such relicf 
asmay be equitable and just, to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I oy the Senate is aware that this is an old 
matter which has been decided by the Senate a good many times, 
but as the appropriation is unlimited I suppose there will be no ob- 
jection to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose it is no more than just that I should state 
tothe Senate that this bill was before the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs and received protracted consideration, and the best that could 
be done with it was to report it back without any recommendation 
whatever. It involves the examination of a large number of ac- 
counts. It is a claim of very venerable antiquity. It has passed the 
ordeal of repeated examinations through the Department of the In- 
terior, and now comes to us, as it has always seemed to me, in very 
questionable guise ; but having said this much I discharge my duty 
and leave the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isit a House bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. It isa House bill. The Calendar of the Senate 
states that it was reported back from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. BoGy] without amendment. [ 
do not believe that a claim is necessarily suspicious simply when be- 
cause of accidents which occur here every session it is impossible to 
have it brought earlier to the attention of Congress in order to be 
passed. This bill already has passed the House of Representatives, 
but failed for want of time in the last Congress. A partial settle- 
ment of this matter was made some years ago; but the matter in- 
volved in this bill has never been settled, and unquestionably is 
justly due to a good man, who discharged faithfully a service to the 
the Government under very difficult circumstances. It seems to mo 
it is no more than right that we should refer this matter to a man 
whom we know to be extremely careful, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, to ascertain if anything is due as shown by the records of his 
Department. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will say in addition to that, that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in examining this question found that the Secre 
tary of the Interior acknowledged a portion of the claims as being 
just which are proposed to be submitted to him by this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it be in order to ask for the reading of the 
last statute that passed upon this subject making a settlement with 
this gentleman? If it is, [should like to have the Senator in charge 
of the bill read it to us. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have not the statute before me. I can find it, 
however, after some delay if the Senator desires to hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will simply ask for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. There is no use to try to stop this sort of thing. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. I thinkI ought to say that this claim, or what I sup- 
pose to be this claim, was before the Committee on Claims when I was 
a member of that committee. My recollection is that there was one 
allowance made to him by that committee to which I could not as- 
sent; but I take it for granted that all the money was paid to him at 
that time that anybody on that committee thought was due him. The 
consideration of that committee was several years ago. I do not re- 
member the facts sufficiently to restate them at all. 

Mr. SARGENT. I remember the circumstances very well. I was 
in Congress at that time. I know an extremely hard provision or 
allowance was paid to this gentleman, and the concluding clause of 
the statute said it should be payment in full of all claims; but that 
is by no meansconclusive on @ongress, as I can show many instances 
where just such a clause was contained ina bill and nevertheless 
further allowances were made on further examination. I suppose 
every Senator, especially every Senator of experience, who hears me 
knows that is so. I have in my hand a list of some that I could name; 
but the bill does not make a direct allowance out of the Treasury 
om that on an examination of the records in the Department it 
merely authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain what 
amount may be due to him. My impression is that it will not be 
more than two or three thousand dollars at the very outside. I trust, 
as an act of tardy justice to a most excellent man who rendered 
good service to us, that this examination be allowed to take place. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is my understanding that the amount involved 
is very much larger than that named by the Senator from California. 
It extends a very long way beyond two or three thousand dollars. I 
am advised that the beneficiary of the bill already received every 
thing to which he could be properly entitled under a fair construc- 
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tion of the statutes and of the contract he had with the Government, 
and that these matters that now remain unadjusted arose from claims 
for damages of the most remote and consequential character, such as 
the difference between currency and gold at the time when he re- 
ceived certain remittances. 

Mr. SARGENT. There was no difference between currency and 
gold at that time. 

Mr. INGALLS. And also the loss that he suffered in consequence 
ef being compelled to mortgage his house to raise money to anticipate 
remittances made to him from the Department of the Interior. He 
claims, as I understand, that in consequence of the neglect and omis- 
sion of the Secretary to remit money he was compelled to mortgage 
his house; that, the times being hard and it being almost impossible 
to release it, legal proceedings were commenced and the house was 
sold, as he claims, at a sacrifice. What he now wishes is that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may be directed to inquire whether or not he 
has any equitable claims unon the Government for that class of losses 
incurred by him. 

Mr. SARGENT. McKee was one of three commissioners of Indian 
affairs sent in 1850 to California. He was sent with full authority to 
do certain things. It is very well known that at that time there was 
a vast crush of emigration to that State, pouring in there suddenly 
upon the Indian tribes, rudely disturbing them. Tens of thousands 
of white persons going into territory occupied by the Indians, troubles 
arose, and the Government sent commissioners to adjust those differ- 
ences and gave full authority to the commissioners to expend certain 
money. The Government was to send the money to them for that 
purpose. McKee went there in perfect good faith to carry out the 
purposes of the Government, and did succeed in pacifying those diffi- 
culties. The remittances of the Government did not come to hand, 
and since that time he has been trying to get back from the Govern- 
ment that which he spent in good faith when sent upon this mission. 
It is true that in consequence of the failure of the Government he 
became bankrupt, lost his house, and became a completely poor man. 
As I said before, it is a mere tardy act of justice to ascertain the 
amount which this man was compelled to pay then on the faith of 
the Government and pay it back to him at this time without interest. 

I have no idea the Secretary of the Interior would allow a doubt- 
ful item or one that was improper in any respect. As to there being 
items like differences in gold and currency, there was no difference 
in those days between gold and currency, and was not until years 


afterward. The only item the Senator refers to is that which shows 
the hardship of this matter, the fact that this man’s property was 
sacrificed when honestly performing a duty to the Government. As to 


the claimant himself, he is a man of most nnquestionable integrity, 
a man universally known as a spotless, most excellent, exemplary 


man. He has been suffering for years, endeavoring to recover the 
losses that he at that time suffered in the service of the Government, 


and I trust the Senate will pass the bill. 


Mr. HOWE. Does the Senator from California remember what I 
do not remember, that is, how many examinations this account under- 


went in the Interior Department before it came into Congress? 


Mr. SARGENT. I know the Interior Department never settled this 
account because, of changes of administration and other cireum- 
stances. Partial relief was made by Congress. Congress paid him a 
certain portion of the money which was due to him; that is to say, 
he had paid out a certain amount of money, and they drew a line ar- 
bitrarily through that amount and paid him part of it. He was then 
as much entitled to the other part as he was to that part which they 
gave, and if he is not entitled to the other part he was not entitled 


to that which was paid to him. 


Mr. HOWE. The Senator from California says the Interior De- 
partment has never settled this account. I suppose he is entirely 
correct in that; but is it not the fact that the Interior Departnfént 
has rejected it several times and refused to pay every item of this 


claim? 


Mr. SARGENT. No; I do not know that that is true. The House 


report which I hold in my hand says— 


That the Interior Department, from which information respecting this matter 
has been sought, has “ stated that it was not prepared, without a full examination 
of the case, to give an opinion upon the merits of the allowance suggested by the 
claimant in his memorial, and also that, should the proposed joint resoiution meet 
the approval of Congress, Mr. McKee's claim will receive careful attention at the 


hands of the Department.” 


_ That is the only information I have upon that point. I suppose 
if the Department had paid the claim it would never have reached 
Congress, so that prima facie it has been rejected by the Department; 
but that may have been because there may have been a defect in the 
@ppropriation or a defect in the law on the part of the Department to 


pass a this class of claims. 
Mr. H¢ 


twice before the Interior Department by act of Con 
power to the Department to allow all th 


ment had refused to go any further application was then mac 
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YWE. My recollection is that this case has been once or 
sss, with full 
" at ought to be paid of this 
claim; and that the Interior Department made allowances, I should 
think twice, upon this claim when it was referred to them, and finally 
refused to allow anything more; and that after the Interior yea 

6 to 
Congress, and the Committee on Claims had it under consideration ; 
and that that committee made another report in favor of the payment 
of several thousand dollars, and that that passed the two Houses and 
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he received that amount of money. Whether it has ever been before 
that committee since that allowance or not, I am not prepared to say. 
It seems it now comes from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the 
committee is not able to say whether he ought or ought not to have 
any more money. 

The facts of the case are very indistinct in my mind. My recol- 
lection is that this gentleman was one of three commissioners sent 
out some twenty-odd years ago to California, twenty-six years ago, 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] says, to expend on Indians 
there with whom we had no treaty relations whatever, and to whom 
we were under no obligations whatever, a specific sum of money ap- 
propriated, and all the duty as I remember that they were charged 
with was just expending that sum of money. I think the sum was 
$25,000. I believe there was an additional appropriation made sub- 
sequently. Their pay was fixed I think not by an act of Congress, 
but by some Department of the Government, probably the Interior 
Department. Somehow or other they contrived not only to spend 
that amount of money but to bring the Government into debt to 
themselves, or at least in debt to this one commissioner in an amount 
of money which we have been paying off by installments, as I have 
said. One or two of them were paid by special allowances of the 
Interior Department, one by an act passed on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and here is another claim for payment. My own 
recollection is that I was decidedly opposed to the allowance made 
by the Committee on Claims the last time. Therefore, unless I see 
that I was mistaken at that time, I do not see how I can vote for the 
bill now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the passage of 
the bill upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 16, nays 
23; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Davis, Gordon, Hitchcock, Jones of 
| Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Mitchell, Norwood, Patterson, Randolph, Sar 
gent, West, and Windom—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wis 
consin, Christiancy, Cockrell, Cooper, Edmunds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Howe, In 
galls, Kernan, Key, McCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Maxey, Morrill, Oglesby, and 
Saulsbury—23. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Booth, Cameron of Pennsyl- 
vania, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, 
Harvey, Johnston, Logan, Merrimon, Morton, Paddock, Ransom, Robertson, Sharon, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and 
Wright—32. 














So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. HOWE subsequently said: A short time since the bill (H. R. 
No. 620) for the relief of Redick McKee was defeated. I took some 
part in that debate, supposing it was a claim which was formerly ex- 
amined by me when a member of the Committee on Claims. I have 
been assured since the vote was taken that I was entirely mistaken ; 
that claim never was before that committee. Iam not at all certain 
that I was not mistaken ; I therefore ask leave to enter a motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not to be called up now? 

Mr. HOWE. No, it is not the purpose of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to call it up at this session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

MRS. JAMES K. POLK. 


Mr. KEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 882) for the relief of Mrs. James K. Polk, of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay $1,500 to Mrs. James K. Polk, widow of the late 
President of the United States, in full satisfaction of her claim for 
property supplied the United States Army in Yalabusha County, 
Mississippi. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I should like to have the report read, if one 
accompanies the bill, in order to see what the appropriation is for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted from the Com- 
mittee on Claims by Mr. CocKRELL, July 5: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 882) for the 
relief of Mrs. James K. Polk, of Nashville, Tennessee, have duly considered the 
same, and submit the following report: 

The bill provides for the payment to Mrs. James K. Polk, the widow of the late 
President Polk, of the sum of $1,500 for property supplied the Uniced States Army 
in Yalabusha County, Mississippi. 

Your committee find from the evidence that Mrs. Polk was loyal to the Union 
during the late war, and that she was, in August, 186%, the owner of ten head of 
rood, serviceable mules claimed to be of the value of $2,000, and of two saddles and 
bridles claimed to be worth $40, and that on or about the 19th day of August, 1863, 
the cavalry troops of the United States Army, then passing by her planiation in 
Yalabusha County, Mississippi, took the above property, and the same was used 
for Army purposes, and that the sum of $1,500, as named in this bill, passed by 
the House of Representatives, is a moderate and reasonable price for said property. 

Your committee find that the loyalty of the claimant, her ownership of the prop- 
erty, the taking of the same by the United States troops for Army uses, and the reason 
able value of the same as named in the bill, are sufficiently proved to justify the 
passage of this bill. a : tee 

Your committee further find that the commissioners of claims have jurisd‘ction 
of this case, and that this claim was presented to said commissioners for allowance, 
and that, in pursuance of aresolation passed by the Houseof Representatives in 1874, 
the commissioners of claims transmitted to the Honse all the papers and evidence 
in said case on the &th day of April, 1874, and that this claim has never been decided 
by said commissioners and is still pending before them. 
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If this were an ordinary case, your committee would not hesitate to decline to 
take any action, and would leave the claimant to pursue her remedy before the 
commissioners of claims, and your committee now distinctly avow their polic yand 
determination to leave all claimants in cases wherein the Court of Claims or the 


commissiovers of claims have jurisdiction, to pursue their remedies before said 
tribunals 

\s the claimant and her case are, however, exceptional, your committee have 
concluded, under the peculiar circ rt this bill back to the Senate 
for it ction, assuring the Senate and all claimants that this shall be no precedent 
for such action in any other case. 


Mr. INGALLS. The language of the report is that this is not an 
ordinary case; that it is exceptional in some manner which is not 
described. If the claimant was a loyal citizen of the United States 
and the property was taken in a legal method for the use of the 
United States forces, and vouchers given, as was ustal in such cases, 
I cannot understand why they were not paid upon presentation, or, if 
they were delayed, how it happens that the claim has not been suc- 
cessfully prosecuted either before the Court of Claims or before the 
board of commissiovers appointed for the adjustment of such claims. 
Before I can vote for the bill under these circumstances I should re- 
quire some further authentication both of the loyalty of the claimant 
and of the legality of this demand, aud some assurance of the pecul- 
iarity that makes this net an ordinary case, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know what the distinguished Senator 
from Kansas will require as to the loyalty of the claimant. The 
question of the loyalty of the claimant was submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Five of that committee are republicans in good 
standing in this body. I reported the case to the committee upon 
the facts and evidence which were before us, and that report was ap- 
proved by the committee, as proving the fact of her loyalty, the fact 
that the property belonged to her, and the further fact that the prop- 
erty was taken while a cavalry command of the United States was 
passing by her plantation, and that there was no receipt given for it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Simply because she was not there at the time, 
and the overseer was not present at the time it was taken. He saw 
the officers in possession of the property afterward. The cavalry 
command was making a raid through the country, and needed these 
mules and the property for transportation for the benetit of the Army, 
and took them, but did not take time to give any receipt or any- 
thing of the kind. The question of her loyalty was raised after the 
committee reported the bill to the Senate, when I asked for the 
consideration of it. The distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] had the kindness to give me the names of parties who 
would prove that she was disloyal. I wrote to those parties and I 
brought one of them here into the Senate Chamber and proposed to 
introduce him to the Senator from Vermont and did take him to the 
Senator from Lowa, the chairman of the committee. This man was 
one of the persons who were said to have the information which 
would show her to be disloyal; but, on the coutrary, he proved her 
loyalty, and we were all abundantly satisfied upon that point. I 
think the Senator from Kansas will find, if he will look at the re- 
ports coming from the Committee on Claims, that I do not propose 
to pass upon the loyalty of persons simply upon their statement. I 
recognize the fact that I risked everything I had in the world, that I 
lost it, and am entitled to no compensation for it; and I recognize 
the fact that every man, woman, and child in the South who ocen- 
pied the position that I did have no claims whatever upon this Gov- 
ernment for compensation for property taken or destroyed. We are 
not asking it. I would say to the distinguished Senator that I will 
confess another thing, and that is that we do not have the most un- 
bounded, heart-rending sympathy for those people who were living 
among us during the war and claimed to be loyal, and we are just 
as much disposed to bring the strictest rule adopted by the Senate to 
bear upon them that the Senator or any other Senator upon this floor 
desires to bring to bear. If I did not believe that the loyalty of Mrs. 
Polk, the widow of the late Ex-President Polk, was above suspicion 
in this matter, I should have reported against the claim with a great 
deal of pleasure and satisfaction. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator why there has been this ex- 
traordinary delay in the prosecution of this clatm. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thisclaim was filed before the commissioners of 
claims and with thirty thousand other claims still pending there and 
not acted on. I think that there are over thirty thousand claims 
pending before the commissioners of claims. The Senator will real- 
ize at once how impossible it is to pass upon all these claims. I be- 
lieve it was General Butler, a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, who caused this claim to be taken from the commissioners of 
claims. General Butler, while a member of the last House of Repre- 
sentatives, introduced a resolution requiring the commissioners of 
claims to send to the House of Representatives the papers in this case, 
and that was the way it was taken away from them. This claimant 
being the only living widow of an Ex-President be thought it was an 
exceptional case. General HuURLBUT and other officers there had it 
brought to the House, and I am told—I did not read the record of the 
ener iaey spoke of her loyalty to their own certain knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. KEY. I will say to my friend from Kansas that General Hurt- 
BUT, who, I understand, is a distinguished member of the other House 
of Congress, was the officer under whose command this property was 
taken, and he says the claim ought to be paid. 
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Mr. BOUTWELL. I should like to hear from the Senator from 
Missouri why this case is not disposed of in the claims commission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I answered that to the Senator from Kansas. 
There were, I think, over thirty thousand claims pending before the 
commissioners of claims and it has been simply a matter of physical 


| impossibility for them to pass upon all the claims and this claiin has 


not been reached. It was General Butler who had it brought from 
the commissioners of claims to the House in order to have it acted 
upon there and not await the delay, if Iam not mistaken. They act 
upon several thousand claims every year; but they cannot possibly 
act upon them all. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Is there a letter in existence from one of the 
commissioners questioning the loyalty of Mrs. Polk? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A telegram from one of the commissioners to the 
Senator from Vermont was handed to me by him, and aletter afterward 
gave the names of Colonel Ferry and General Mitchell as the parties 
who would show that she was disloyal. The letter was not given to 
me, but the names were given to me by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator misapprehended me somewhat, for I 
certainly made no point whatever upon the loyalty of the claimant. 
Of conrse Mrs. Polk, the widow of the late President, is well known 
to this country as a woman of extraordinary dignity and purity of 
character, and, so far as her loyalty is concerned, I have never heard 
anything one way or the other; but the language of the report itself 
is eminently calculated to arouse suspicion. The committee are ex- 
ceedingly careful to apologize for the report that they have made. 
They say it is not an ordinary case, and that they are exceedingly 
anxious that it shall not be made under any circumstances a prece- 
dent, aud that they would otherwise— 


Leave the claimant to pursue her remedy before the commissioners of claims ; 
and your committee now distinctly avow their policy and determination to leave 
all claimants in cases wherein the Court of Claims or the commissioners of claims 
have jurisdiction, to pursue their remedies before said tribunals. 

As the claimant and her case are, however, exceptional, your committee have 
concluded, under the peculiar circumstances, to report this bill back to the Senate 
for its action, assuring the Senate and all claimants that this shall be no precedent 
for such action in any other case. 


If Mrs. Polk is and was a loyal woman, if this property belonged 
to her, if it was taken in the ordinary'methods by the Government of 
the United States for the prosecution of its military affairs, if this 
was the value of the property named in this bill, how does this dif- 
fer from any other case that was before the commissioners of claims? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Kausas will 
allow me a moment, I will say that I was present at the meeting of 
the Committee on Claims when the case was considered, and accord- 
ing to my recollection the fact that made this case exceptional was 
this: The Committee on Claims never have recommended the pay- 
ment of a claim for property which was taken and used for the ben- 
efit of the Army unless it were taken by the order of some military 
ofticer authorized to make such order. My recollection is that in this 
case it appeared beyond all question that the property was taken and 
used by the Army, but it did not appear that it was taken by the 
order of any military officer. The Senator from Missouri made the 
report and will recollect more distinctly in regard to that point than 
Ido. But that is my recollection, and that is the reason that this 
case is exceptional. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I undertook to explain to the Senator from 
Kansas why it was an exceptional case, and instead of that report 
being criticised I supposed it would be commended by the Senate. 
The evidence was abundant to prove the facts stated in the report, 
althongh no receipt was given, and therefore no direct orders from 
the officer as the Senator from Wisconsin states; but we proposed to 
make it an exceptional case because the Committee on Claims do not 
prapose to take cognizance of every claim which is pending in the 
Court of Claims, before the commissioners of claims, in the Quarter- 
master’s Department, before the Third Auditor, or before the Commis- 
sary-General. There are large numbers of claims pending in all these 
Departments, and these applicants occasionally, about fifty a year I 
suppose, come to Congress to act upon their claims before those trib- 
unals having jurisdiction have decided their claims, and we make 
this an exceptional case to that class of claims. We do not intend 
that this shall be a precedent, held by the Senate, held by claimants, 
or any man, woman, or child in the land, that we intend to consider 
or act upon those cases. It is an isolated, exceptional cuse, the only 
case in the United States where it is possible for the wife of a late 
President to make a claim, and that was the ground upon which we 
made it an exceptional case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The peculiarity that the Committee on Claims 
apply to this claim in order to stand when other claimants present 
themselves must be a peculiarity of principle and not of caprice, how- 
ever generously and friendly that capricious action of the committee 
may be. I take it everybody will agree to that proposition. It can- 
not be made an exception on the ground that the committee feel a 
particular solicitude about this lady on account of the circumstance 
that her husband was once President of the United States. It must 
stand upon some principle, I think, in order to take it out of this rule. 

Now, Congress has provided a tribunal to investigate all cases of 
this character, where witnesses can be examined under oath and cross- 
examined as they give their testimony by counsel appearing and 
having plenty of time to get at the truth so far as cross-examina- 
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tion and the calling of counter-witnesses can avail to that end. The 
loyalty of this lady has been questioned, and one of the commission- 
ers of this court felt it to be his duty, seeing this bill up, to send to 
me—I suppose he sent it to me because he happened to be an acquaint- 
ance of mine and knew that I was generally in the Senate—a tele- 
gram, followed by a letter, which stated the names of persons who 
he was informed by responsible authority would testify in the direc- 
tion of her having sympathized with and assisted the so-called south- 
ern confederacy. These gentlemen may have since been applied to 
bv the committee. I do not know. 

“Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will certainly bear me out that I 
came to him sitting in his seat and offered to introduce to him one of 
the very men whose names he had sent me in order that he might talk 
with him himself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, but I am not the court of 
commissioners of southern claims; I am not the Committee on Claims 
of the Senate, and I sbould always beg to be excused from taking up 
the office as an individual Senator of catechising a witness in the 
nature of a cross-examination on the floor of this body. I think my 
constituents would require me to engage in some more general busi- 
ness than that. If this case were before a committee of which I was 
a member and a man came to the committee-room in the regular way 
and were put under oath, I should endeavor to the extent of my 
ability to get at what the truth really was. That is my answer to 
that. 

My point is—if there be any point against appropriations of this 
character—that there is no ground, whether this lady be loyal or dis- 
loyal, of relieving her case from the impartial and public examina- 
tion of a court where there are two sides to contest before a tribunal 
of facts of the case—the best method that human ingenuity has yet 
discovered of getting at the truth, though all methods sometimes fail. 
It being imputed to this lady that she does not fall within the class of 
persons who are entitled to relief as the law now stands—how long it 
may stand so (which depends upon the will of the American people 
which they will express in November) is another question—but as the 
law now stands the test of getting compensations and reclamations of 
this character is that of having been faithful to the cause of the Union 
during the war. As long as that test remains it ought to be impar- 
tially applied. There ought not to be any exceptions to a rule of that 
character that I can think of, and so far as justice and equality go is 
it not pretty hard to say that because a person is in high position his 
case or her case shall be taken out of the tribunal to which all other 
people are remitted, and receive the special and ex parte consideration 
of the law-making power? That is the question, and the Senate can 
answer it on this bill whichever way they think it ought to be an- 
swered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS calied forthe yeas and nays ; and they were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand there is no question about the 
fact that the property was taken and used by tho troops of the United 
States. 

Mr. KEY. None at all. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There is no dispute that the property was 
worth the value proposed to be paid by this bill. The only point is 
whether this lady was loyal. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no reason to doubt her loyalty. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I judged from inquiries put that that was 
the ground. 

Mr. RANSOM. Her loyalty is sufficiently established. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Government has taken the property of 
any citizen I cannot understand why it should deny the citizen re- 
muneration. If I were to take the property of my friend from Wis- 
copsin, there is no higher duty devolving on me in life than to pay 
for that property. I can conceive of no higher obligation resting on 
this Government than to pay for property which it has taken for the 
use of the Government. I do not think this claim stands in any dif- 
ferent light because the property happens to be the property of a 
lady in high social position. I therefore shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. HOWE. The yeas and nays are ordered on this bill. Thenthe 
Senate will indulge me in saying a word. I shall vote for the bill, 
but I want to say in two or three words why. It is undisputed that 
the property of this lady to the amount of $1,500 has been taken 
and applied to the use of the United States. The question is 
whether we shall pay for it. My friend from Vermont says we must 
not.make distinctions here in legislation between the high and low, 
between one and another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely asked if we should. 

Mr. HOWE. Well, he asked the question. I do not think we should 
make distinctions between the high and the low; but we must and 
we do make distinctions between one person and another. This lady, 
1 am told, is the widow of one who was once honored with the first 
magistracy of the nation. I did not help pay that honor to him my- 
self, but he was President of the United States. There is one other 
lady living, the widow of a President of the United States, and Con- 
gress voted to pay her a pension of $3,000 a year, and there was no 
pone that we had ever taken a dollar of her property. It was, as 
understood it, purely a gratuity voted by the generosity of the na- 
tion to the widow of one who had been an illustrious President. 
Nothing of that sort is asked here. The widow of one who has been 


President has contributed $1,500 to the necessities of the nation, and 
the question is whether we will return that money. 
that at one time she was not loyal. If she was ever disloyal, I take 
it it was only in opinion. I assume in the absence of any testimony 
to the contrary that she never bore arms against the Government of 
the United States, and I do not care to scrutinize or criticise or in- 
quire into her opinions or sentiments during that most disastrous col- 
lision between the different portions of the people of the United 
States. If there was before the Senate proof of such flagrant hostility 
as ruled her out of the regard of the people of the United States, I 
would take that into consideration. In the absence of any proof, I 
am not disposed myself to start an inquisition into what might have 
been her opinions at that time. It is enough for me to know that she 
was once the cherished wife of a President of the United States, that 
she is now the widow of that man, that we have had fifteen hundred 
dollars’ worth of her property; and it is too small a sum, I think, for 
us to higgle about. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to state that the question 
of the loyalty of Mrs. Polk was very carefully and fully investigated 
by the Committee on Claims, as we do investigate it in the case of 
every claim in which it is proper to investigate it, and the committee 
unanimously were entirely satisfied that the question of her loyalty 
was completely established. The committee had no doubt whatever 
in regard to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of 
the bill, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 37, nays 2; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Christiancy, Clayton, Cockrell, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Freligghuysen, 
Gordon, Harvey. Hitchcock, Howe, Ingalls. Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, 
Kelly, Kernan, Key, Logan, McCreery, McMillan. Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill, Nor 
wood, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Sargent, Saulsbury, and Spencer—37 

NAYS—Messrs. Boutwell and Edmunds—2. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Cameron of Pennsyl- 
vania. Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, Ferry, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, 
Hamlin, Johnston, McDonald, Merrimon, Morton, Oglesby, Paddock, Robertson, 


Sharon, Sherman, Stevenson, Thurman, Wadleigh, Wallace, West, Whyte, Win- 
dom, Withers, and Wright—32z 


It is suggested 


So the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr? G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1803) to provide for the appointment 
of commissioners for taking affidavits, &c., for the courts of the 
United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 2469) granting a pension to Oliver H. Irons, late sergeant, 
Company D, Twenty-third Michigan Volunteers; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House of Representatives had signed the following enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 297) fixing the limit of the expenditure for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Little Rock, Arkansas; 

A bill (S: No. 699) to confirm the sale of the marine hospital build- 
ing and grounds at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (S. No. 736) granting a pension to Mary M. J. Frank; 

A bill (S. No. 840) for the relief of Norman H. Ryan; 

A bill (S. No. 892) to encourage and promote telegraphic commuani- 
cation between America and Asia; 

A bill (S. No. 951) removing the political disabilities of Stephen D. 
Lee, of the State of Mississippi, and others ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 310) granting a pension to William H. Harrison ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1803) to provide forthe appointment of commis- 
sioners for taking affidavits, &c., for the courts of the United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2689) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, lowa; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from charges 
on account of ordnance stores furnished to Kansas Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer; * 

A bill (H. R. No. 4108) to amend an act entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue; ” 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) in reference to the wreck of the 
United States monitor Tecumseh ; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 165) to defray the expenses of -the 
joint committee of the Senate and House of Representatives to pre- 
pare a suitable form of government for the District of Columbia. 

EDUCATIONAL REPORT. 

Mr. PATTERSON. [ask unanimous consent, without previous no- 
tice, to introduce a bill to provide for printing additional copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Education, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. KERNAN. I must object. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from New York will not ob- 
ject. It is to provide for printing extra copies of the report of the 
Commissioner of Education. Every person wants it. 
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Mr. KERNAN. I want to pass a bill, but if I shall not lose my 
place I shall not object. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 1047) to provide for printing 
additional copies of the report of the Commissioner of Education. It 
provides that 20,000 additional copies of the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Education for 1875 be printed in addition to the 
copies already ordered, 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 
15,000 copies for the use of the House, and that the reports pass 
through the mails free of postage, subject only to the restrictions at 
present applied to the reports of the Commissioner of Agriculture ; 
and $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated 
for the execution of the work. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to inquire, retaining my right to object, 
how much it will cost to print 20.000 copies of this book ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will that cover binding? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It willcoverall. There is no use ordering print- 
ing unless we make an appropriation to pay for it. Everybody wants 
this, and now there is a chance to get it. 

Mr. DAVIS. My recollection is that a few weeks ago, under a reso- 
lution offered by myself, there was an additional number of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Education order to be printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ‘That was for the use of the Commissioner, but 
there are none provided for the use of the Senate and the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. My recollection is not the same as that of the Senator 
from South Carolina, because my object was to get some for distribu- 
tion. Iso stated at the time and | think you will tind now that on 
one of the appropriation bills probably, but if not on that on some 
other bill, there was a certain number ordered. It occurs to me that 
it was tive thousand to be divided in proper proportions between the 
Senate and the House. I am certain, however, that there was a 
number order for distribution ; I think this unnecessary. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senacvor from West Virginia is correct so 
far as regards the number of copies ordered for the use of the Com- 
missioner of Education, but those for the use of the Senate and House 
were stricken out. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
under the rules? 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I object. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I bad unanimous consent to introduce the bill. 
The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. But it can only be read once on one day except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KERNAN. It leads to debate. I desire to ask the Senate to 
take up a House bill which is proper to be acted on to relieve some 
parties. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What becomes of my bill? 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t goes over. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM STEVENS. 


Mr. KERNAN. I move to take up t*s bill (H. R. No. 719) for the 
relief of the heirs of William Stevens. I have the carefully prepared 
report of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CurisTIancy,] who will 
state, if any gentleman desires to make any objection, the facts of 
the case. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. The preamble recites that William 
Stevens made settlement and pre-emption on a certain tract of land, 
and prior to its survey was driven off by Indians; returned, and died 
on the land before perfecting his claim thereto under the then exist- 
ing laws. The bill therefore authorizes his heirs to enter at the 
United States land office at Sioux Falls, Dakota Territory, the south- 
east quarter of section No. 16, in township No. 101, in range 49, upon 
the payment of $1.25 per acre therefor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to say that the bill had the unanimous 
approval of the Senate Committee on Private Land Claims, of whom 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpDMUNDs] is one. That is sufficient 
I hope. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASSISTANT RECORDER OF DEEDS. 
‘Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No, 752. 

The motion was agreeed to; and the bill (S. No. 752) authorizing 
the recorder of the District of Columbia to appoint an assistant, with 
certain powers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia propose to amend the 
bill by striking out in line 13 the words: 

The recorder shall be allowed by the District for all record-books, dockets, and 
furniture necessary for his office, 

And inserting : 


Provided, That no additional expense shall be incurred by the District for said 
deputy, and no other fees shal! be allowed than are now provided by law. 


Does this not go to the Committee on Printing 


It does under one objection. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 
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PETER PHILLIPS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to take up Senate bill No. 828. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 828) for the relief 
of Peter Phillips was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides for the payment to Peter Phillips, of Nlinois, the pay and 
allowances of a first lieutenant of cavalry from October 14, 1563, ty 
March 9, 1874, less the pay of a sergeant of cavalry, which was re 
ceived by him for that time. 

The Committee on Military Affairs proposed to amend the bill by 
striking out “ 1874” and inserting “1864.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SOUTHERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3012) to authorize the Southern Maryland 
Railroad Company to extend a railroad into and within the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Senator where that railroad starts from and 
what the intention of itis? In other words, to explain the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. It is a railroad that is now being rapidly brought 
to completion, being built to ran from some point in Southern Mary- 
land to the city of Washington. They desire to form a connection 
with both the Baltimore and Potomac and the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
roads at the Anacostia River, about a mile from the Capitol. It is 
something that everybody wants. There can be no objection to it. 
It brings no additional track within the city. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before we allow any other railroad to come in 
here, I think we ought to act upon both the bills that have already 
been introduced by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
requiring the depots that are now occupied by the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad and the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad to be removed 
from their present places. If I thought this was a suitable time to 
take up the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad bill which repeals the 
authority they now have to go across the public grounds and Sixth 
street, I would do it; but I hardly think we can consider any rail- 
road bill at this late hour of the session. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
to be brought in. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will take up time. 
which there will be no objection. 
bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. This does not go through any public reservation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have had no opportunity to call up bills from the 
Military Committee. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 
Alabama. 

Mr. LOGAN. Objection being made to that, I ask for the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 1237. 


This is not really a railroad bill; it is a road ready 


Let us go on with bills to 
I ask leave to take up a private 


I shall object to the bill of the Senator from 


BENJAMIN F. REYNOLDS. 


There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 1237) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Revecids was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to Benjamin F..Reynolds, late captain of 
Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, of a sum 
equal to the pay and emoluments of a captain of infantry, from the 
Ist day of March, 1864, to the 22d day of May, 1864. 

The Committee on Military Affairs propose to amend the bill by 
striking out in line 9 the word “ Ist” and inserting ‘ 29th,” and strik- 
ing out “ March” and inserting “ April.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment wasconcurredin. Theamendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH F. ALBERTSON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of House bill 
No. 1503 for the relief of Sarah F. Albertson, of Booneville, Missouri. 
I will make an explanation. She is the widow of a member of Con- 
- from Indiana. There are $160 due to him for his mileage un- 

rawn, a8 shown by the record of the House of Representatives, and 
this bill simply allows her that amount. 

There being no objection the bill (H. R. No. 1503) for the relief of 
Sarah F. Albertson, of Booneville, Missouri, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for paying to Sarah F. Albertson, 
of Booneville, Missouri, the widow of Nathaniel Albertson, deceased, 
the sum of $160, in full compensation of mileage due him as a mem- 
ber of the Thirty-first Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. GALL. 


Mr. LOGAN. I move to take up House bill No. 262. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. No. 262) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of John W. Gall, deceased, late of 
Company A, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, with | 
an amendment, to strike out after the word “sixty-three,” in line 13, | 
the following words: 


And the pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of infantry from February 20, 
1864, to January 25, 1665. 


So as to wake the bill read: 


That the Secretary of War and the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department be authorized and directs d to recognize the military services of John 
W. Gall, deceased, late of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Hiinois Volan- 
teers, as an officer of said regiment ; and the Secretary of the Treasury is author 
ized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to | 
pay to the legal representatives of the said John W. Gall, deceased, the pay snd | 
allowances of a second lientenant of infantry from March 9, 1863, to November 1, 
1263, deducting therefrom the amountof pay received by the said John W. Gall, 
deceased, as a private soldier or non-commissioned oflicer of said regiment for the 
period above named. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 





read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. LLOYD. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to take up for consideration 
Senate bill No. 784. - 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 784) for the relief 
of Enoch Totten, administrator of the estate of William A. Lloyd, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Claims reported the bill, with amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out in line 6, after the word 
“of,” “89,753.32,” and in lieu thereof to insert “ $6,713.33;” and in the 
same line, after the word “ cents,” to strike out “ with interest thereon 
at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum until paid ;” and in line 13, after 
the word “ July,” to strike out “eleventh” and insert “ thirteenth ;” 
and in line 14, after the word “to,” strike out the words “June 5” 
and insert “April 27;” so as to read : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury bé, and he is hereby, authorized and required 
to pay to Enoch Totten, administrator of the estate of William A. Lloyd, deceased, 
the sum of $6,713.33 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the same to be in full for the personal services of the said William A. Lloyd, ren- 
dered in pursuance of a contract made with Abraham Lincoln, President of the 
United States, and extending from July 13, 1861, to April 27, 1865. 

Mr. DAVIS. I notice that the bill calls for interest, which is very 
unusual. That may be stricken out in the amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is stricken out by the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I supposed so. I should be glad to hear the bill ex- 
plained. 

Mr. SPENCER. It is all right. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not know that. 

Mr. SPENCER. It comes from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I can explain it in a few words. 
The intestate, Lloyd, in 1861 entered into a contract with President 
Lincoln by which he agreed to go into the insurgent States, obtain 
plans of fortifications and such other information as might be useful 
to the Federal Government, and report the same from time to time 
to the President. In consideration of these services the President 
agreed to pay him the sum of $200 per month. Lloyd went into the 
Confederate States and remained there, performing his part of the 
agreement, until the close of hostilities. When he returned to Wash- 
ington President Lincoln was dead; the matter was referred to the 
Secretary of War. The Secretary of War finally paid him the amount 
of his disbursements. Lloyd had been arrested as a spy, I think in 
Charleston, thrown into prison, and was put to considerable expense 
in defending himself. The matter, as I stated, was referred to the 
Secretary of War. The Secretary of War paid his expenses, but did 
not pay the compersation that the President agreed he should receive. 
The Committee on Claims after a careful consideration of the matter 
find that the intestate did enter into this contract with President 
Lincoln, that he did perform his part of the contract faithfully, that 
he was paid certain amounts of disbursements; but after examining 
the contract it appeared that there was no provision in it that he 
should be paid his expenses. So the committee recommended that he 
be paid $200 a month only; they deducted the amount already paid 
from the total amount, reducing the amount now due to him, as the 
committee find, to about $6,000, 

Mr. DAVIS. Was the report unanimous or was there a division in 
the committee ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The report was unanimous. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then probably it is not the case I have in my mind. 
I have a case in my mind that was before the Committee on Claims 
when I was a member, that the committeee was divided upon. I 
thought probably this was the same case. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The report in this case was made 
by the chairman and was unanimous, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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RECORDING OF CONVEYANCES. 
Mr.SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


| tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3740) vroviding for the recording of deeds, 
| mortgages, and other conveyances affecting real estate in the District 


of Columbia. 

Mr. CONKLING. While the Secretary is looking for that bill I beg 
to say that there ought to be a short executive session, which when 
the bill is passed I will endeavor to get the Senate to order. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is evident there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me. 

Mr. DAVIS. This is an important bill. I do not know anything 
about it. 

Mr. SPENCER. Let the bill be read. 

Mr.DAVIS. Wait until I am done. I do not know anything of 
this bill or of any of the other bills that Senators wish to pass who 
call them up. I do not call in question the correctness of any of 
them, but it is not right for us to proceed to do business without a 
quorum present. I think we had better take a recess or have an ex- 
ecutive session, one of the two. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope this bill will be read, and I do not think 
there will be any objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I object to that bill. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Thisis an important bill, and the most unob- 
jectionable that has been brought up here for some time. 

Mr. SPENCER. It is entirely unobjectionable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The bill will 
not be taken up. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—- 

Mr. CONKLING. Inasmuch as there are hundreds of bills here, I 
can never get an executive session unless I move it. I do not wish 
to interfere with the Senator from Nebraska, but after he has pro- 
ceeded I hope I shall be allowed to submit a motion for an executive 
session without seeming to interfere with him. 

ALBERT TOWLE. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move to take up a little bill reported by the 
Senator from New Jersey, Senate bill No. 705. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 705) for the relief of Al- 
bert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $365 to re- 
imburse Albert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska, for revenue- 
stamps stolen from his office at that place on the night of October 25, 
1869. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to know where this bill comes from. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. From the Committee on Finance. I 
examined it carefully and there is a written report which bas been 
printed, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were re-opened. 

JOHN AMMAHAIF, OR AMMAHE, 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1075) directing the Second Auditor to settle the 
pay and bounty account of John Ammahaie, or Ammahe. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Second Au- 
ditor of the Treasury to settle the claim for pay and bounty of John 
Ammahe, or Ammahaie, of Companies E and H of the Forty-third 
New York Volunteers, and to issue a certificate for such amount as 
appears to be due, any charge of desertion upon any rolls of the regi- 
ment to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The bill was reported to th® Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. No. 2469) granting a pension to Oliver H. Irons, late 
sergeant Company D, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteers, 
was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] ask for the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. DAVIS. I object to the consideration of bills coming imme- 
diately from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on Pensions. 


The bill will be referred to the 


JOHN GOWERS. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1581) for the relief of Jchn Gowers, late 
of Company C, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to cousider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
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War to so correct the record of John Gowers, late of Company C, One 
hundred and eleventh Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, as 
to remove the charge of desertion now standing, against his name. 
Mr. SPENCER. There is a printed report upon which the bill 
passed the Ilouse. There can be no objection to it. 
Mr. DAVIS. LIshould like to hear the report read. 


Phe Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ban- | 


NING, from the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, March 17: 


lhe Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration House bill 
No. 1581, submit the following report 

John Gowers, late of Company C, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New 
York Volunteers, enlisted at Auburn, New York, an served faithiully until he 
was captured, with his regiment, at Harper's Ferry, Virginia, September 14, 1562. 
Iie, with others, seems to have held the idea that, being paroled, they had a right 
to go to their homes and remain until exchanged. Gowers went to his home, at 
Montezuma, New York, and remained there until he was arrested. It appears 


from the evidence that his wife was very ill, being near her continement; that he | 
did not atlempt to go beyond his home, and returned willingly to his regiment; | 


was there tried by an illegal court, and sentenced to pay expense of arrest, to wear 
what was called by the sentence of the court the wooden overcoat, and to be con 
fined in the guard-house. He served out his sentence, and afterward did good 
service until he was captared, in 1964, and died at Andersonville prison. The evi 
dence also shows that his wife was coniined, and gave birth to a child, two days 
alter hisarrest. The committee think the case one of peculiar hardship, and one 
in which great injustice has been done to the heirs of the soldier, who did good 
service and had no intention of deserting, and would, therefore, recommend that 
the bill be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. BARRETT. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 648) for the relief of Andrew 
J. Barrett. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Andrew J. Barrett $154, in payment of draft 
No. 3609 on the United States depository at Richmond, Virginia, 
drawn by Peter A. Keller, the disbursing agent, upon W. M. Harrison, 
the officer in charge of the United States depository at that place, in 
favor of Barrett, the draft bearing date January 22, 1861, and being 
for the first payment for taking the eighth census. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,.ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PENSIONS TO SOUTHERN SOLDIERS IN FEDERAL SERVICE. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. WINDOM. The military bill will be here very soon. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw the motion, and move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 36) amending the pen- 
sion law so as to remove the disability of those who, having partici- 
pated in the rebellion, have, since its termination, enlisted in the 
Army of the United States and become disabled. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert the following: 

That the law prohibiting the payment of any money on account of pensions to 
any person, or to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person who in any 
manner cngaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority of 
the United States, shall not be construed to apply to such persons as afterward vol- 
untarily enlisted in the Army of the United States, and who, while in such service, 
incurred disability from a wound or injury received or disease contracted in the 
line of duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
meut was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. DAVIS. I should be glad if the Senator who has charge of the 
bill will explain it. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are certain glasses of men who would be 
entitled to pensions under the general laws, but who are barred by 
the construction of the statute which prohibits the payment of any 
pensions to any men or the survivors ot them who ever served in the 
rebel army. Some men were forced or conscripted into the service of 
the Confederate States. There were some who enlisted in that serv- 
ice and subsequently repented. There are quite a number of instances 
where those men after having left the confederate service voluntarily 
enlisted in the Union Army and there received disabilities from 
wounds or disease for which they are unable to be pensioned in con- 
sequence of the construction placed upon the law by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. This is an equitable measure, and upon the mere state- 
ment I think will commend itself to the consideration of every lover 
of his country. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Although this bill is reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, [ observe that it is a Senate bill and cannot possibly 
pass the House at this session of Congress. It is a matter of such 
general importance in its character that it seems to me it should 
be postponed until the next session, so that the matter may be fairly 
and properly considered. I do not know that I should have any ob- 
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jection to the bill, but we are on the eve of adjournment, within an 
| hour perhaps the session of Congress will close, and there is no pr ssi- 
| bility whatever of the bill becoming a law now. Therefore I think 
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it would be advisable to permit this matter to go over until the 1 

Mr. INGALLS. If the bill is right in principle, now is the best 
time to pass it. It is true it cannot pass the House at this session, 
but if it passes the Senate it will be one step further. in its stage 
taward final accomplishment. I therefore hope the Senator from 
Minnesota will withdraw his objection and allow us to relieve the 
Calendar and at the same time to do a perfectly just act, 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill may be right in principle, but we have 
not an opportunity at this time of considering it. For myself, I an 
not prepared to say whether I deem it right or not. As L remarked, 
we are just on the eve of an adjournment, perhaps within an hour 
the Senate will adjourn, and I do not think that this body is in a con- 
dition to act upon the bill. I therefore move to postpone the bill, 

Mr. CONKLING. Will not one objection prevent action ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move to postpone the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

~ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. Apams, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to ac- 
cept the services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

REPAYMENT OF TONNAGE TAX. 

Mr. CONKLING. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill No. 994, to which I think there will be no objec 
tion. If there is I will not press it. While the Secretary is looking 
for it I will state what it is. It is a bill to allow the Secretary of the 
proper Departinent, the Treasury, to refund to a Norwegian vessel 
certain moneys of which, in violation of treaty stipulatious, she was 
divested as tonnage dues. Here is in my hand a report made by my 
colleague from the Committee on Finance, to whom the bill was re- 
ferred. The bill was also before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
There is also a letter from the Secretary of State, I belicve one from 
the Attorney-General, recommending that this be done, the act being 
an inadvertence, one of injustice, and the report, which is very brief, 
stating, if Senators care to hear it, all there is in regard to the matter. 
I think nobody will object to it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ean say in addition that I examined 
the bill and the statutes and read the communications, and | am sat- 
isfied the bill is right. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think there is no objection to it on any hand. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 944) to amend section 
2931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so far as to allow 
repayment bythe Secretary of the Treasury cf the tonnage tax where 
it has been exacted in contravention of treaty provisions. 

The bill was reported from the Committee of Finance with an 
amendment, in line 10, after the word “ twelve,” to strike out “ hun- 
dred,” so as to read “section three thousand twelve and a half of 
said statute.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. To guard against any possible danger in this 
bill, unless the Senator from New Jersey or some other Senator ac- 
quainted with it sees objection to it, I move to amend it by adding 
at its conclusion these words: 

Provided, That the said payment took place during five years preceding the pas- 
sage of this act or shall hereafter occur. 

My motive for that merely is to close the door against the possibil- 
ity of its going back to an indefinite past and under it stale claims 
being revived for moneys that may have been paid long ago. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., It seems to me the amendment is a very 
proper one; but I think it would be better to say three years than 
tive. 

Mr. CONKLING. These dues were paid and received between 
July 1871 and 1873. It had better be six years than five, that being 
a familiar date in the statute of limitation, and it will cover this case. 
Let the Secretary report the amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That said payment took place during six years preceding the passage 
of this act or shall hereafter occur. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and fhe amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire to present a conference report on the bill for 
suppressing Indian hostilities. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the Presid: nt to | 
accept the services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities having 
met. after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

rhat the Senate recede from its amendments, and agree tothe bill amended as 
follows: Strike out all afier the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing 
: That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, empowered to in- 
ct the number of enlisted men to one hundred for cach company of such regi 
ments of cavalry as may be « mployed in existing Indian hostilities and as in his 
opinion may re quire the same: Provided, That not more than twenty-five handred 
eplisted men shall thus be added at any one time to the 25,000 authorized by the 
act approved July 24, 1876, making appropt iations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877: And provided further, That on the cessation of | 
existing Indian hostilities the number of enlisted men in the Anny shall be reduced 
to the number now established by law: And provided, That the reduction shall not 
be wade from the cavalry force of the Army. and the following sums are hereby 
appropriated ont of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for 
recruiting and maintaining the same; Recruiting twenty-five hundred cavalrymen, 
250,000; pay per annum, $390,000; subsis e, $200,400 ; clothing. $206,000; regu- 
lar supplies, $216,000; purchase of horses, $337,500; transportation, (wagons, &c.,) 
eel transportation by rail, &c., $150,000; in ail, $1,634,700.” 

\moend the title so as to read as follows: 

An act to increase the calvary force of the United States to aid in suppressing 

Indian hostilities.” 

And the House agree to the same. 


ast 


JOIN A. LOGAN, 

PrP. W. HITCHCOCK, 

8S. B. MAXEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

H. B. BANNING, 

k. ¥ MILLS, 

J. M. THORNBURGH, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 


- ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. WINDOM. I now move to take up the adjournment resolution 
from the table. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to ad- 
journ their respective Houses withoutday on Monday next, August 14, 1876, at four 
o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to amend the resolution by fixing the time 
of adjournment at twenty minutes past seven o’clock to-day. 

Several SENATORS. Seven o’clock. 

Other Senators. Seven and a half. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill just passed has to be enrolled and signed, 
and there are other bills. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will name half past seven to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
an amendment changing the time to seven and a half o’clock. The 
amendment will be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the time fixed and 
insert: 

fuesday, the 15th instant, at half past seven o'clock, p. m. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was concurred in. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WINDOM submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed to join such 
committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon the 
President and inform him that unless he may have some further communication to 
make, the two Houses of Congress are ready to close their session by an adjourn- 


ment without day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore was authorized to appoint the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Wixpom and Mr. Mc- 
CREERY were appointed. 

Mr. WINDOM, (at six o’clock and forty-eight minutes p.m.) Now, 
I move a recess until ten minutes past seven o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess until ten 
— after seven o’clock, at which time it was again called to 
order. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
_ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMS, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. No. 800) relating to the promotion of commodores on 
the retired list of the Navy; 


A bill (H. R. No. 4106) to increase the cavalry force of the United | 


States to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities; and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 166) amending the eighth section of an 


act making ene for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of th 


for other purposes. 
R. J. HENDERSON, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 


| friend will give it up. 





ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2835) for the relief of R. J. Henderson, of 
Newton County, Missouri. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 
yet, is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not yet taken up. The question 
is on proceeding to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope there will be no objection to it. It isa 
House bill and has been considered by the Committee on Claims very 
thoroughly, and unanimously reported back to the Senate. 
port is not very long. 
can be read. 

Mr. CONKLING, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


Let us hear the report. The bill is not taken up 


rhe re- 
If the Senator desires to hear the report it 


What is the bill? 
Only a few thousand dollars. 
For what? 

I will state this fact, that the 


claimant has 


| only lately removed to Missouri, and there can be no question as to 
| his loyalty. 


He was a citizen of Iowa all through the war. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is Senate bill No. 840 which I should like 
to get up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Let us try the bill of the Senator from Missouri 


The question is on proceeding to 


| the consideration of the bill moved by the Senator from Missouri. 


The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes 
were 17. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


That is less than half a quorum. Iam sure my 


He can see that it is less than half a quorum. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iask the Senate to consider House bill 
No. 2952. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course I cannot consent for any 
other business to be done without a quorum here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The lack of a quorum has not been disclosed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If my bill cannot be taken up on account of the 
lack of a quorum, I do not think anything else should be done, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I hope my friend will not interfere with 
me. I did not interfere with him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mine is a very just bill. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will ask the Senate to take np—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


There are two such cases pending, 


| one from Missouri and one from New Jersey. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mine is up first. I call for the yeas and nays, 
in order to test the presence of a quorum in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not say there was no quorum. I only sug- 
gested to my friend that the vote on taking up the bill could not be 
carried because there was less than half a quorum in favor of taking 
it up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was not a full vote. There may have 
been only 3 against it while there were 17 for it. Under the cireum- 
stances if any bill is to be considered the bill I move ought to be 
considered. I donot know the gentleman named in the bill. He has 
moved from Iowa down to Missouri. He is represented as being one 
of the best citizens of Iowa, and I am told they have very good citi- 
zens there. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator speaks correctly about our State, and 
about this man in particular. He is a very excellent young man, 
and he was a soldier in the Army on the Federal side. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is my bill before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
the consideration of the bill which he has named. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have a division taken on my 
bill. I should like to see how many there are against it. There were 
17 for it and I should like to have another division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 
again on a division. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought not to pass at this time of night. 

The question being again put, there were on a division ayes 23. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We are dividing, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No Senator rises in the negative. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum voting, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo. ». There is no quorum voting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. We can do 
nothing without the yeas and nays. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. No, 620) 
to remove the political disabilities of James Argyle Smith, of Mis- 
sissippi. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing resolution ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members of the House of Representatives 


be appointed to join a similar committee on the part of the Senate, to wait upon the 


President of the United States and inform him thatthe two Houses of Congress 


- , — | are ready to adjourn, if he has no further communication to make. 
e Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and | 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the resolution for the final adjournment 
of the present session of Congress. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 





A MIELE BORN ee 


ee ee 


\| 
| 
\ 


5676 


House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. No. 719) for the relief of the heirs of William Stevens; 
and 

A bill (S. No. 882) for the relief of Mrs. James K. Polk, of Nashville, 
Tennessee. 

R. J. HENDERSON. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to take up the bill for the relief of the col- 
lector of the fourth district of Georgia, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a question now pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
wroceeding to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No, 2835) for the re- 
fief of R. J. Henderson, of Newton County, Missouri. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 36, nays 
0; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bogy, Boutwell, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 
Wisconsin, Christiancy, Cockrell, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Davis, Eaton, Ed- 
munds, Ferry, Frelinghuysen, Gordon, Harvey, Hitchcock, Howe, Jones of Florida, 
Jones of Nevada, Kelly, Key, Logan, McCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Maxey, 
Morrill, Paddock, Patterson, Sargent, West, and Windom—36. 

NAYS—0 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Barnum, Bayard, Booth, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Clayton, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Goldthwaite, Hamilton, Hamlin, In- 
galls, Johnston, Kernan, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morton, Norwood, Oglesby, Ran- 
dolph, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sharon, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Thur- 
man, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, Withers, and Wright—35. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2835) for the 
relief of R. J. Henderson, of Newton County, Missouri. It author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to R..J. Henderson $7,253.90, 
in full compensation for all balances due Henderson growing out of 
a contract made in 1865 with Captain William Mills, post-quartermas- 
ter at Nashville, Tennessee, at the time, to cut and deliver three 
thousand cords of wood at the Cumberland River for the use of the 
Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know whether the bill would be in a 
a better situation if it passes now and is enrolled than it would be on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. LOGAN. It would be a great deal better. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [should like to hear it explained. 
to have the report read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that the Secretary could read the 
report in the few minutes left of the session. 

Mr. WEST. Commence it, any way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will ask that a copy of the report be furnished 
to the Senator from Vermont so that he can read it in vacation, and 
the bill will be ready to be acted upon next session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore had appointed 
Mr. R. L. Gipson of Louisiana, Mr. R. P. BLanp of Missouri, and 
Mr. GrorGE WILLARD of Michigan, members of the commission on 
the part of the House to inquire into the change in the relative value 
of gold and silver and the causes thereof, the policy of restoring 
the double standard, and of continuing greenbacks concurrently with 
the metallic standards. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. 8. 
GRANT, jr., his Secretary, announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 788) for the relief of Robert N. Eddy ; 

An act (S. No. 1014) regulating the disbursement of certain moneys 
therein named ; 

An act (S. No. 892) to encourage and promote telegraphic commu- 
nication between America and Asia; 

An act (8. No. 699) to confirm the sale of the marine hospital 
building and grounds at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; 

An act (S. No. 840) for the relief of Norman H. Ryan ; 

An act (8. No. 736) granting a pension to Mary M. J. Frank; 

An act (S. No. 951) removing the political disabilities of Stephen 
1D. Lee, of the State of Mississippi, and others; and 

An act (8S. No, 297) fixing the limit of expenditure for the erection 
of a public building at Little Rock, Arkansas. 

THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. McCREERY. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the thanks of this body are due to Hon. T. W. Ferry for the dig- 


nity, justice, and impartiality with which he has presided over the deliberations of 
the Senate. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
question is on the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 


MESSAGE FROM THB HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. WiLLIAM A. 
Piper of California, Mr. Epwin R. Meape of New York, and Mr. 
James WILSON of lowa members on the part of the House on the 


joint select committee of the two Houses to investigate the immigra- 
tion of Chinese to this country. 


I should like 
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The message also announced that the House of Representatives 
having proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution of the United 
States, to reconsider the bill entitled “A bill (S. No. 779) to provide 
for the sale of a portion of the reservation of the confederated Otoe 
and Missouria and the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri tribes of Indians, 
in the States of Kansas and Nebraska,” returned to the Senate by the 
President of the United States with his objections and sent by the 
Senate to the House of Representatives with the message of the Presi- 
dent returning the bill, it was 

Resolved, That the bill do paas, two-thirds of the House of Representatives agroo. 
ing to pass the same. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. WINDOM. The committee appointed to wait upon the Presi- 
dent and inform him that unless he has further communication to 
make the Senate is ready to adjourn without day, have performed 
that duty, and report that the President said he had no further com- 
munication to make. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before declaring the order of ad- 


journment, —_— me, Senators, to express my obligations for the trust 


confided and for the courtesy extended tome throughout eight months 
and over arduous session now drawing to a close. 

For your generous support through an impeachment trial and dur- 
ing the first regular session’s experience as your presiding officer, ac- 
cept my hearty thanks. 

This session is substantially closed; while associated with other 
historical interests, it will especially be notable as embracing the 
Union of two centuries in the life of the Republic. National per- 
manence is no guarantee against personal change. 

We are about to part, not without the suggestive reflection that in 
the first month of the new century and next to this in which we sep- 
arate, our number was broken by the death of one whose short sena- 
torial career had won the attachment of many and the respect of all, 
and by the departure of another whose longer career had qualified 
him for the merited place of executive adviser which he now honors. 

Senators, in returning to your several States to greet their approval 
of your distinguished services, may Heaven’s kindly care attend and 
return you all with added strength to renew your labors next De- 
cember. 

To the officers of the Senate, whose valued aid has enabled me to 
hold your confidence, I tender sincere acknowledgments. 

Finally, wishing you all a safe return to your respective homes, I 
now pronounce the first regular session of the Senate of the Forty- 
fourth Congress adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 15, 1876. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
I, L. TOWNSEND. 

JOURNAL OF YESTERDAY, 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the reading of the Jour- 
nal. I understand it is not ready, and of course no blame can be at- 
tached to the clerks on that account; for it was a matter of mental 
and physical impossibility to have the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
tracted session prepared in time for the session of the House to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that owing to 
tie length of the session of yesterday and the time at which the 
House adjourned it was impossible to have the Journal prepared. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to add that there were but few sub- 
jects of legislation during yesterday’s session, so that the dispensing 
with the reading of the Journal becomes a matter of less impor- 
tance. 

There was no objection, and the reading of the Journal was dis- 
pensed with. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to introduce three or four matters that 
require prompt attention, to which I think there will be no objec- 
tion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of their clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had rejected the joint resolution 
(HL. R. No. 1) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; two-thirds of the Senate not agreeing to pass the 
same. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President of the United 
States to accept the services of volunteers to aid in suppressing In- 
dian hostilities. 

EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the bill (H. R. No. 3962) to provide means to de- 
fray the expenses of the District of Columbia until December 1, 
1876, with amendments by the Senate, and to move that the House 
non-concur in the Senate amendments. 
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I do not propose to make a statement now in regard to the disa- 
greement upon this bill between the House and the Senate, because 
1 think, or at least I hope, that it may be made satisfactory both to the 
House and to the Senate. I move that the House non-concur in the | 
Senate amendments, and upon that I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof Mr. RANDALL’s motion was agreed 
to, and the amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were non-concurred in ; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RANDALL. In connection with this subject, I ask unanimous 
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consent to have printed in the RECORD some statements in regard to 
the appropriations made for the District of Columbia during the year 
1875-76, and also for the current year. 
There was no obiection. 


The statements are as follows: 


District of Columbia appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1875. 


Legislative act of June 20, 1874: 


For salaries of governor, members of board of public works, members of board of | 


healh, president and members of council, $27,-00. 
Sundry civil act of June 23, 1874: 

To be expended by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, $1,300,000— 

First. Payment of interest on the funded debt, &c., due July 1, 1874; 

Secondly. Payment of oflicers, employés, &c., of the District ; 

Thirdly. For any indebtedness for which the securities of the District are pledged 
and the remainder for the current expenses of the District: Provided further, That 
$75,000 be retained from payment to contractors to secure payment to working- 
men ; 

For Select Committee to Investigate the Affairs of the District of Columbia, 

10, 000; 

. For the payment of teachers in the public schools, $97,740.50, to bere-imbursed by 
a special tax levied ; 

Reform School, $31,772.29 ; 

Site for a new engine-house, $18,000; and 

Anacostia bridge, $146,000. 

Total, $1,631,312.79. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1876. 


For repairs and preservation of the court-house building in the city of Washing- 
ton, aod for tiling the basement floors of the same, $3,000: Provided, That hereafter 
the building shall be under the supervision and control of the Attorney-General. 

For completion of the jail in the District of Columbia, in accordance with the 
plansand specifications therefor, $140,057.93. 

For fencing and inclosures around said jail, $9,900. 

For heating . $29,900, by advertisement, to the lowest responsible bid- 
der: Provided, That it does not interfere with existing contracts. 

For kitchen utensils, wash-room apparatus, and driving-engine, $5,691. 

To pay on behalf of the United States, as a portion of the general expenses of 
the District of Columbia, to be expended by the commissioners of said District, 
$1,060,000, only te be drawn as needed for immediate use ; and $300,000 of this sum 
shall be available from the passage of this act; no salaries to be changed from the 
standard fixed under act of June 20, 1274, 

To pay the interest on the 3.65 bonds issued under the act entitled ‘An act for 
the government of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” $185,000; 
and the salary of the commissioner of the sinking-fund, acting as treasurer thereof, 
shall be $1,000 per annum. 

To defray the expenses of conducting the sanitary service of the District of Co- 
lumbia, $26,117.50: Provided, That the commissioners of the District shall pay con- 
currently for such service to the board of health a like amount out of the |reasury 
of the District of Columbia, which they are hereby authorized and required to do. 

For the payment of the salaries of the inspector of gas and meters, and assistant 
inspector, for the District of Columbia, $3,000. 


REFORM SCHOOL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


For the superintendent, $1,500; two assistant superintendents, at $750 each; ma- 
tron, $600; two teachers, at $600 each; for medicines and physician's fees, $500: 
eeceene, $720 ; superintendent of workshops, $600 ; laborer, $144 ; seamstress, laun- 

ress, and servants, $540; and for fuel, clothing, and incidentals, $2,696; making, 
in all, the sum of $10,000. 





METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


For salaries and other necessary expenses of the Metropolitan police for the 
District of Columbia, $205,270: Provided, That a further sum amounting to 
$102,635 shall concurrently be paid to defray the expenses of the said Metropol- 
itan panes force out of the treasury of the District of Columbia: Provided, That 
the duties devolved and the authority conferred upon the board of Metropolitan 
police by law for police purposes in said district shall extend to and include all 
public squares or places; and said board are hereby authorized and required to 
make appropriate rules and regulations in relation thereto. 
on on 3.65 bonds due February 1, 1875, under act of February 1, 1875, 

©2.500. 
ae department District of Columbia, $25,000. (See legislative act of March 3, 

io 

The proportionate appropriations for District government by present Congress 
foot up as follows: 

To be advanced for Pennsylvania avenue pavement, (about $170,000 being 
direct appropriation,) estimated by computation ..................-.- .8260, 000 
(This is the cost aside of assessments on private property, which will 
be nearly $60,000 more.) 
Advanced for August interest on 3 65 bonds, about 


cccnseccesos seccee cece 260, 000 
Appropriated for Metropolitan police .............. 2. ...---eeeeeeceeses 150, 000 
Appropriated for fire-department ...................csecesceececeee teeteet 25, 000 
Appropriated ($109,500) for charities, &¢ ............-..ceeeeeees ee -eeee 90, 000 
Appropriated (832,340) for board of health ..................--..seee------ 17, 000 
ot, ddvwlaccaccdvesacesscnnees ---- 18,000 
Appropriated for (ander Insane Asylum) one-half of support of 259 indigent 
insane of District of Colambia, at $4.25 per week ..... .............-.- 28, 620 


Appropriated for parks for public use, salaries, and incidentals Selahiknsiebielinencesba sia’ 
Appropriated for transportation and support of convicts ..............-. 8, 000 






JOINT COMMITTEE ON CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 
Mr. RANDALL, I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 1014) regulating 


| the disbursement of certain moneys therein named. I desire that the 


House shall pass this Senate bill just es itis. And I may state that 
I have a resolution to offer to avoid a difficulty on the same subject 
as regards the House. . 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table and read a first and second time. 

The bill provides that the disbursing officer of the Senate shall 
advance such parts of the sum provided for the expenses of the Joint 
Special Committee on Chinese Immigration and ordered to be paid 
into the contingent fund of the Senate to the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate as the chairman of said committee shall in writing direct 
for the purposes aforesaid. And the Sergeant-at-Arms shall, as soon 
as may be, make a detailed statement of the expenditures thereof, 
with proper vouchers, which, when so made, shall be received by said 
disbursing officer and returned with his accounts to the proper account- 
ing officer of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill only applies to the disbursement of the 
contingent fund of the Senate for this purpose. It seems to me an 
unnecessary complication to pass another bill on the same subject to 
yay the expenses of the members of the committee on the part of the 
louse. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam to offer a resolution directing a payment 
for this purpose from the contingent fund of the House in accordance 
with our practice. Under the practice of the Senate the otlicer in 
charge of the contingent fund there cannot, without passing an act 
authorizing him, advance the money, $3,500, necessary to enable the 
Senate portion of the joint committee to go to California. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does seem to me that the rule ought to be the 
same as to the disbursement of this fund in regard to both Houses. 
It is a very simple matter, I admit, but I think it should be arranged 
in the same way for both Houses. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will state to 
him that in the Senate a law is required for advancing any portion 
of the contingent fund of the Senate for such a purpose as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill may be again reported. It 
seems to me that a slight amendment of this bill would answer the 
purpose of the gentleman from Pennsylvania much better than the 
passage of a resolution. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania can see 
that the expenditure of the money appropriated to defray the ex- 
penses of this committee on the part of the House ought to be made 
by law, and not by a simple resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; we have already provided for its pay- 
ment out of the contingent fund of the House, and $3,500 has been 
added to that contingent fund for the purpose of paying it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Senate certainly can expend their own con- 
tingent fund. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman that this bill came 
from the chairman of this committee on the part of the Senate, and 
he says that there is no way in which they can get the money except 
by the passage of a law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then this is a very exceptional case, for I never 
heard of any difficulty of the Senate controlling its own contingent 
fund before. I think this is an appropriation of money rather than 
an advance. 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill itself states that this money is to come 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN.® The Senate has never before sent a bill here to 
permit them to expend their contingent fund. I shall not object, but 
I think it is without precedent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not advised whether there has or has not 
been one sent, but I do not suppose that any Senator would state that 
it was proper and send a bill to the House for this purpose unless he 
was satisfied that the difficulty existed. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s ta- 
ble, received its several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and di 
rected to pay from the contingent fund to the chairman on the part of the House 
when appointed of the Joint Select Committee to Investigate Chinese Immizgra- 
tion the sum of $3,500, and the receipt of the said chairman shall be a proper voucher 
for the Clerk in the settlement of his accounts with the Treasury Department. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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allegations as to the nse of money to secure the passage of the bill to | Mr. BANNING. I think I can answer the question of the gentle- 


carry into effect the Hawaiian treaty. The committee summoned and 
took the testimony of all persons who had given currency to the al- 
legations and whose testimony was entitled to any credence. The 
committee is not present to make a formal report; in fact there is 
nothing to report on. There is nothing in the evidence to justify 
any allegation of the kind made, and I therefore move that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

There was no objection, and the committee was discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 


PAY OF CLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. LORD. On behalf of the clerks of committees I offer the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask its adoption. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the respective 


Houses the usual per diem allowance to the clerks of committees not having a 
yearly salary for the period of thirty days from the time of the adjournment of 


Congress 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no such usage, but I suppose the object of 
the gentleman is to have the resolution referred. 

Mr. LORD. No, sir; I ask that it be adopted at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a matter that should go to the Committee of 
Accounts. 

Mr. LORD. Then I move that it be referred to the Committee of 
Accounts, and that they be instructed to report as soon as prac- 
ticable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. Lorp’s motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT ROBERT N. EDDY. 


Mr. LORD. I ask that the House pass the bill (S. No. 788) for the 
relief of Lieutenant Robert N. Eddy. I will state that he received a 
lieutenant’s commission, which he lost, and is entitled to two years’ 
pay as a lieutenant, and I ask for the passage of the bill now because 
1¢ is very sick. I ask the Clerk to read the report, which is very 
brief. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall have no objection to this bill after a meas- 
ure of great public moment shall have been disposed of; I refer to 
the bill pending between the two Houses in regard to the increase of 
the military force of the Government. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is present, 1 hope that that bill will be 
taken up and the amendments of the Senate non-concurred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to object to this bill for the present only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 


INCREASE OF FORCE FOR SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to ac- 
cept the services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities, 
with the Senate amendments thereto, for the purpose of moving non- 
concurrence in the amendments and requesting a committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the amendments be read. 

The Clerk read the amendments, the first of which was to strike 
ont all after the enacting clause and inserting the following : 

That the President be, and he is hereby, empowered to increase the number of 
enlisted men to one hundred for each company of such regiments of cavalry as in 
his opinion may require the same; Provided, That not more than twenty-five hun- 
dred enlisted men shall thus be added at any one time to the 25,000 authorized by 


the act approved July 24, 1876, making appropriations for th®support of the Army | 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877; and the following sums are hereby appro- 

priated for recruiting and maintaining the same: Recruiting twenty-five hundred 

cavalrymen, $50,000; pay per annum, $390,000; subsistence, $200,400; clothing, 

$206,000; regular supplies, $216,000; purchase of horses, $337,500; transportation 

wagons, &c., $64,800; transportation by rail, &c., $150,000; making in all, $1,634,700. 
The second was to amend the title so as to read: 


An act to increase the cavalry force of the United States to aid in suppressing 
Indian hostilities. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If I understand it, this Senate amendment calls 
for a smaller number of men than the bill of the House; smaller by 
twenty-five hundred. 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

Mr.GARFIELD. [also understand that there is this further differ- 
ence: one bill calls for volunteer soldiers, the other for temporary 
enlistments in the regular Army for six months. 

Mr. MORRISON. Not temporary, but permanent enlistments. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to ask the gentleman if in his own ex- 
perience, in view of what he and I know of the troubles between the 
two kinds of troops, it would not be better to have them all regular 
troops? Although there may be details which should be referred to 
a conference committee and I have no objection to the reference, it 
seems to me that on the whole the Senate proposition is the better 
one. It provides for a smaller number of troops and consolidates 
them in the regular service in such a way as to avoid the serious 
troubles we have hitherto had in connection with the two kind of 
armies, the regular and volunteer forces. 


I desire to make an inquiry. 


man. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Is not a motion to concur in order? 

Mr. BANNING. I think I can explain this matter. The message 
of the President asking for these troops contained two propositions, 
the one for a volunteer force of five thousand, the other for twenty- 
five hundred additional to the regular Army. I suppose that at the 
time the message was sent here the President was not aware that Con- 
gress had already passed a bill authorizing the regular cavalry com- 
panies to be filled up to one hundred men each. In this bill the Presi- 
dent will obtain what he asked in his second proposition, and if these 
troops are needed at all they are needed to go immediately against 
the Indians. It is doubtful if we could get twenty-five hundred reg- 
ulars enlisted in six months; they would have to be recruited much 
faster than they have been heretofore. The Senate bill provides that 
these men shall be three-years men, the House bill provides that 
they shall be only six-months men and be immediately available for 
service. 

I call the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the motion should be to concur; and, if 
that motion is voted down, then the motion to non-concur could be 
submitted to the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the amendment be again read; I think 
there is no limit as to the time for which these men are to be enlisted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understand my colleage [Mr. BANNING] to say 
that there is a limit. 

Mr. BANNING. A limit only as to the twenty-five-hundred propo- 
sition. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Task unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. It seems to me that the Senate amendments ought to be con- 
curred in. The casualties of our Army, including expiration of term 
of service, amount to twenty-five hundred men per annum. There 
need be no provision to muster out these men at the expiration of hos- 
tilities or within less than one year. Without mustering out a single 
man the Army will be reduced in one year in its effective force down to 
the number required by law. By not providing for mustering out you 
decrease the expense of enlisting twenty-five hundred men, which ex- 
pense is $100 per man for enlisting them and sending them to their 
posts. You will save tothe Government $250,000 by leaving out that 

provision. 

Then again the difference between the pay of these volunteer troops 
which the House bill provides for and the pay of the enlisted men 
only as provided for by the Senate amendment is the pay of the ofti- 
cers of five or six regiments of volunteers. By the Senate bill no 
officer is enlisted, mustered in, or paid. You have now ofticers, better 
officers than you will obtain by volunteers, men who are informed of 
their duties and who are already commanding the companies which 
are not full. , 

The Senate bill proposed to fill up the companies we now have, to 
put new men alongside of old men; and any man who has had any 
experience in the late war knows that that is the best way to mako 
effective troops of new men. If in order, I desire to move that the 
Senate amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. BANNING. Ihave not yielded for that purpose. 
previous question. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Isnot my motion in order as a prior motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not unless the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BANNING] yields for it. The sense of the House must be taken 
on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BANNING. Let me say a word in answer to one proposition of 
the gentleman, so that members may all understand this matter. It 
is very doubtful whether these troops will be needed at all. We all 
hope that they will not be. It is General Sherman’s opinion that 
either column of our present force is able to wipe out Sitting Bull 
and all the Indians now fighting against the United States. But he 
expressed the opinion that perhaps it would be best in abundance of 
caution to giv) these additional men; and therefore we have seen 
fit to do so. Ido not believe they will ever be used; I hope it will 
never be necessary touse them. AsI have already stated, the propo- 
sition of the Senate bill to increase the cavalry companies to one hun- 
dred is already the law, having been enacted by this Congress. The 
Army appropriation bill provides an amendment to that effect, having 
been adopted on motion of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. MILLS, } 
that the cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in 
each company, and be kept at that number. Therefore under the ex- 
isting law the President of the United States can to-day, without 
further legislation by Congress, fill up the cavalry companies to one 
hundred men each. 

If we need men for the Indian war, we need them immediately; 
and the way to get them immediately, the way to get them into the 
field to fight the Indians, is to get them in the form of volunteer com- 
panies and volunteer regiments, without waiting the slow process of 
filling up our Army with regular soldiers. We do not need them in 
that way. We have now 25,000 troops, enough to whip all the Indians; 
and if the cavalry regiments were filled up as now authorized by law 
we need have no difficulty in overcoming any Indian force that may 
be arrayed against the authority of the United States. If we need 
men, we need them in fifteen, twenty, thirty, or forty days. This 
Congress is ready and willing to re-enforce our Army to break up that 
| Indian war, to protect our frontier, to defend our settlers. To do 


I move the 
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this, we propose to give quickly the five thousand men that the Pres- 
ident asks for. In order that they may be furnished quickly, they 
must be furnished in the way we now propose. I hope, therefore, 
that the House will stand by the bill as it has already passed. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a single question: 
Does not the Senate provide for a permanent increase of twenty-five 
hundred in our regular Army? 

Mr. BANNING. It does not do so directly ; but it does provide 
that the men who may be now taken into the Army may be retained 
there. Hence it will be the harder to get men. Men will not enlist 
promptly when they know that they may be required to stay in the 
Army fora year. Either these men or old soldiers may be mustered 
out to reduce the force of the Army to 25,000. Hence I say the propo- 
sition in this respect also is a useless and unreasonable one. Under 
it we cannot expect to get troops quickly ; and if we do not need them 
quickly, we do not need them at all. 

Mr. MILLS. Besides, under our bill we shall get the best troops. 

Mr. BANNING. Yes, sir; we get the best troops in that way. We 
can now get volunteers upon the frontier who understand the Indian 
character and Indian warfare far better than men who might be 


picked up in the cities, who know nothing whatever of the Indian | 


character and mode of warfare, who will have everything to learn in 
that respect after they enter the service. I now call for a vote. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Iask the gentleman to yield to me fora 
moment. This is an important matter and involves the expenditure 
of a good deal of money. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask that the amendments of the Senate be again 
read. 

The amendments were again read, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the question is put on these amendments I 
wish to ask to what extent under existing laws the President has the 
power to increase the cavalry force of the Army. If the President 
should exercise the power already conferred upon him in that respect, 
what would be the aggregate increase of the cavalry? I would like 
also to know whether this power to increase the cavalry force would 
not exist even after these five thousand volunteers were added ? 

Mr. BANNING. I will answer the gentleman’s question; and I 
hope to be understood. Under the law as it now exists, as we have 
enacted it at this session of Congress, the President has the power 
to increase the cavalry regiments of the United States to 12,000 men. 
He might increase that force 14,000 by stopping recruiting for the in- 
fantry and filling up the cavalry. We have already authorized him 
to make the cavalry companies one hundred strong. He can do this 
without any additional legislation whatever. 

Mr. MILLS. And he is directed to do it under the law. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ban- 
NING ] allow me a question on this subject? 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Has the law on this subject been changed at 
this session? Has not the President heretofore had the power under 
the law to transfer enlisted men to whatever companies he pleased, 
or to send recruits to whatever regiments he desired? 

Mr. BANNING. Before our legislation of this session he could not 
increase the force, because the number in each company was limited 
to seventy-eight. But we have now changed the law so that it may 
be done. We gave him that authority at this session of Congress. 
He never had it before, but he has it now under the authority of Con- 
gress. 

[Cries of “Vote!”] 

Mr. CONGER. Before the gentleman from Ohio yields the floor, I 
should like to know whether the military authorities have given any 
expression of their wish in regard to the manner of this increase one 
way or the other. 

Mr. BANNING. I will answer the question of the gentleman from 
Michigan. The chief man of the Army, the head of the Army, Gen- 
eral Grant sent his message saying we could do it either way. We 
thought it probable we could do it best for the purpose for which it 
is at present designed in the manner in which the House committee 
on Military Affairs has recommended it should be done. I now de- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered; and under the operation thereof the Senate amendment was 
non-concurred in. 

Mr. BANNING. I move ‘o reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate amendment was non-concurred in; and also move that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. 
the two Houses on the disagreeing votes on this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is 
entitled to the floor. 


ROBERT N. EDDY. 


Mr. LORD. Mr. Speaker, I had the floor at the time the gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. BANNING] submitted the motion to non-concur 
in the Senate amendment. That matter having been disposed of, I 


now move, by unanimous consent, to take from the Speaker’s table | Appendix. 


Iask that there be a conference between | 
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Senate bill and the report accompanying it. It passed the Senate 
nnanimously. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs that the Paymas- 
ter-General of the United States Army pay to Robert N. Eddy, late 
second lieutenant Company K, One hundred and fourteenth Regi- 
ment New York State Volunteer Infantry, the full pay and emolu- 
ments of a second lieutenant from the 31st day of December, 1362, to 
the 28th day of August, 1363, deducting therefrom all pay he may 
have received from the Government as first sergeant for that period, 

Mr. LORD. I now ask that the 
read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


report accompanying the bill be 


The applicant desires difference in pay from the 31st December, 1862, to the 28th 
August, 1863, between the pay of a sergeant and that of a second lieutenant 

Prior to the first date Eddy was a sergeant in the regiment and company vamed ; 
was appointed a second lieutenant at that time ; a second lieutenant’s vacancy then 
existed in the company. Eddy performed the duty assigned him ; failed to get his 
commission because of the loss of the vessel upon which it was, and was prevented 


from being sworn in as second lieutenant until the last day named, i. ¢., August 28, 
1363. 


The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. LORD. I desire to say in addition to that unanimous report on 
the part of the Senate committee the bill was passed by the Senate 
unanimously, and that the young man referred to is sick, and if he is 
to get the money at all in payment of his just claim he needs it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to taking the bill 
from the Speaker's table and putting it on its passage at this time? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read a first and second time, ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
} passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
| table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
AFFIDAVITS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LORD. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report in favor of concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ment tothe House bill in reference to affidavits in United States 
courts. It will take but a moment, and it is a matter of great im- 
portance. Concurrence in the Senate amendment 
unanimously by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman from New York is occupying 
the floor to the exclusion of other members who have an equal right 
to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
chance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
New York referred to? 

Mr. LORD. It is the House bill relating to affidavits, returned 
from the Senate with an amendment in which concurrence is recom- 
mended. 

Mr. PAGE. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. YOUNG. [rise to make a privileged report, and I think I had 
unanimous consent. It will take buat a moment. It simply requires 
notaries public to take affilavits. 

Mr. eee I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
call of committees for reports in the morning hour. 


is recommended 


The Chair cannot help it. 
But the Chair ought to give the rest of us a 


What bill is it the gentleman from 


ENGINEER OF THE 


I rise for the purpose of submitting a privileged 


HOUSE. 

Mr. YOUNG. 
report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
report he will submit it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to present at this time the report of the 
committee appointed some time since to investigate certain charges 
against the engineer of the House. I was chairman of the subcom- 
mittee appointed by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
to conduct that investigation. In the last twenty-four hours I have 
been able to prepare the report. The gentlemen on that subecom- 
mittee with me are at present out of the city, and therefore I was 
not able to get them to sign the report. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there & minority report in this case? 

Mr. YOUNG. There is no minority report. 

Mr. CONGER. Is this a privileged report under the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG] to state that it is a privileged report 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam informed that itis a report of an investigation. 
I understand there is no minority report, and therefore I make no 
objection. 


If the gentleman has a privileged 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
printed in the Rrcorb, as a part of the proceedings of the House, 
some remarks in regard to the common schools of the States. [See 


; ] 
a bill (S. No. 788) for the relief of Robert N. Edtly, in order that it |. Mr. A. 8. WILLIAMS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 


may be put on its passage at this time. I need not repeat the re- 


have printed in the REcoRD some remarks as a part of the proceed- 


marks I made at the time, and will only ask the Clerk to read the | ings of the House. [See Appendix. ] 
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Mr. JOHN REILLY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have | 
printed some remarks in the RECORD as a part of the proceedings of | 
the House. [See Appendix. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was | 
communicated to the House by Mr. U.8.GRaN7, jr., his Private Secre- 
tary. 

ENGINEER OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds presented by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sir: The subcommittee to which was referred Honse resolution directing an 
inquiry aa to the moral character of George C. Ellison, engineer of the House of 
Representatives, and also as to his fitness and professional qualifications to dis 
charge the duties of that position beg leave respectfully to report : 

That very soon after our appointment we met together as a committee and en- 
tered upon the discharge of the duties assigned us. 

The first witness we caused to come before us was Hon. J. D. Wuarre, of Ken- 
tucky, who offered the resolution of inquiry. We informed this gentleman that 
the most rigid and impartial investigation would be made of the matters referred to 
the committee, and requested him not only to disclose all the facts within his 
knowledge, but to give us the names of any and all witnesses whom he desired to 
have summoned, 

In his own examination he testified that he had no personal knowledge whatever 
touching the integrity of Mr. Ellison, or of his qualifications toe discharge the du- 
ties of engineer, and that all the information he had of any kind upon the subject 
was derived from the gossip of the Capitol and one or two paragraphs which had 
appeared in a Washington enenge reflecting upon Mr. Ellison and the infin- 
ences which it was alleged were brought to bear in secaring from Hon. George M. 
Adama, Clerk of the House of Representatives, bis appointment as engineer. 

At the instance of Mr. Warre and of the committee's own motion a number of 
other witnesses were brought before us and gave their testimony, among whom 
was Captain W. W. W. Wood, Chief of the Bureau of Steam-Engineering in the 
Navy Department. This gentleman is evidently an educated and accomplished oili- 
cer, and bas loug been in the employ of the Goverument 

In his testimony he said substantially that some time after the mecting of the 
= sent Congress he was requested by Hon. George M. Adams to examine a num 
ver of applicants for the position of engineer of the House, among whom was Mr. 
Ellison, and that after a rigid examination he proved bimself by far the best edau- 
cated engineer of any that presented themselves for examination, and that he was 
eminently fitted in every way to discharge efficiently the duties of the position he 
holds. At the request of some of the committee he went with Mr. Ellison into the 
engine-room and subjected him to a thorough practical examination, and upon 
his return before us stated that he bad omeed, him to put the engines at work and 
explain each and every part of the machinery connected with them, and that the 
result of this last examination confirmed the opinion of Mr. Ellison’s competency 
which he bad formed from the first one, satisfying him beyond doubt that no bet- 
fee or more accomplished engineer could have been selected by the Clerk of the 

ouse 

Mr. G. A. Ryan, a practical engineer of high standing and long experience, also 
testified in the clearest and most unequivocal terms to the competency and fitness 
of Mr. Ellison for the cy of engineer. The high standing of these witnesses 
in their profession and their ungualitied indorsement of the engineer had great 
weight with the committee in arriving at a conclusion upon this branch of the in- 
vestigation 

There were a number of other witnesses brought before the committee, (at the in- 
stance of Hon. J. D. Warr and others,) and examined in reference to the moral 
character of Mr. Ellison; but no one of them knew of avy fact reflecting in the 
slightest degree upon his integrity or fitness for official position, except what was 
derived from mere rumors, which could be traced to no reliable source, and con- 
jectures which were wholly unfounded. 

The testimony is so voluminous, and, for the most part, so trifling and irrelevant, 
that the committee does not deem it proper or necessary to incur the expens) of 
printing it; they therefore recommend that it be laid upon the table. 

We think it just to Mr. Ellison to say that he invited the fullest and most thor- 
ough investigation of the entire matter, and that not a single one of the witnesses 
who testitied was summoned by him or at his instance. 

Giving due weight to all the evidence in the case, the committee are of the 
opinion, and so report, that he is both professionally and morally fitted for the 
ae. faithful, and efficient discharge of all the duties of the office which he 
OMIA, 

And the committee would farther report that no evidence whatever was ad- 
duced before them to show that the Clerk of the House was actuated by any im- 
proper influence in appointing Mr. Ellison or any of his subordinates to oflice. 

Respectfully submitted. 

CASEY YOUNG. 
Chairman Subcommittee. 
lion. W. 8S. Houtman, 
Chairman Oowmmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. YOUNG. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. WHITE. Is that question debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. YounG] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Wutrte ?] 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly, if the gentleman desires to say anything 
on this subject. 

Mr. WHITE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized on a question 
of privilege so that I can have the floor without dispute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what question of privilege does 
the gentleman desire to be recognized f 

Mr. WHITE. A question relating to matters affecting my own per- 
sonal integrity. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman cannot take the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG ] off the floor at this time for that 
yurpose., 

Mr. WHITE. Then I will confine myself to this subject and will 
leave the other matter to another time. 

Mr. YOUNG. I am quite willing to yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. He is referred to incidentally in the report, but not in 
any offensive sense, and I have no objection to his being heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Tennessee yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE. ] 


,ECORD—HOUSE. Avaust 15, 


Mr. YOUNG. So far as I am concerned I will yield him as much 
time as he desires. But gentlemen all around me object to extend- 
ing too long the time to be occupied on this report. I will yield to 
the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. I had the honor, if I may call it such, of introducing 
the resolution which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds in regard to the employé of this House who ocen- 
pies the position of engineer. I do not know that it is necessary to 
have all the testimony taken before the committee printed. I do not 
know all there is in the testimony ; but 1 know enough to know, Mr. 
Speaker, that the men who did testify, and whose testimony should 
have the most weight with this House, testified to the fact thet the 
engineer of this Hause, at the time of his appointment, was utterly 
incompetent. 

Mr. YOUNG. What witness testified to that fact? 

Mr. WHITE. McGlensey, a man that was appointed assistant en- 
gineer of this House, a black-mailer, you may say; who was known 
to the Clerk to be a black-mailer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot allow an officer of 
the House to be referred to in such terms. 

Mr. WHITE. I think, sir, I am stating facts. 

Mr. YOUNG. There is not the slightest evidence upon all that rec- 
ord to sustain what the gentleman from Kentucky is now stating. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say again—and perhaps I did not say 
what I intended to say 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not desire the gentle- 
man to repeat what he said, because he distinctly understood what 
the gentleman said. The Chair has stated that the gentleman was 
not in order, and hopes he will proceed in order. Certainly he will 
not be permitted by the Chair to refer in terms such as be has used 
to an oflicer of the House, particularly an officer who has no oppor- 
tunity to reply. The gentleman wili proceed in order. 

Mr. WHITE. I will speak in regard to myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no objection to that. 

Mr. WHITE. I was called before the committee to tell what I 
knew in regard to the incompetency of Mr. Ellison, the eugineer of 
this House. As I had no acquaintance with Mr. Ellison I was com- 
pelled to say I knew nothing further of the charges than I had been 
told, and also, what every member knew, that this Hall had been poorly 
ventilated up to that time. At the request of the chairman of the 
committee I furnished a list of witnesses whom I desired to be called. 
Among them was Hawkins Taylor, who said to me that he had had 
a conversation with the Clerk of the House, in which he told the 
Clerk that this man McGlensey, whose letter was published at the 
time I preferred charges against the engineer of the House, that this 
man McGlensey wasa black-mailer. Subsequently it appears McGlen- 
sey was appointed the assistant engineer of this House. MeGlensey 
wascalled by the chairman of the committee to give testimony in regard 
to the qualification of Ellison ; and McGlensey testified, having been 
in the employ of this House in the engineer department for a number 
of years, that as a practical engineer, not a theoretical engineer like 
Mr. Wood, to whom he refers, but as a practical engineer, he could say 
Ellison was unfit for the position. Whenasked to specify and give 
reasons, the man was 8o illiterate that he could not do it; but he 
could say in most positive terms that he did not believe Ellison was 
a competent man. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
makes no secret of the matter that he recommended Ellison to the 
Clerk ; that subsequently he went with Mr. Ellison to the engine and 
that Ellison displayed such total ignorance as to the difference be- 
tween a high-pressure and a low-pressure engine that he went to the 
Clerk and withdrew his indorsement of him. 

It appears that subsequent to this Mr. Ellison was examined by a 
competitive board, and if the questions put by that board were read 
before the House they would show to this House and to the country 
that it was a theoretical examination on scientilic questions that no 
man could learn except out of books and which a practical engineer 
who had laid aside books for a number of years could not be expected 
to answer; such questions as a man would be expected to answer if 
he had been crammed. It appears from the testimony that Mr. George 
A. Ryan, a lobbyist, well known, and who testified to the ability of Mr. 
Ellison, crammed that man Ellison. He said before the committeo 
that he had lent books and talked with him about machinery. 

Now I do not desire to detain the House, but the gentleman asked 
me this question: What man testified that Ellison was incompetent? 
In the first place, I say Mr. Hewitt, of New York. He does not 
make any secret of saying that he believed that Ellison passed such 
a splendid examination before the board that he believes there was 
collusion between him and the examiner, Mr. Wood. I say further 
that McGlensey, a practical engineer, testified that Ellison was in- 
competent and that another employé down there, whose name has 
escaped me and who had been a practical engineer for years, also 
stated that he was incompetent, and I say further that every man 
upon this floor who knows how much ill health has been occasioned 
here by the poor ventilation of this Hall can only believe that he is 
an incompetent engineer. I have no more to say. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. YOUNG. I did not expect when I submitted this reportto the 
House that it would lead to any controversy or discussion whatever. 
If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] had examined the tes- 
timony upon which the report is based so closely as I have I am quite 
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sure he would have urged no objection fo its adoption, and he cer- 
tainly would not have couched his argument in the harsh language 
which he has seen proper to use toward some of the parties referred 
to. He is totally mistaken as to the testimony of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. HEwiTt,] who is in his seat and can correct me if I do 
not state it truly. That gentleman testified before the committee 
that he had some knowledge of Mr. Ellison as an engineer while he 
resided in New York City, and that he had recommended him to the 
Clerk of the House as a proper person to fill the position of engineer ; 
that afterward, in conversation with Mr. Ellison in reference to the 
di ferent kinds of engines, he came to the conclusion that he was not 
so well qualified to perform the duties of an engineer as he had sup- 
yosed, and that thereupon he went to the Clerk and suggested that 
cc should have Mr. Ellison undergo a competitive examination be- 
fore appointing him. He further testified that he was afterward in- 
formed that Mr. Ellison had gone before a board of competent engi- 
neers, Who subjected him to a thorough examination and reported 
that he was entirely fitted to discharge the duties of engineer of the 
House of Representatives, being better qualified for the position than 
any other applicant for the appointment, and that when he learned 
these facts he concluded he was mistaken and renewed his recom- 
mendation. At the head of this board of engineers was Captain W. 
W. Wood, who is a gentleman of high standing so far as I have been 
able to learn, notwithstanding he has been denounced as a lobbyist 
and black-mailer by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG] mis- 
understood me. My language was, if he was the scoundrel he was 
certified to be— 

Mr. YOUNG. Very well. I accept the correction. But Mr. Hrw- 
1TT, the witness to whom you appeal, had more confidence, it would 
seem, in the integrity of Captain Wood than you have, for he testi- 
fied that when that gentleman had examined Mr. Ellison and pro- 
nounced him a competent engineer, he changed his own opinion upon 
the subject and renewed his recommendation of him to the Clerk. 
Now Captain Wood was himself one of the most important witnesses 
examined; he is a thoroughly educated engineer, standing as high, 
perhaps, in that profession as any man in the United States, and has 
for many years past been at the head of one of the most important 
Bureaus of the Government, that of Chief of Steam-Engineers in the 
Navy Department, and so far as the committee was able to judge of 
him by his conduct and deportment before them he evinced the qual- 
ities of a well-bred, well-educated gentleman, and presented every 
appearance of an honest and upright man. He testified that shortly 
after the opening of the present Congress he was requested by Hon. 
George M. Adams, the Clerk, to examine a number of persons who 
were applying for appointment to the position of engineer of the 
House of Representatives, and that accordingly he did examine Mr. 
Ellison and several other applicants, the result of which was that, 
after a close and rigid examination upon all the theory of steam-en- 
gineering, he and the other gentlemen composing the board were 
unanimously of the opinion that Mr. Ellison was by far the best qual- 
ified of any who presented themselves. 

Mr. J. A. Ryan, avother professional engineer of high attainments 
and much experience, and also for a long time ::n engineer in the 
United States Navy, was brought before the committee and testified 
that he had had many conversations with Mr. Ellison upoa the sub- 
ject of steam-engineering and had subjected him to many practical 
tests; from all of which he arrived at the conclusion that he pos 
sessed a thorough knowledge of the profession, had evidently studied 
it thoroughly both in theory and practice, and that he possessed the 
very highest qualifications for the position which he holds. But this 
witness does not find much favor in the eyes of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Ware ;] for I supposed it was to him that he in- 
tended to apply the epithet of “lobbyist” and “black-mailer.” 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman, I know, does not mean to misrepre- 
sent me. I referred to McGlensey as a black-mailer and to Ryan 
as a “lobbyist.” 

Mr. YOUNG. There was no testimony whatever before the com- 
mittee that Mr. Ryan is anything but a gentleman and an honest 
mau. This is the first time I ever heard it intimated that he was a 
lobbyist. If he is-‘he must be a poor one, for I have never seen him 
in this House, or about it, except when he was in attendance upon 
the cémmittee, and then he was sent for. 

Mr. WHITE: I have. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then if you knew him to be a “lobbyist,” or any- 
thing else discreditable to him, you ought to have stated it in your 
own testimony before the committee. You had an opportunity to 
have done so. The gentleman from Kentucky says that McGlensey, 
one of the witnesses who testified to Mr. Ellison’s incompetency, is a 
“black-mailer,” and I think in all probability that may be true, and 
lalso think it is true that the gentleman from Kentucky derived, di- 
rectly and indirectly, most, if not all, of the information upon which 
his resolution was based; from this same “ black-mailer,” (as he calls 
him,) MeGlensey, for it was clearly shown that most of the rumors 
towtching the moral character and professional capacity of Mr. Elli- 
son had their origin with him; but if his testimony is worth anything 
at all, I presume it is as competent to prove one fact as another, and 
he testified in most unequivocal terms that he had no knowledge 
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character secured his own appointment. I am inclined to think my- 
self, giving expression to my own opinion, that the Clerk probably 
made a mistake, but doubtless an honest one, in appointing Me- 
— and performed a proper official duty when he discharged 
nim. 

Iam just this moment informed by the Clerk that he discharged 
McGlensey soon after the developments made by his testimony before 
the committee, and for the reason that the statements which he made 
upon that occasion satisfied him that he was not a proper man to 
hold any official position, and that if he had known these facts before 
he appointed him he would not have done so. And I say that in my 
judgment he was amply warranted in his conclusions and in the act of 
discharging him by the facts which were disclosed in this investigation. 
If I had occupied his position, with a knowledge of these facts, he 
should not have held his place one single hour after they were known 
to me. 

In reference to other witnesses, I cannot now call to mind a single 
one who said one word against the integrity or competency of Mr. 
Ellison whose testimony was not prompted by some unfriendly feel- 
ing toward him. Several of the witnesses who testified against El- 
lison confessed that they Were applicants for his position and were 
disappointed in not obtaining it. Many of them were former em- 
ployés in the engineer department of the House and had been dis- 
charged after Ellison’s appointment. Every witness of this character 
testified that they had never said one word to the Clerk touching 
the character and competency of the engineer, and that they never 
made any public declaration of their opinions upon this subject 
until after his appointment. 

I say upon my own personal responsibility, whether it is sanctioned 
by the other members of the committee or not, that in my judgment 
there was never an investigation set on foot with so little foundation 
to support it as this one. There are not two dozen words in all that 
mass of testimony which I have just laid upon the Clerk’s desk that 
would have had a feather’s weight, or ought even to have been heard 
in the trial of the guiltiest felon. It wouid not have been listened 
to for a single moment in any court of justice where the commonest 
laws and rules of evidence are observed. It is relevant, incompe- 
tent, trifling, and totally unreliable. I venture to say that an ex- 


amination of the evidence in this case will satisfy the in vete- 
rate enemy Mr. Ellison has in this House that he has been perfectly 
vindicated and stands justly acquitted of every imputation of any 
character contained in the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[ Mr. ae 

I now yield for a few moments to the gentleman from New York, 


[Mr. CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. As long ago as two months prior to the as- 
sembling of this Congress, I received a note from a gentleman in 
Brooklyn, well known to me, asking me to exert my influence for the 
appointment of Mr. Ellison as chief engineer for the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I made no promise. Soon after the assembling of Con- 
gress Mr. Ellison came to my house with recommendations from sev- 
eral persons well known to me to be men of the highest respectability, 
and ieovte had large practical experience of his ability they recom- 
mended him without the least reserve, unqualifiedly, as inevery respect 
a most competent engineer. Under the influence of such recommen- 
dations I wrote a note to the Clerk of the House telling him that I 
had no political motive in the matter; that I was not in the habit of 
recommending anybody unqualifiedly for any place; but that in this 
case the gentlemen who had recommended Mr. Ellison to me had had 
practical knowledge of his capabilities, and I felt justitied in recom- 
mending him unqualifiedly for the place. 

Now, I should not presume to match my judgment against that of 
Mr. Hewitt. His scientific knowledge is far different from my experi- 
ence in such matters. But I venture to say that if Mr. Hewirr will 
carefully examine the testimony here, the recommendations upon 
which I based my note to the Clerk of the House, recommending Mr. 
Ellison, he would be convinced that, whatever he might know about 
high and low pressure engines, he knew enough to perform the duties 
of his position successfully and that he had character enough to per- 
form them faithfully. I believe that the charges made against him 
are not founded upon fact, and that he deserves the confidence and 
employment of the House. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish the Clerk to read the twenty questions that 
Mr. Wood, the examiner in this case, testified he put to the candi- 
dates for this position in this competitive examination. If the Clerk 
can turn to them 1 would thank him to read them. 

And while he is looking up that part of the testimony, I desire to 
say in addition to what [ have said in regard to the testimony of 
McGlensey, who the chairman of this committee believes to be a 
black-mailer, and whom I now believe to be a black-mailer, but 
about whom af the time I kuew nothing except his letter published 
in the papers—I desire to say that he is an engineer of practical ex- 
yerience, if his testimony is worth anything, and he testified that 
Sllison was not a competent engineer. I desire to say that Mr. Sher- 
man, who was an old employé of this House, testified that Ellison 
was incompetent. 

I do not desire to occupy the attention of this House upon this 


| subject any further than simply to repeat what I have said, and to 


whatever of any improper influences being brought to bear upon the | ask any person on this floor who knows to the contrary to state oth- 
Clerk to appoint Ellison to office, and that none of a questionable | erwise. If I have misstated anything that the gentleman from New 
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York [Mr. Hewrrr] has said—I have not read his testimony before 
the committee—lI desire to have it corrected. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman be good enough 
to state in my presence what I said to him, for I have not read his 
testimony? 

Mr. WHITE. As nearly as I can recollect, I stated that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] had recommended Mr. Ellison’s 
appointment to the post he now occupies as engineer of this House ; 
that subsequently the gentleman from New York went, in company 
with the engineer, to the engine and asked him such questions as he 
thought would exhibit the amount of information that Ellison had 
in regard to the difference between a high-pressure and a low-pres- 
sure engine; and that F!lisen displayed such ignorance that the gen- 
tleman went to the Clerk, 1 might say in disgust, and withdrew his 
recommendation. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now will the gentleman allow me to 
correct What he has said? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. After I had signed the recommenda- 
tion of Mr. Ellison to the Clerk, the latter requested me to go with 
Mr. Ellison to the heating and ventilating apparatus in order to de- 
cide whether he understood the subject. I went with him. When 
we came to the engine, I asked him one or two questions; and his 
answers were such as to suggest a doubt in my mind whether he com- 
prehended properly the nature of the steam-engine. But I did not 
arrive at the conclusion that he did not understand it. On the con- 
trary, the circumstances only raised a doubt in my mind; and it oc- 
curred to me that the post of engineer of this House was so impor- 
tant that no man ought to be appointed to it without being subjected 
to the examination of competent experts. Thereupon I returned to 
the Clerk and, without withdrawing my recommendation, said to 
him, “ You owe it to yourself and to the members of the House to 
make sure that this man is qualified for the position; and I recom- 
mend that he be subjected to a competitive examination.” There- 
upon the Clerk thanked me for the suggestion, saying that it was a 
good one, and that he would adopt it. Afterward I understand that 
Mr. Ellison was subjected to such an examination by Mr. Wood and 
two other engineers, and that they reported that he was by all means 
better qualified than any other applicant for the office. 

These are the exact facts. I formed no conclusion in my own mind 
as to whether Mr. Ellison was qualilied or not; but I say frankly to 
this House that I had grave doubts which led to the recommendation 
made by me, which was carried into effect, and in doing which it 
seems to me the Clerk performed his full and entire duty. 

Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes his 
seat | wish to put to him another question. [ am much obliged to 
him for correcting me; for I did not intend to misrepresent him; I 
am glad he has called attention to the apparent misrepresentation of 
what he said to me. 

I stated further that the gentleman from New York made no secret 
of his belief that the engineer had, I believe, entered into collusion 
with Mr. Wood or with the examining board; that by this means 
he had stood the best examination of any man he ever saw, or 
words to that effect, the gentleman from New York saying, I think, 
that he had never yet understood how it was done. I wish the gen- 
tleman would state what he said. Of course I will flecept his state- 
ment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly I will state the conversa- 
tion. If Il remember correctly, it took place in an omnibus while it 
was jolting along. Such conversations are apt to be rather free in 
their character and not very precise in the words used. I did say 
that, after the language used by Mr. Ellison to me when I asked him 
about the engine, I thought it extraordinary that he had passed, as 
Mr. Wood said or rather as the gentleman from Kentucky said to me, 
the best examination that any man had ever passed. I do not sup- 
pose that Mr. Wood ever made that statement. Ido not believe that 
Mr. Ellison could pass the best examination that any man ever passed. 

Mr. WHITE. I meant the best of those before the board. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Of those before the board. The gen- 
tleman certainly said that; and I simply said, “If that be so, then 
it is an extraordinary commentary upon the applicant,” (or some- 
thing to that effect,) because it is quite certain that either Mr. Elli- 
son or I misunderstood the meaning of the terms “ high and low pres- 
sure” and “single or double acting” as connected with an engine. 
But it is quite possible that one man may use a practical term in one 
sense and another man may use it in another. Hence I did not con- 
sider it conclusive against the qualifications of Mr. Ellison that he 
had used the terms “high” and “ low pressure” in a sense in which 
I had not been in the habit of using them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE] has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iam unwilling to continue this discussion longer, 
and I would not do so only I desire to make a few remarks in further 
reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Wu1re,] who puts lan- 
guage in my mouth the paternity of which I utterly disclaim. I am 
not accustomed in public discussions upon this floor or elsewhere to 
use the somewhat inelegant phrases of “ black-mailer,” “scoundrel,” 
&c. Idid not pronounce Mr. McGlensey to be a “ black-mailer.” I 
said that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WuiTre] had declared 
that he was one, and that in all probability the charge might be 
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true. Idid not pretend to state it upon any information of my own 
or to give it as my opinion, except as based upon the declaration of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. WHITE. } 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the reading of the record where the gen- 
tleman says “I think it is correct.” 

Mr. YOUNG. Well, perhaps I may have used that word, but it was 
based upon your own statement. Iam willing to admit the gentle- 
man’s own testimony that McGlensey is a “ black-mailer,” but I ad- 
mit it upon the gentleman’s own responsibility, not upon mine. 

Now in reference to Captain Wood. I never heard before that a 
committee of this House had at any time investigated him and _pro- 
nounced him to be a “scoundrel.” If such is the fact, that it has 
been developed that he is a “ scoundrel,” I want to know from the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] how it is that a republican 
administration has kept him in office all this time? I do not propose 
to charge that arepublican administration would keep any scoundrels 
in office, though I believe there have been some intimations to that 
effect coming from different quarters; but the gentleman is a com- 
vetent witness upon that subject and I shall not attempt to impeach 

im. 

If an investigation has disclosed the fact which he states, and it 
has been published to the world that Captain Wood is a scoundre| 
and has held an important and responsible position under the Goy- 
ernment for a period of fifteen years, then certainly, as it occurs to 
me, somebody is to blame that he has not lost his official head long 
before now. So far as I was able to judge, I saw nothing in the de 
portment of Mr. Wood, nothing in his conduct daring the whole in- 
vestigation which did not speak the gentleman and an honest man. 
The testimony will make a volume of considerable size, and the 
printing of it would involve a cost greater than any public goed 
that could result from its publication. There is nothing in the evi 
dence of any witness whose testimony is set out in all that large rec- 
ord which could be relied upon to establish a single one of the charges 
preferred against Mr. Ellison. 

I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the re port was adopted. 

Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. YOUNG. Iask now to be permitted to report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds a resolution of much more 
importance than any that has been presented to the Honse this morn- 
ing. I hope there will be no objection to its being considered now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the sum of $8,000 be, and the same 
is hereby, ———— out of the contingent fund of the House, to be expended 
under the direction of Edward Clark, architect of the Capitol, for the parpose of 
perfecting the system of ventilating the Hall of the House of Representatives now 
in progress under the direction of Professor Henry and a board of scientitic offi 
cers who are acting with him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust some explanation will be made of the ne- 
cessity for the adoption of this resolution by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. YOUNG. I will make the explanation demanded by the gen 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOLMAN.] It is simply this: Early in the 
session, some time during the winter when there was so much com- 
plaint about the impure atmosphere of the Hall and the serious il!- 
ness of a great many members which was attributed to that cause, a 
resolution was introduced instructing the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to institute an investigation to ascertain, if possi- 
ble, the cause of the imperfect ventilation of this wing of the Capitol 
and report some method of improving it. This resolution was subse- 
quently referred to a subcommittee, of which I had the honor to be 
named as chairman, with similar instructions. The committee, com- 
poeed besides myself gf the honorable gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 

eT and the honorable gentleman from Maine [ Mr. PLAISTED | 
immediately entered upon an examination of the architecture of the 
building, the probable sources of the foul air which entered the Hall, 
and the supposed defects in its arrangements for healthfal ventila- 
tion. During our investigation of these matters we were waited upon 
by a large number of gentlemen coming from various sections of the 
country, who claimed to have much experience and to be deeply 
learned in the science of ventilation, and who proposed to undertake 
the work of perfecting our system of ventilation for considerations 
ranging from twenty-five to two hundred and fifty thousand dollars 

Many of these gentlemen submitted to us in writing various plans 
and theories for the accomplishment of the object sought, but their 
ideas were so divergent, their plans so different, and their theories 
involving so much of profound but obscure learning, the committer 
was unable to determine which one should be selected and adopted. 
In this dilemma we deemed it wisest and safest to ask the assistance 
of other officers of the Government more competent to pass upon this 
important question than we were. We accordingly requested that 
eminent savant, Professor Joseph Henry, of the Smithsonian Institute, 
to select a board of scientific Government officers to take charge 0! 
the matter and advise the committee as to the proper method of se- 
curing the objects which they were charged to accomplish. That 
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gentleman consented to act in the matter, as requested by the com- 
mittee, and selected as members of such board Lieutenant-Colonel 
Casey, of the Army Engineer Corps; Professor Billings, of the Medi- 
eal Department ; Mr. Franc Schurmans, assistant supervising archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department; and Hon. Edward Clark, architect 
of the Capitol. The board thus organized, with Professor Henry as 
its president, immediately set about the work they had been requested 
to and agreed to undertake. 

Soon afterward the board, through its president, Professor Henry, 
addressed a written communication to the committee, suggesting some 
jnmediate changes in the existing means of ventilation, and in order 
to make these changes an appropriation of $4,000 was asked, and made 
by Congress out of the contingent fand of the House, under a reso- 
lution which I introduced for that purpose. These changes, so far as 
was necessary and practicable, were made at once, and every mem- 
ber of the House has been surprised and gratified at the great relief 
which they have afforded from the dangerous troubles to which we 
were before subjected. 

4 The improvements in the ventilation of the House thus made, how- 
¥ ever, are but partial and will only serve during warm weather. In 
4 order to continue them, so as to furnish us with adequate protection 
} against the dangers of inhaling foul and impure air during the com- 


ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. } 


The latter motion was agreed to. 







MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Two messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. U. S. GRANT, jr., his Private ; 
Secretary, who informed the House that the President had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1089) granting a pension to Thomas J. Fox, late 
a private of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers; , 

An act (H. R. No. 2271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Hannah W. 
Sumner, widow of Major-General Edwin V. Sumuer; 

An act (H. R. No. 3359) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims under the act : 
of Congress of March 3, 1871, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3209) to authorize the Commissioner of Indiau 
Affairs to receive lands in payment of judgments to eastern band of 
Cherokee Indians; 

An act (H. R. No. 3022) making appropriations for the construe- 
tion, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3678) to change the name of the pleasure-yacht 
Lydia to that of Sylph ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1713) for the relief of Berthold Loewenthal, of 
Chicago, Illinois ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3374) for the relief of Harry E. Eastman, late 
lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry Voluntiers ; 
and 

An act (H. R. No. 3849) for the relief of James W. Harvey and 
James Livesey, of the firm of Harvey & Livesey, of Wisconsin. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1236) granting a pension to Harris B. Lovell, late 
a private in Company C, One hundred and twenty-Second Regiment 
Illinois 'nfantry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1931) granting a pension to John J. Partillo, of 
Gratiot County, Michigan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2231) granting a pension to Emily E. Weiss; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2837) granting a pension to Edward F. Eddy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2844) granting a pension to Levi D. Hayward; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2846) granting a pension to Lovina Adeline Bowker ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2848) granting a pension to F. M. Bruner; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3178) granting a pension to Thomas Galloway, 
late captain of Company C, First Maryland Cavalry Volunteers. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
an amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1588) granting an additional pension to Jefferson 
Bowers, of Madison County, Illinois. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. Ng 210) granting a pension to Austin R. Mills; 

A bill (S. No. 750) granting a pension to T. B. Murdock ; 

A bill (8S. No. 792) granting a pension to Peter Harder; and 

A bill (S. No. 980) granting a pension to Irena Garrett. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the executive communications now on 
the Speaker’s table may be laid before the House. 
CAPTAIN EDWARD 8. MEYER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives 


For the reasons stated in the accompanying communications submitted to me by 
the Secretary of War, I have the honor to return herewith without my approval ' 
House bill No. 36, entitled “ An act to restore the name of Captain Edward 5. Meyer 
to the active list ofthe Army. 








































































ing winter session, an additional appropriation will be necessary. I 
hold in my hand a communication from Professor Henry, in which he 
estimates that the sum of $8,000 will be necessary to continue the 
work until the next session of Congress. Unless this is made the 
$4,000 already expended will be a total loss and absolutely thrown 
away. As this resolution has for its purpose the protection of the 
health and even life of every member and employé of this House, I 
trust there will be no opposition from either side to its passage. I now 
call the previous question upon the passage of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
























































EMERICK W. HANSELL. 



































Mr. TARBOX. I ask unanimous consent of the House to take up 
for consideration at this time the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 3184) granting a pension to Emerick W. Hansell, and 
to move that they be concurred in. It is for the relief of a disabled 
man, who suffered from injuries received in defending the late Secre- 
tary of State from the attack of an assassin. It seems to be a bill of 
peculiar merit. It has passed the House already, and comes back 
from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not object, but I should like to make the motion 
to go to the business upon the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That cannot be done at this time. 

Mr. PAGE. Is the House in the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has not yet begun, 
but that is the regular order. . 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay to Emerick W. Hansell, of the city of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, 


on account of injuries received by'said Emerick W. Hansell while in attendance 
upon the late William H. Seward, formerly Secretary of State, on the occasion of 
the attempted assassination of said Seward. 

Also amend the title so as to read: 

An act for the relief of Emerick W. Hansell. 


7 Mr. TARBOX. Just a single word of explanation. 
; Mr. GARFIELD. If this is to pass without debate I will not ob- 
ject, but I want the morning hour. 

Mr. TARBOX. If no gentleman desires an explanation, I do not 
wish to occupy any of the time of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wanttosay asingle word. Idonotobject to this, 
but I think the amendments made by the Senate are very wise and 
prudent amendments, Although this is an entire gratuity, it is one 
of those gratuities, perhaps, which are proper for the Government to 
gre. The original bill which passed the House, and for which the 
senate has sent us a substitute, was in my judgment an exceedingly 
5 objectionable measure, and its passage through both branches of Con- 
bs gress would have set a precedent for which I believe there is no ex- 

ample in our past history. At least I am not aware of it. It isa bill 
ranting a pension to a person entirely in private life. Our custom 
1a8s been, except in the case of the Federal judiciary—unhappily the 
beginning of the civil-pension list in this Government—to confine 
pensions to those who served the Government in times of war, to the 
Army and Navy. 

This bill passed the House. I am not aware how it passed the 
House. Certainly attention was not particularly called to it; and 
for one Lam exceedingly glad that this substitute was adopted by 
the Senate instead of passing the original bill, which would have es- 
tablished a precedent that could have been referred to in the future 
as an argument in favor of establishing a civil-pension list in our 
Government; which in our republican Government it seems to me 
would be a most fatal mistake. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. TARBOX moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
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U. 8. GRANT. 






EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1876. 












War DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. O., August 4, 1876. 
Sir: I have the honor to return House bill 36, to restore the name of Captain 
Edward S. Meyer to the active list of the Army, and beg to invite your attention 
to the inclosed report of the Adjutant-General of this date, stating objections to the 
approval of the bill. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 













J.D. CAMERON, 
Secretary of War. 








To the PRESIDENT. 












ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Auguat 4, 1876. 





Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

Edward S. Meyer served as a private in the Fourth Ohio Volunteers (three 
months) from May 4, 1861, to August 18, 1861. He again enlisted as private Nine- 
teenth Ohio Volunteers, September 10, 1861; was promoted first lieutenant Novem- 
ber 1, 1861; and resigned September 27, 1862. He was commissioned captain One 
hundred and seventh Ohio Volunteers November 11, 1862; was wounded at Chan. 
cellorsville, Virginia. May 2, 1963; and discharged for physical disability January 
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1, 1865. He was again mustered into service February 8, 1865, as major Fifth 
United States Veteran Volunteers, (Hancock's Corps,) and mustered out March 20, 


1566. Was brevetted lieutenant-colonel, colonel, and brigadier-general of volun- 
teers March 13, 1865 


He was appointed captain Thirty-fifth United States Infantry July 28, 1866; be- 
came unassigned August 12, 1869; assigned to Nineteenth Infantry August 5, 1870, 
and transferred to Ninth Cavalry January 1, 1871. Retired August 24, 1872. 

July 6, 1969, Captain Meyer applied for retirement on account of wounds received 
at Chancellorsy ite May 2, 1863, by which he was incapacitated for active service. 
No action was then had on the request, pending action by Congress reducing the 
Army 

October 6, 1869, he asked to be placed on waiting orders, being unfit for duty, and 
no possibility of improvement without going north. He was accordingly relieved 
from daty and ordered home to await orders 

December 18, 1869, he called on the Secre tary of War and asked to be assigned 
to duty. 

January 4, 1870, he again applied to be assigned todaty with some regiment on the 
frontier, stating that his wound had healed, &c., and asking to withdraw his pre- 
vious request for retirement. This was accompanied by a similar request from 
his father, Mr. 8. Meyer, of Ohio 

July 20, 1870, he applied the third time to withdraw application for retirement 
and to be assigned to duty. On January 1, 1871, in accordance with his repeated 
requests to be assigned to dutw, he was assigned to the Ninth Cavalry, serving in 
Texas. He joined the regiment, and on March 4, 1872, he renewed his former re- 
quest to be ordered before a retiring board, stating that he found his injuries would 
not allow him toremain on duty on the frontier ; that his disability was constantly 
increasing, &c. The medical director of the department approved the request, 
and added that Captain Meyer's wounds certainly unfitted him for service on the 
frontier 

April 13, 1872, Senator SHerMan joined in requesting retirement of Captain 
Meyer. He was ordered before the retiring board and on August 20, 1872, was ex- 
amined. 

The board found Captain Meyer “ incapacitated for active service, and that said 
incapacity results from a gun-shot wound received in his lower jaw at the battle of 
Chancellorsville, Virginia, May 3, 1863," (when captain One hundred and seventh 
Obie Volunteers.) He was retired in accordance with the finding. 

March 21 and December 6, 1573, Captain Meyer asked restoration to active serv- 
ice and re-appointment as a captain of cavalry, which application was disap- 
proved by the General of the Army. 

Pending the action on the bill before Congress, no reports were called for as to 
the official facts of record in the War Department, and no evidence has been filed 
in this Office showing that he has sufficiently recovered. 

The absence of such evidence and the fact that after one assignment to active 
duty he has failed to be sufficiently recovered are submitted as objections why the 
bill should not be approved. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 
An act to restore the name of Captain Edward S. Meyer to the active list of the 
Army. 

Be it enacted, de., That the President be, and he hereby is, authorized to restore 
to the active list of the Army the name of Captain Edward 8S. Meyer, of the Ninth 
Regiment of Cavalry, who was retired on the 24th day of August, 1872, for reason 
of physical disability, resulting from wounds received at the battle of Chaucellors- 
ville, from which he has since sufficiently recovered to return to active duty, and 
to assign him to any vacancy in his grade now existing, or which may hereafter oc- 
cur, in any of the cavalry regiments inthe Army: Provided, That the time that he 
has been on the retired list not to be counted in his service in giving promotion. 


The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to 

the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PAVING OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the House the following message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I herewith retarn House bill No. 4085 without my approval. The repeal of the 

clause in the original bill for paving Pennsylvania avenue fixing the time for the 


completion of the work by December 1, 1876, is objectionable in this, that it fixes 
no date when the work is to be completed. 

Experience shows that where contractors have unlimited time to complete any 
given work they consult their own convenience and not the public good. Should 
Congress deem it er to amend the present bill in such manner as to fix the date 
for the completion of the work to be done by any date between December 1 and 
the close of my official term, it will receive my approval. 


U. 8S. GRANT. 

EX&CUTIVE MANSION, August 15, 1876. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the message 
will be referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless some gentleman upon the Committee for 
the District of Columbia asks the reference of the message, I think it 
might be acted on now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is before the House for its 
action. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I was intending to make a motion to refer the 
message to the Committee for the District of Columbia, but I doubt 
if there is a quorum of that committee here. At the suggestion of 
my colleague on the committee from Massachusetts, [Mr. Crapo,] I 
will move its reference to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The latter part of the motion is not 
necessary; it being a vetoed bill, the gentleman would have that 
right under the Constitution. 

The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the House the following message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the House of Representatives : 


In announcing as I do that I have attached my signature of official approval to 
the ‘Act making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
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Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other purposes,” it is my 
duty to call attention to a provision in the act directing that notice be sent to cer 
tain of the diplomatic and consular officers of the Goverument “ to close their offices,” 

In the literal sense of thisdirection it would be an invasion of the constitutional 
prerogatives and duty of the Executive. 

By the Constitution the President “shall have power, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present 
concur; and he shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Sen 
ate, shall appoint embassadors, other public ministers and consuls,” &c. 

It is within the power of Congress to grant or withhold appropriation of money 
for the payment of salaries and expenses of the foreign representatives of the Gov 
ernment. 

In the early days of the Government a sum in gross was appropriated, leaving it 
to the Executive to determine the grade of the officers and the countries to which 
they should be sent. 

Latterly, for very many years, specific sams have been appropriated for desiv. 
nated missions or employments, and, as a rule, the omission by Congress to make 
an appropriation for any sponte port has heretofore been accepted as an indica. 
tion of a wish on the part of Congress which the executive branch of the Govern. 
ment respected and complied with. 

In calling attention to the passage which I have indicated, I assume that the 
intention of the provision is only to exercise the constitutional prerogative of Con. 
gress over the expenditures of the Government and to fix atime at which the 
compensation of certain diplomaticand consular officers shall cease ; and not to in- 
vade the constitutional rights of the Executive, which I should be compelled to 
resist; and my present object is not to discuss or dispute the wisdom of failing to 
appropriate for several oitices, but to guard against the construction that might 

wssibly be placed on the language used as implying a right in the legislative 
ranch to direct the closing or discontinuing of any of the diplomatic or consular 
offices of the Government. 


U. 8. GRANT. 

WASHINGTON, August 14, 1876. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the message of the President of course 
requires no action upon the part of the House, and it is not necessary at 
all that it should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations or 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs; indeed, the only motion, I pre- 
sume, that is proper is that the message be laid upon the table and 

yrinted. 

: I do not propose to discuss the question presented by the message, 
but I desire to say this: That no communication has ever been re- 
ceived by this House which so fully indicates the importance in our 
form of Government that the power of appropriating money should 
be under the control of the immediate representatives of the people 
than the message which has been just read. If it were true that 
under the treaty-making power the President of the United States 
and the Senate might without limit create foreign ministers, and that 
on the strength of such acts on their part it would be the imperative 
duty of the House to make the appropriations for those offices, it 
would create almost illimitable sources of expense imposed upon the 
Treasury of the Government. It is fortunate that the message has 
been received. It will furnish to the country a further indication of 
the valuevf the ground assumed in this House during the present 
session of Congress that money bills must originate in the House 
composed of the most immediate representatives of the people; that 
they are in a greater degree responsible for the expenditures of the 
Federal Government and the draughts on the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. KASSON. The President does not say that this House has not 
the power to refuse to appropriate the money. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He does not say that. Iam very glad that at least 
on one:point the President concurs in the universal sentiment of the 
country, that while this power of making treaties exists in the Presi- 
dent and the Senate, yet still the power to appropriate money is under 
control of Congress, notwithstanding the terms of the treaties which 
may be agreed upon by the President and the Senate. 

Mr. KASSON. The President does not speak of the treaty-making 
power but the constitutional power vested in the Executive, and 
which does not depend upon the treaty-making power. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does depend upon the power vested in the Pres- 
ident, but it does not infer because a treaty is made it is the duty of 
the representatives of the people to appropriate money to carry out 
that treaty. 

Mr. KASSON. That question does not rise at all. The gentleman 
will remember one instance which illustrates this matter. Presi- 
dent Johnson appointed Mr. Harvey minister to Portugal ; Congress 
refused to appropriate money for him and céntinued to refuse until 
the incoming of President Grant’s administration, and then Congress, 
recognizing that President Johnson had exercised the constitutional 
power, finally voted to Mr. Harvey what pay they thought proper to 
vote him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that it is searcely necessary upon 
this message to discuss the power of Congress to abolish the office of 
minister created by law; it is hardly necessary to discuss that sub- 
ject. Yet the question is rather presented by this message. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman will pardon me, but the office of 
minister is not one created by law, it is one established by the Con- 
stitution ; that is the ground which the President takes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The office of minister to a foreign government is 
the result of legislation by Congress; the authority to appoint a 
minister to a foreign power is derived from law. 

Mr. KASSON. From the Constitution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is derived from law under the Constitution. 
The gentleman is not careful in his use of terms. ' 

Mr. KASSON. I think I am. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The President exercises that constitutional power 
under the law. 

Mr. KASSON. I think if the gentleman will examine the clause 
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of the constitution referred to by the President he will see that it 
contains a@ general power to appoint ministers to foreign countries, 
and the law simply appropriates money for the payment of such as 
Congress approves, and refuses it to such as Congress does not approve. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The uniform practice of the Government from its 
foundation, or at least from a few years after its foundation, to deter- 
mine by law what ministers should be appointed and to what courts 
they should be accredited, shows very conclusively that the creation 
of these officers is a matter of law, and not the result of any power 
conferred by the Constitution upon the President of the United States. 
But that question is not presented in this message in such a form as 
to require discussion, although I myself hold that the legislative 
power is the basis upon which all foreign ministerial offices rest, and 
that Congress has the right directly to abolish any such office. I 
will submit the usual motion that this message be laid upon the table 
and printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I trust the gentleman will not press his motion 
in the form in which he has submitted it. I think I have never 
known a proposition to lay upon the table and print a message of the 
President. I believe that would be construed at all times as a dis- 
courtesy to the President. So far as I remember it has always been 
the uniform practice to refer the message of the President to some 
committee and order it to be printed. Although in this case no action 
is probably required, yet the reference of the message is what is man- 
ifestly the proper thing to be done, its reference to some committee 
and its printing. Iam sure the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL- 
MAN } does not desire to put the House in a position of discourtesy 
toward the Executive. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. But the gentleman must certainly 
agree with me that inasmuch as this message does not by any possi- 
bility require any action, the proper motion is to lay it upon the table 
and print it; that has been done repeatedly. Yet in accordance with 
the suggestion of the gentleman I will move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We have just referred two messages of the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They required action. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Before the question is put upon the motion to 
refer and print, I desire to say a word. The President is clearly right, 
there can be no question about it, that the Congress, composed of 
the two Houses, has no power to order the withdrawal of any foreign 
minister, or the closing up of any foreign office. That is entirely 
beyond our power. The Constitution confers cxclusively upon the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the 
right to send embassadors and to appoint such foreign ministers and 
agents as he may see proper, limited only of course by the amount of 
money that the Congress, this House included, shall vote for that 
purpose. Now for the House of Representatives to undertake to say 
that the President shall order any given mission closed up is for us 
to assume a power which we do not possess. We may clearly say, if 
we please, that of all the money we appropriate no part of it shall be 
used for a given mission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yet we have done it within the gentleman’s own 
experience at least twice. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We did it in the case of Mr. Harvey, which has 
been referred to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I mean the abolition of the office. We did it 
in the consolidation of the missions to the Central American states. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Whenever Congress appropriates for a specific 
purpose only a certain sum of money, if the President and the Senate 
concur, it can be called nothing else than a mere suggestion of the 
House of Representatives which the President and the Senate see fit 
to adopt. But for us to assume that under the Constitution the House 
of re has any right to close up foreign relations already 
established —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House alone? 

Mr. GARFIELD. The House and the Senate together. I mean to 
say that the House is not a party to enter into the exercise of any 
such power. There is no foreign minister who holds his office in ac- 
cordance with any statute of the United States. It is trne that our 
appropriation bills appropriate money for those offices; but the gen- 
tleman in searching through all the Statutes at Large will fail to tind 
any provision creating a mission by regular terms of law. Our min- 
isters are not created by statute; they are created under the Consti- 
tution by the discretion of the President with the confirmation of 
= Seuain. In this respect the message of the Senate is perfectly 
right. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Is not Con bound as a matter of duty to 
make an appropriation to pay all the diplomatic officers appointed 
by the President, just as much as we are bound to provide for the 
payment of the judges of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Congress can limit the amount that shall be paid 
to any particular officer; but it cannot prevent the President from 
sending an embassador to whatever place he may choose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do I emfecutenth the gentleman to imply that, 
when under the law and the constitutional power of the President a 
foreign minister has been appointed, Congress is bound to make an 
appropriation to pay the salary in the same sense that it is bound to 
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Mr. LAWRENCE. There is this difference: The salary of a judge 
of the Supreme Court is tixed by law, and under the Constitution it 
cannot be diminished. There is therefore a constitutional duty rest- 
ing upon Congress to make the appropriation to pay the salary of a 
judge as fixed by law. It is the duty of Congress to make a reason- 
able compensation to every minister appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate. And although Congress may exercise a dis- 
cretion in fixing the amount of compensation for a minister, in which 
respect the power of Congress is different as to a minister from what 
it is as toa judge of the Supreme Court, yet Congress is morally 
bound as a political duty under the Constitution to provide a reason- 
able compensation for a minister as much as for any officer of the 
Government. That is the view which I take of the question. Cow- 
gress has the power to refuse all compensation ; but this would be so 
unjust that it would be a violation of duty to so refuse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I understand the gentleman to take this 
ground: That if the President, under the treaty-making power, with 
the assent of the Senate, accredits a minister to a foreign govern- 
ment, it is the duty of Congress to make an appropriation of money 
to pay his salary ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Yes, sir; undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that an unlimited power to reach the Treas- 
ury by the creation of foreign ministers is thus created? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Congress can determine the amount of compen- 
sation. That is in the discretion of Congress. All powers are liable 
to abuse. If Congress could appoint ministers or create the office of 
minister the number might be made unnecessary great. The abuse 
of the appointing power by the President is subject to restraint by 
impeachment and by a refusal on the part of Congress to pay salaries 
to ministers who might be unnecessarily appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we must appropriate money for the purpose ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE, Yes, sir; as a political duty we are bound to 
appropriate a reasonable compensation for ministers appointed by 
the President in the reasonable exercise of his power to appoint. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, sir, I hold that that is not good law. The 
office of minister rests on law. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. It rests on the Constitution; that is the high- 
est law. It is the law under which the President can appoint minis- 
ters without the authority of an act of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On law based upon the Constitution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does the gentleman hold that any one foreign 
mission has been created by statute? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Necessarily by statute. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Where? 

Mr. HOLMAN. By statutes, not only authorizing the accrediting 
of ministers, but providing for their salaries. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman point us to one such case ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman’s idea has but a single feature of 
sanction in our history; and that is the earlier practice of appropri- 
ating a sum of money to be placed under the control of the Pres- 
ident and authorizing him to use it for the diplomatic service. At 
that early period it was sometimes important to send a minister to 
one government and unimportant to send ong to another. Hence 
the President was deemed a proper authority to determine in what 
manner the money should be employed. Besides, at that time the 
office of minister was not a permanent office as we have now made 
it by Jaw. It was a temporary position—the position of minister 
plenipotentiary—a minister with special power for the occasion ; not 
a formal office, as we have now created it, but an office merely for a 
given purpose, for which a given sum of money was placed under 
the control of the Government. 

There it would seem to be an indication of the absence of power to 
create the office, but it is only incidental. It grew out of peculiar 
condition of the times. It grew out of the fact the ministers were 
not permanent officers, but appointed for particular occasions, for 
the last seventy-five or eighty years these offices have existed, if at 
all, by virtue of the law and under appropriations made for their 
salaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate insisted on its amendment disagreed to 
by the House to the bill (H.R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to 
accept the service of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties, asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed Mr. LoGan, Mr. Hircucock, and Mr. 
MAXEY as managers of said conference on its part. 

It further announced that the Senate receded from their amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 5962) to provide means to defray the ex- 
penses of the District of Columbia until December 1, 1876. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed bills ef the fol- 
lowing titles without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. No. 351) to create an additional land office at Colfax, 
Whitman County, Washington Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4107) to provide for the payment of a full month’s 
wages to certain employés permanently discharged from the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. 

VOLUNTEER FORCE. 

Mr. BANNING. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 

Speaker's table the message which has just been presented in refer- 
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ence to the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept 
the service of volunteers to aid in suppressing the Indian hostilities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be taken up. 

Mr. BANNING. The bill has been returned from the Senate, that 
body further insisting on its amendment disagreed to by the House 
and asking for a conference. I now move that the House further in- 
sist on its disagreement and agree to the conference asked on the 
part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as managers of 
said conferenee on the part of the House Mr. BANNING, Mr. MILLS, 
and Mr. THORNBURGH. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, lenter my protest against some of the 
doctrines announced on the other side of the House. In these clos- 
ing hours of the session I do not propose to go into a discussion of 
the constitutional questions mee by the President of the United 
States in the last two days. 

On yesterday, the President of the United States, who is empow- 
ered by the Constitution and has imposed upon him by the Consti- 
tution the duty to take care that the laws be faithfully executed, 
sent a message to this House in which he says: 

I cannot give my sanction 6n these— 

Appropriations for works of purely private or local nature— 


and will take care that during my term of office no public money shall be expended 
upon them. 


He closed his message by saying: 


Under no circumstances will I allow the expenditure upon works not clearly 
national. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. That isa different subject from the one now up. 

Mr. TUCKER. I know it is; but I will bring the two subjects to- 
gether. On yesterday then, sir, the President, whose duty the Con- 
stitution makes it to take care that the laws are faithfully executed 
in the United States, said that during his term of office he will take 
care that certain money appropriated by law by this bill shall not be 
expended ; in other words, that when the Constitution requires of 
him that he shall take care the laws shall be faithfully executed, he 
will take care the laws shall not be executed. 

Now, sir, the functions of the President in reference to laws passed 
by the two Houses of Congress are two-fold. First, as part of the 
legislative department, by the exercise of his veto power, he may 

revent a bill passed by both Houses of Congress from becoming a 
aw. When he signs the bill, when he approves the bill, it becomes 
a law, and his legislative functions in reference to it cease. His only 
funetion remaining in respect to such law then is executive, and the 
Constitution provides as Executive he shall take care that the law is 
faithfully executed. But the President, instead of vetoing it, re- 
turned it to this House with this proviso: “ Although I did not veto it, 
as a branch of the legislative department I will take care as Exec- 
utive to defeat it by my absolute veto as Executive.” This seems to 
me the most extraordinary position ever taken by a President of the 
United States. 

I understand the gentleman from Ohio to hold the doctrine or state 
the doctrine that, under the Constitution of the United States, the 
President and the Senate have the power to create as many offices of 
embassadors and ministers as they pleased, and that there wa’ a 
moral responsibility upon this House to appropriate money for the 
payment of their salaries. Now,sir, I must protest against that doc- 
trine. It has no foundation in the Constitution itself. The Consti- 
tution, article 2, section 2, provides: 

The President * * * shall have power, by and with the advice and consentof 
the Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

I beg the House to remark that this clause reads: 

He shall have power. 

It proceeds to say : 

And he shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall ——- embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Su- 


preme Court, and all other officers of the United States, whose appointments are 
not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law. 


Now, sir, there is nothing in the Constitution which gives to the 
President and the Senate the power of the creation of these offices. 
The sole power is that he shall nominate and by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate shall appoint embassadors, &c. If the ar- 
yument of the gentleman from Ohio be correct, then the President 
Eas a like right to establish and create the offices of judges of the 
Supreme Court, because the case of judges stands precisely in the 
same way as that of embassadors ant other public ministers. The 
clause reads : 


Shall a point embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States. 

And yet it has never been pretended that the President and the 
Senate, because they have the right together to appoint a judge of 
the Supreme Court, have any right to create the office of judge of 
the Supreme Court, or to create a Supreme Court. 

The question is, where is the creative power? What the Constitu- 
tion provides for is the executive power of nomivating and appoint- 
ing to the office previously created. Ido not know what the practice 
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of the Government has been. The gentleman from Ohio says there 
never has been any act of Congress creating these embassadorial 
offices. That may be; but they are created by the appropriation 
bill, as I understand, appropriating certain money for the payment 
of embassadors appointed to this point or that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appointments of embassadors to Greece, Hayti, 
and Liberia were all pure acts of legislation creating the offices. | 
readily call to mind at least those three cases which were not the re- 
sult of any treaty. And the consolidation of certain nations in Cen- 
tral America but a few years ago was followed by a provision of law 
accrediting to all those governments & minister to reside at a par- 
ticular point, which was the creation of a ministerial office on the one 
hand and the abolition of three ministerial offices on the other. So 
that we have instances both of the creation by law of the offices 
directly without the intervention of the treaty-making power and 
the abolition of the offices. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will allow me a moment. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is correct in stating that re- 
cently, that within perhaps the last twenty years in two or three in- 
stances there wasa statutory arrangement, as for instance the arrange- 
ment which created the minister to Hayti, where Congress has taken 
that course ; but that is not only an exception, but one so far removed 
from the ordinary practice of the Government as not only not to make 
the rule but to confirm the rule the other way. I refer the gentleman 
to the Revised Statutes, title 18, page 293, where he will find, under 
the head of “ Diplomatic and Consular Officers,” that all of the great 
diplomatic officers abroad have only this sort of authority : 

Embassadors, envoys extraordinary, and ministers plenipotentiary, ministers 
resident, agents, and secretaries, and second secretaries of legation, shall be en- 
titled to salaries as hereinafter provided. 

It will be seen that the statute assumes the existence of embassa- 
dors, envoys extraordinary, ministers plenipotentiary, &c., but does 
not create the office. 

There is not in any case a line or word creating the office, or any- 
thing, except in one or two instances, referring to any attempt to 
make it at all obligatory on the President to recall them or send 
them. The President is under no obligation, except as the Constitu- 
tion places it on his conscience to do it, to send ministers to France, 
England, or any of the kingdoms, while he might drop all of them 
or recall all of them. It is a matter within his discretion and that 
of the Senate. The practice of the Government for eighty years, in 
times of strict construction and also in times of latitudinarian con- 
struction, has established the principle referred to. And certainly if 
there is any gentleman here who ought to stand upon tradition and the 
old ways, it is the distinguished gentleman from Virginia. From the 
start our fathers regarded the matter of sending embassadors abroad 
as lying within the discretion of the President and the Senate, and 
the House were to determine the amount to be paid to them. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. There is another fact to which I desire to call 
the attention of the gentleman. The Constitution distinguishes be- 
tween officers created by the Constitution itself and those created by law. 
Now let me read: 

He [the President} shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur; and 
he shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall ap- 
point embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, 
and all other officers of the United States, whose ee are not herein other- 
wise provided for, and which shall be established by law: but the Congress may by 
law vest the appointment of such inferior officers, as they think proper, in the Prosi- 
dent alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments. 

Now, it is the “other officers,” not embassadors and ministers, whose 
offices are to be “established by law.” But there is manifestly another 
class of officers created by the Constitution, “embassadors and other 

ublic ministers.” As to these the Constitution is explicit that the 

-resident “shall nominate and by and with the advice and consent 

of the Senate shall appoint” them. The President is authorized to 
appoint those officers whose offices are established by the Constitution 
as well as those which are established by law, except in cases where 
Congress vests the appointment of officers whose offices are estab- 
lished by law in the heads of the Departments. 

Mr. BANKS. IL rise to a point of order. It is a good parliamentary 

wrinciple that there should be one at a time speaking, and I would 
Tike to hear the gentleman from Virginia finish his speech, and then 
I shall be glad to hear the other gentlemen. 

Mr. TUCKER. I am willing to hear the gentlemen on the other 
side if they do interrupt the tide of my observations, because I would 
like to meet any difficulty presented as I go along. The astute law- 
yers of Ohio who have presented their views to me do not at all 
change my conclusions on the point lam discussing. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. LAWRENCE] called my attention to the words in the 
clause of the Constitution just quoted, “and which shall be pro- 
vided for by law,” as applying only to the other officers whose ap- 
pointments are not authori by the Constitution, and claims that 
all other officers than those are officers created by the Constitution. 
I understand that to be his argument. It must be, or he will pardon 
me for saying that there is nothing in it, because neither embassadors, 
other public ministers, consuls, nor judges of the Supreme Court are 
within the words, “which sball be established by law.” Lf any one 
of them are within the words all are, as he is bound to maintain if 
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he holds that any are. Now if you will show me that article in the 
Constitution which has “ created the office of judge of the Supreme 
Court” I will give up the point. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. They are; Congress may limit the number of 
judges. But the office of judge of the Supreme Court is created by 
‘the Constitution. Congress has no discretion to refuse to organize 
a supreme court. Congress cannot create the oflice of judge, but 
may limit the number. 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir; Congress must create the number. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. No, sir. Congress must organize the court. 
This is to be done by virtue of legislative power, asin England. But 
foreign ministers cannot be organized asa court is. The oftice is neces- 
sarily distinct. In England the king appointed ministers; here the 
President does the same. I do’not say whether Congress may rega- 
late the duties of ministers, but Congress cannot create the oftice. 
Congress cannot abolish all ministers, and hence has no power to 
create, for the power to create carries with it a power to destroy. 

Mr. TUCKER. Congress must determine the number, not limit it. 
This is, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] said a while ago, 
that there is no power in Congress to close up any mission. No, sir; 
the power of Congress is to open missions. There is a power in Con- 
gress not only to limit, but to fix the number of judges. The power 
of Congress is to create the offices of judges in such number as it may 
prescribe. There is nothing about what the number shall be or who 
shall constitute the Supreme Court. The third article of the first 
section of the Constitution reads: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court, 
and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain and es- 
tablish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their 
offices during good behavior, and shall, at stated times, receive for their services 
a compensation which shall not be diminished during their continuance in office. 


Then the gentleman may ask how Congress gets the power to say 
anything about the number of the judges of the Supreme Court. 
Unquestionably the President cannot appoint judges of the Supreme 
Court until the number of jadges is established by law; that is, 
until the offices of judges are established by daw. 

Now let me say to the gentleman that I am not arguing merely for 
the sake of argument; but that there is one clause in the Constitu- 
tion which settles this whole matter. I have had occasion to quote 
it before. It is the last clause of the eighth section of the first ar- 
ticle ; that all-comprehensive clause upon which there has been so 
much discussion. 

Mr. BANKS. What is the page? 

Mr. TUCKER. It is on page 13. Take the words in the beginning 
of the section and aflixing them to the last of the clauses, it reads: 

Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by 


this Constitution in the Government of the United States, or inany Department or 
officer thereof. 


Now it is under that language that wherever there is any power 
vested in the departments of the Government of the United States, 
or in the Government of the United States itself, the efficiency of its 
power cannot fully obtain until Congress has given it vital force. 
Now, the power vested in the President to nominate, and with the 
concurrence of the Senate to appoint, judges to the Supreme Court 
comes within this all-embracing and comprehensive provision; and 
this power vested in him cannot be efficient until vital force is in- 
fused into it by the Congress of the United States. Until Congress 
has by a direct act or by an indirect act, such as an act of appropri- 
ation, authorized an embassador to England, for instance, the Presi- 
dent has no right to nominate and appoint a minister to England. 

I beg gentlemen to understand that I make no factious opposition 
upon this matter. I believe gentlemen will at least accord to me 
sincerity in my devotion to the Constitution. I believe that not only 
the liberties, but the hopes, the prosperity, and the progress of the 
people of this country depend upon a strict adherence to the provis- 
ions of that instrument. Break it down, and although the Union 
may not be dissolved, because it may be a union held together by 
bands of iron, yet it will rot down under the corrupting influence 
of an extension of power to this Government which will be most de- 
structive in its character. I believe in the necessity of holding the 
different departments of the Government strictly within the allotted 
limits of their powers. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Our own department among the rest. 

Mr. VUCKER. Our own among the rest unquestionably. I have 
already during this session maintained the proposition that the treaty- 
making power, which is in the forefront of the clauses relating to 
the Executive, which I have cited from the Constitution, does not 
authorize any money to be paid under a treaty unless Congress shall 
agree to pay it. Congress, including this House, must by appropria- 
tions give efficacy to the treaty-making power so as to abstract any 
money from the Treasury. That is one case in which the two powers 
must be made to concur and both to have force by giving to this 
House as a part of the Legislature the power to concur or non-concur 
in so much of the treaty.as requires the appropriation of money. 

And so it is in reference to this appointing power. This House and 
the: Senate must determine how far foreign embassadors are neces- 
sary, how far consuls are necessery, how many judges of the Supreme | 
Court are necessary, how many judges of inferior courts are necessary, 
what inferior courts are proper and necessary. That is within the 


| the duty to appoint exists by force of the Constitution. 
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scope of the law-making power. That which is within the scope of 
the executive power is the appointment of parties to fill the oftices 


so created bylaw. I do not intend to go into this diseussion any fur- 
ther, except 


Mr. GARFIELD. 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does the gentleman concede that the President 
could decline to appoint embassadors without so violating the law as 
to render himself impeachable ? ; 

Mr. TUCKER. As I said, and that is the reason I referred to the 
action of the President’s message of yesterday, if this Congress passes 
a law that there shall be appointed an embassador to England, that 
there shall be such an office, the duty of the President under the Con- 
stitution and under his oath to support the Constitution requires 
him, in taking care that the laws be executed, to appoint such em- 
bassador, and he would be guilty of official delinquency if he does 
not appoint. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 


cal case. 


Will the gentleman permit a question ? 


The gentleman answers by putting a hypotheti- 
I put the direct proposition to him: Suppose the President 
withdraws our minister to England to-morrow and declines to ap- 
point another, and that declination continues. As the law now 
stands, would he have committed an impeachable offense? Of course 
I know he would commit an impeachable offense should he refuse to 
appoint judges of the Supreme Court and thus destroy that court. 

Mr. TUCKER. I say that if the President of the United States 
should, as he says in his message he sent to us yesterday he proposes 
to do, willfully determine virtually to abolish an office created by 
law by refusing to exercise his appointing power to fill that office, 
he would be guilty of an impeachable offense. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
a hypothetical case. 

Mr. TUCKER. No, Iam answering your case. Mr. Schenck was 
not recalled, although he was in the city of Washington and knew 
that this House was going to condemn his course; and then he at 
last resigned. Ido not mean there must be no interval between 
General Schenck’s resignation and his successor’s appointment, but 
it must not be made indefinite in order to destroy an oftice established 
by law. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman is mistaken; General Schenck 
resigned before he came to Washington. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understood that Mr. Schenck was drawing his 
pay up to the very week that the committee of the House made their 
report against him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. General Schenck stated before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs when he was here that he regarded himself as at that 
time minister to England; that his resignation was to take effect 
upon the appointment of his successor. He drew his pay up to the 
time his successor was appointed. 

Mr. TUCKER. He resigned to take effect from the appointment of 
his successor, and drew his pay up to that time. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certzinly. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Is it competent for Congress to provide by law 
that there shall be no embassadors appointed at all? If so, then 
Congress has power to nullify an express declaration of the Constitu- 
tion, which says that the President shall appoint embassadors, and 
if Congress cannot say by law that no embassadors shall be appointed 
is not the power to appoint derived from the Constitution independ- 
ently of any action of Congress, without any law of Congress at all? 

Mr. TUCKER. I understand that a short time ago, perhaps a de- 
cade or more ago, the office of embassador to the kingdom of Italy 
was established by law; it never had existed prior to that time. 
The President appointed no embassador to that kingdom until after 
that law passed. I do not care whether the legislative effect is given 
by recognition in an appropriation bill or by express legislation. 
What I mean to say is that the power to create an office is in Con- 
gress, the President being a part of the legislative power so far as his 
veto is concerned. If by his veto he does not interfere, then he is 
functus officio as to the legislative power, and all that remains to him 
is the executive power of nominating and appointing. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, all I meant to do was simply to protest against 
our conceding in this House the extraordinary claim of a “ preroga- 
tive,” (for that is a favorite word of the President in this message )— 
a “ prerogative ” on the part of the Executive either to pocket a bill 
which makes an improper appropriation as he considers and never 
to execute the law or to exercise the power which he claims to-day 
in this message in reference to our consular and diplomatic estab- 
lishments. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. My friend has not answered my question 
whether Congress can provide by law that there shall be no embas- 
sador appointed. 

Mr. TUCKER. I think it can. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. [hold that Congresscannot so provide, and that 
The Consti- 
tution saysthe President shall, with the consent of the Senate, appoint 
embassadors. That is a law higher than any act of Congress. 
gress cannot take away that power given by the Constitution. 


The gentleman is still answering me by putting 


Con- 


And 
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this proves that Congress cannot by law say there shall be no em- 
bassadors. 

Mr. TUCKER. Do I understand the gentleman to deny that Con- 
ress may pass a law providing that the office of minister to the 
<ingdom of Italy, for instance, shall be abolished? Cannot Congress 

pass such a law? 

Mr. LAWRENCE, I think not. The office is not created by law. 
I mean to assert that the President has power, by virtue of the Con- 
stitution, and without any act of Congress, to send a minister to 
Italy, and Congress cannot, by law, say he shall not do so, because 
the Constitution says he may. He is the judge where and to what 
nations ministers shall be sent. 

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman mean to say that the President 
has the right to send ministers to as many kingdoms on the face 
of the earth as he pleases, and may decline to send ministers wher- 
ever he does not choose todo so? And this, whether Congress creates 
or abolishes them? Does the Executive create them ; and must Con- 
gress, however averse to it, pay the expenses of a mission which the 
Executive chooses to establish ? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. This power to appoint embassadors and other 
public ministers is in the same section of the Constitution which 
gives the power to make treaties. In construing one clause we may 
consider the ether, The maxim applies, noscitur a sociis. Would the 
gentleman undertake to argue that Congress can take away from the 
President the power to make treaties? 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman will remark that the power on the 
part of the President to make treaties by and with the consent of 
two-thirds of the Senate is a self-eflective power, except where it re- 
quires an appropriation from the Treasnry, and then it is inoperative 
until vitalized by legislative act. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. So is the power to appoint embassadors, sub- 
ject only to the consent of the Senate. A minister is an agency of 
executive power, He is not a legislative officer. 

Mr. TUCKER. The power to nominate and appoint an embassador 
where no cmbassadorial office exists is not self-operative. It requires 
legislative action as the co-eflicient force needed to vitalize it into 
efficient operation. It is similar to the case of the power to appoint 
judges. The President has no power to appoint a judge unless some 

aw previously passed creates the office. 

The gentleman says a minister isan agent of the Executive. That 
is true. But not for the reason the gentleman gives. The fact that 
the Executive appoints him does not make him an agency of execu- 
tive power, else a judge would be an executive agency. 

Having entered my protest against the principle put forth here to- 
day, I now leave the argument to other gentlemen. 

Mr. BANKS. I would like to say a word on this matter. Let me 
call the attention of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] to 
the fact that his strong point, the provision of the Constitution that 
Congress shall have power to pass all laws necessary aud proper for 
carrying into execution the powers conferred, does not apply to 
this case at all. That provision relates to the “foregoing powers.” 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman will excuse me. I listened to his re- 
marks with infinite delight, and did not interrupt him. That provis- 
ion relates to the “foregoing powers,” and those are the powers con- 
ferred by the Constitution upon Congress, nothing else. Now, the 
provisions in regard to embassadors are subsequent powers, and the 
authority conferred by the article cited is limited to the execution of 
the powers conferred. Congress shall make all necessary and proper 
laws for giving effect to the powers conferred by the Constitution, 
It does not increase nor diminish those powers. It is intended to give 
them effect, to make them operative, to prevent the failure of consti- 
tutional powers for the want of authority to enforce them, The fact 
is, when the Constitution was formed there were certain recognized 
principles in regard to the intercourse between independent nations. 
Lhe appointment of an embassador, or minister, or consul is not the 
act of one government alone ; it isthe act of two governments—one 
to appoint and the other to receive the minister or embassador. The 
concurrence of these two powers is necessary to constitute an embas- 
sador, minister, or consul. 

In international law and in the intercourse between nations an em- 
bassador is a representative of the executive department of the gov- 
ernment. In empires or monarchies he is a personal representative 
of the sovereign, In a republic he is a representative of the execu- 
tive department, acting under constitutional authority. The differ- 
ence between emba ors appointed in this way and those referred 
to in our legislative acts is exactly this: An embassador or a minister 
is an officer appointed by executive authority of one government to 
attend near the court of another for the purpose of presenting or urg- 
ing the consideration of specific subjects which are necessary to be 
considered with reference to the mutual interests of both govern- 
ments. The appointment of embassadors and ministers originated in 
that manner and for such purposes; and this is the power given to 
the President by the Constitution. He has the right, if necessary, to 
communicate with any foreign power upon any specific subject of 
suilicient importance to justify such an appointment. Under the 
Constitution he has the right, with the concurrence of the Senate, to 
send upon such mission an embassador or a minister, whether or not 
the statute law may have authorized it; and if the Congress of the 
United States should by law declare in positive terms that there 
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should be no minister or no embassador to such government, yet ney- 
ertheless the President would have the right to appoint an embassa- 
dor or minister for the purpose of bringing to the consideration of 
the two governments a subject of instant and absolute importance. 
This power exists by virtue of the Constitution. It is a prerogative 
of the President and the Senate, and no power exists in other De- 
partments of the Government to take it away. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. It cannot be cut off by law. 

Mr. BANKS. Now, sir, the legislation of Congress on this subject 
within its constitutional powers may be necessary and proper. For 
example, it is a question whether there shall be permanent diplomatic 
officers created styled embassadors or ministers to continue for an 
indetinite period of time. The authority of Congress might be re- 
quired for that pepe, and that seems to have been the object of all 
statutes enacted with reference to permanent diplomatic representa- 
tives at foreign courts. It is doubtless true that the Constitution 
does not give the President power to appoint permanent officers of 
that kind. He may not be able to say there shall be an embassador 
to the court of St. James for the four or eight years of his term, but 
he can properly appoint embassadors, ministers, or consuls under the 
Constitution for the consideration of specific or general subjects of 
immediate international importance to the governments respectively. 
So Congress may very properly pass laws, as they did in 1°54, regu- 
lating the salaries, privileges, and perquisites of this class of officers. 
All such acts are within the purview and power of Congress under 
the Constitution, and the President would naturally and necessarily 
conform to such provisions in making appointments under such laws; 
but wherever there is in his judgment a necessity for such action he 
can unquestionably appoint embassadors or ministers for the purpose 
of considering a particular subject important to the two countries, in 
the absence of any such regulations or statutes. He has that right 
under the Constitution, and Congress cannot take it from him. I 
suppose that is all that is intended by this message. Congress has 
decided, for example, that there shall be no American mirister at 
Athens. The President wants us to understand, and it is proper we 
should understand, that®vhile there need be no permanent represent- 
ative of the United States at Athens, and although we have concurred 
in this law and the President may have approved it, yet if hereafter 
there should arise necessity for such a representation of this Govern- 
ment at the court of Greece, the President will have the power under 
the Constitution to appoint embassadors, ministers, or consuls for that 
purpose. 

It is well this question should be presented to us and that the Pres- 
ident should give us information as to the effect of his official assent 
to this act. It does us no harm and I think it will do the people no 
harm to understand the ground upon which this question rests. It 
is the old question which has been discussed by Congress and the 
Executive Departments under every administration since the founda- 
tion of the Government. 

Mr. TUCKER. A single word in reply to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts and I will conclude. The gentleman has 
very remarkably omitted to read the most important part of the 
clause to which I referred. 

Mr. BANKS. Read it. 

Mr. TUCKER. “To make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers.” Of course 
that refers to powers vested in Congress; but the gentleman omits 
to read the following words, which are quite important, and relate 
to those succeeding powers: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execu- 
tion the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any Department or oflicer thereof. 

Now, wherever the power of any other Department, or any officer 
of the United States, or the general power vested in the Government 
of the United States by that general name is not self-operative and 
self-eflicient, there they require the co-eflicient power of the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government in order to make that power go into 
effect. And, sir, here is a power which of itself is null. Why? Be- 
cause the President has power to appoint embassadors and judges. 
Now that is conceded. It must be conceded, it has to be conceded, 
that he cannot appoint the judges until they are created by law, be- 
cause he does not know where to appoint them. Then the same argu- 
ment applies toembassadors. He cannot appoint embassadors, because 
he does not know where to appoint them or for what place they are 
intended. There is to be a law-making power to create the office as 
well as an executive power to fill it by appointing an officer to dis- 
charge its duties. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says an embassador is appointed 
by both governments. I apprehend he is in error about that. No 
more than it does require the consent of the judge in the acceptance 
of the office to which he is appointed in order to his filling it. The 
appointment is made by the President and the Senate. The accept- 
ance is by the party himself. Lf we appoint an embassador to Greece, 
it is for Greece to say whether she will receive our embassador. That 
does not make him less our embassador because she does not receive 
him. 

Mr. BANKS. He is not an embassador to Greece. . 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, he is an embassador to Greece, like a servant 
I send to your house. He is my servant, sent to your house, but you 
may shut the doors on him, 
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Mr. BANKS. But he is not the servant of my house. 

Mr. TUCKER. He is the servant to your house, but not of your 
house. I have nothing further to say on this subject. I only wanted 
to enter my protest against the peculiar views advanced by the other 
side as well as by the President. 

The message was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


USUAL PER DIEM TO CLERKS. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Iam directed by the Committee of Accounts to 
report the following resolution : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the respective Houses the usual per diem allowance to clerks of committees not 
having a yearly salary, for the period of thirty-one days from the Ist day of 
Angust, 1876. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Maryland who reports 
this resolution tell us how much it will cost? I would like to hear 
it read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the following titles; when 
the Speaker pro tempore signed the same : 

An act (S. No. 788) for the relief of Robert N. Eddy ; 

An act (S. No. 1014) regulating the disbursement of certain moneys 
therein named ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1931) granting a pension to John J. Partillo, of 
Gratiot County, Michigan ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2231) granting a pension to Emily E. Weiss ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3184) for the relief of Emerick W. Hansell; 

An act (H. R. No. 2846) granting a pension to Lovina Adeline Bow- 
ker; 

An act (H. R. No. 2844) granting a pension to Levi B. Hayward; 

An act (H. R. No. 3173) granting a pension to Thomas Galloway, 
late captain of Company C, First Regiment Maryland Cavalry Vol- 
unteers; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No.—) authorizing the appointment of 
a joint select committee to prepare a suitable form of government for 
the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the bill (H. R. No. 2689) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa 


NORMAN H. RYAN. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill (S. No. 840) for the 
relief of Norman H. Ryan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: :, 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Norman H. Ryan, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $736, in full for services as storekeeper of 
the bonded warehouse of E. W. Dutcher, at Amboy, Illinois, from the 18th day of 
April, 1868, to the 15th day of October, 1868. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. It is not necessary that time should be occupied 
in reading the report. There is no objection to the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read three times, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ; 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLARD. I rise to present a privileged report from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia on a vetoed bill. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. During the last hours of the session it is very de- 
sirable to know what is transpiring; and it is impossible to do so 
unless there is some order in the House. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that if there is 
disorder in the Hall it is the fault of the members themselves, be- 
cause there is nobody else in the Hall. The Chair hopes that mem- 
bers will resume their seats 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will the gentleman from Michigan indulge 
me for one moment? I have been desiring for some time to get the 
attention of the Chair. The bill that is now in the hands of the 
Clerk has reference to the bones of our sailors lying in Mobile Har- 
bor in the sunken monitor Tecumseh. The Senate has amended 
that bill. It would be an outrage on the part of this House to ad- 
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, 
journ and permit that to lie on the table. It simply needs the con- 
currence of the House to prevent one of the grossest outrages being 
perpetrated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 


at this time of the bill called up by the gentleman from Tennessee ? 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let it be read. 


THE MONITOR TECUMSEH. 
The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) in reference to the wreck of the United States 
monitor Tecumseh. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the resolving words and insert; 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed to return and 
tender to the party claiming to have purchased the United States monitor Tecum- 
seh the sum of $50, with interest at 6 per cent. addéd from August 7, 1873, to the 
day of the tender; said sum of $50 being the sum paid by James E. Slaughter on 
what purported to be the sale of said monitor, then lying in Mobile Bay. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, directed to assume 
the control and protection of said monitor, and he is authorized to dispose of the 
same to the party who paid said money or his assigns on just terms, providing in 
such npeeeen for the removal from said monitor and the proper burial of the re- 
mains of the persons carried down when she sank, such removal from the said 
monitor and burial to be under the protection and supervision of the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from: the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1236) granting a pension to Harris B. Lovell, late 
a private in Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to 
disabled soldiers, seamen, and others ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2837) granting a pension to Edward F. Eddy; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2848) granting a pension to H. M, Bruner; and 

A bill (Hf. R. No. 3962) to provide means to defray the expenses of 
the District of Columbia until December 1, 1876. 


THE PAVEMENT OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 


Mr. WILLARD. I rise to a question of privilege. I report back 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia the bill (H. R. No. 
4085) with the President’s veto and a bill in lieu thereof, the passage 
of which I ask. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must state that this is not 
a privileged question. The gentleman has a right to report back the 
original bill, so that the House may vote upen passing it over the 
veto of the President, and the question will be, Will the House upon 
reconsideration pass it? 

Mr. WILLARD, Then I ask unanimous consent to report a bill to 
amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the repavement of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue.” 

The bill was (H. R. 4108) read. It provides that that part of sec- 
tion 5 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the repavement of Penn- 
sylvania avenue,” approved July 14, 1876, which reads as follows: 

Provided, That said pavement shall be fully completed and ready for use De- 
cember 1, 1876, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 


Provided, That the said pavement shall be fally completed and ready for use Jan- 
uary 15, 1877. 


Mr. RANDALL, I hope the gentleman will state the effect of this 
recommendation, so that we may understand it. 

Mr. WILLARD. House bill No. 4085 was a bill to take off the limit 
imposed by the act for the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue in re- 
gard to time. There was a proviso in the bill for the repavement of 
Pennsylvania avenue providing that the pavement should be com- 
pleted by the Ist day of December next. The commission which was 
appointed by Congress unanimously reported to Congress a recom- 
mendation to take off the limitation, and the bill to which I refer was in 
accordance with that recommendation. It passed the Senate, but was 
vetoed by the President for the reasons which he has stated in his veto 
message. Upon consultation we have thought it best to introduce 
another bill which obviates these objections. It is understood, fur- 
thermore, that the contractors will be able in all probability to com- 
plete the pavement in the time named in the bill we have introduced, 
which is the 15th of January next. But if the weather should be such 
between this time and that as to render this impossible, Congress will 
be in session on the first Monday in December and, the limitation can 
be further extended by Congress at its next session and for that reasons 
the committee unanimously agreed to introduce this bill. It makes no 
change in the bill whatever except in regard to time. 

There was no objection to the consideration of the bill; which ae- 
cordingly received its several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION BETWEEN AMERICA AND ASIA. 


Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. No. 892) to encourage and promote telegraphic com- 
munication between America and Asia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That Celso Caesar Moreno, Alvinza Hayward, John F. Miller, Leland Stanford, 
Mark Hopkins, James C. Flood, William Irwin, James MecM. Shafter, O. H. La 
Grange, Isaac Friedjander, William Alvord, Eugene L. Sullivan, John P. Jackson, 
Andrew J. Bryant, Johu B. Felton, Lewis Sloss, Philip A. Roach, Nathaniel W. 
Spaulding, William Norris, Frank M. Pixley. and J. Craig, of the Stateof California; 
ene y Failing and Julius Friedman. of the State of Oregon ; Henry O'Reilly, G. G. 
Gariboldi, and William Barnet Phillips, of the State of New York; Dudley S. Greg 
ory, of the State of New Jersey, shall have the right to construct, lay, land, and 
maintain a line or lines of telegraph or submarine cable or cables on the Pacific 
coast of the United States of America, to connect the American and Asiatic coasts 
by telegraph lines, wires, or submarine cables: Provided, That said company shall 
begin to lay said cable or cables within three years from the passage of this act. 

Sec 2. That any telegraph line or cable laid by said company shall be subject to 
the following conditions, stipulations, and reservations, to wit: The Government 
of the United States shall be entitled to exercise and enjoy the same or similar 
privileges with regard to the control and use of such line or lines or cable or cables 
that may, by law, agreement, or otherwise, be exercised and enjoyed by any foreign 
government whatever ; secondly, citizens of the United States shall enjoy the same 
privileges as to the payment of rates for the transmission of messages as are en- 
joyed by the citizensof the most favored nations ; thirdly, the transmission of dis- 
patches shall be made in the following order ; first, dispatches of state, undersuach 
regulations as may be agreed upon by the governments interested ; secondly, dis- 
patches on telegraphic service; and, thirdly, private dispatches ; fourthly, the lines 
of any such cables shall be kept —_ to the public for the daily transmission of 
market and commercial reports and intelligence, and all messages, dispatches, and 
communications shall be forwarded in the order in which they are received, except 
as hereinbefore provided ; fifthly, before extending and establishing any such line 
or lines or cable or cables in or over any waters, reefs, islands, shores, and lands 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, a written acceptance of the terms and 
conrlitions imposed by this act shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of State 
by the said company 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before unanimous consent is given for the consid- 
eration of this bill, I desire the Clerk to again read the first condi- 
tion contained in the second section of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That any telegraph line or cable laid by said company shall be subject to 
the following conditions, stipulations, and reservations, to wit: The Government 
of the United States shall be entitled to exercise and enjoy the same or similar 
privileges with regard to the control and use of such line or lines or cable or cables 
that may, by law, agreement, or otherwise, be exercised and enjoyed by any for- 
eign government whatever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the condition to which I wish to call atten- 
tion of gentlemen before unanimous consent is given for the consid- 
eration of this bill. And I wish still to reserve my right to object un- 
til | can receive some explanation of the bill. I do not find in this 
bill—I thought perhaps it might be contained in this first condition 
in the second section—any provision authorizing the Congress of the 
United States to permit the landing of any other cable upon the 
Pacific coast. 

Mr. LANE. That is not necessary. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, Let it be amended in that respect if the gentle- 
man has any objection of that kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know but what this bill confers an exclu- 
sive right. 

Mr. LANE. How can it be an exclusive right? It only gives the 
right to this company. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to call attention to the fact that the power 
to alter, amend, or repeal is a very limited power where vested rights 
have accrued. Itcannot be exercised with reference to rights which 
have already accrued. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. We will accept the amendment. 

Mr. LANE. It is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. PAGE. This bill was very carefully drawn by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is so important a question, that it should not 
be acted upon under the impulse of the moment. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Move your amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It perhaps would be as well to add these wordg to 
the second section : 


But nothing in this act shall prevent the United States from authorizing the 
landing of other cables on the Pacific coast. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please reduce his 
amendment to writing. 

Mr. WIGGINTON. The gentlemen whose names are connected 
with this measure are among the most enterprising on our coast. 
They are not monopolists, and do not ask a monopoly in this or any 
other matter. We have no objection to the proposed amendment and 
will readily accept it. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Lane] is 
now preparing the amendment. 


TOLLS ON UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. CROUNSE. On the 22d of May last a copy of the opinion of 
the judge of the circuit court of the United States for the State of 
Towa in the case of The United States er rel. Hall et al. vs. The Union 
Pacific Railroad, — the subject of the tolls charged by that road, 
was presented to the House by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Mc- 
DIL, } and referred to the Committee on the Pacitic Railroad, and or- 
dered to be printed. I entered a motion to reconsider the vote of 
reference and printing, and now withdraw the same. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUNTON. I desire to submit what I think is a privileged 
report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order during the pen- 
dency of the bill now before the House. While the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is reducing to writing the amendment which 
he degires to offer, the Chair will entertain propositions and requests 
that will consume no time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask unanimons consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table a Senate bill to remove political disabilities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot entertain that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. RICE. Will the Chair entertain a proposition for a correction 
of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man for that purpose. 

Mr. RICE. On the 31st of July the Secretary of the Treasury sent 
a communication to this House—— 

PACIFIC TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave here the amendment which I desire to offer. 

It is to add to section 2 the following: 


But nothing in this act shall be construed to limit the United States in granting 
to other persons or companies similar privileges to those herein contained 


The Chair will recognize the gentle- 


Upon reflection I think it likely that this amendment would come 
in better at the end of the first section. Iask that the section be read. 

The Clerk read the first section, as follows: 

That Celso Ceasar Moreno, Alvinza Hayward, John F. Miller, &c., shall have the 
right to construct, lay, land, and maintain a line or lines of telegraph or submarine 
cable or cables on the Pacific coast of the United States of America, to connect the 
American and Asiatic coasts by telegraph lines, wires, or submarine cables: Pro 
vided, That said company shall begin to lay said cable or cables within three years 
from the passage of this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I perceive that my amendment will not come in 
properly as a proviso to either the first or the second section. I will 
therefore ask that it be received as an additional section, to come in 
before the repealing section of the bill. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say one word upon this subject. For several 
years bills of a character similar to this have been referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. At one time I was upon a subcommit- 
tee to examine this subject. The Committee on Foreign Affairs re- 
ported a general bill, for we desired competition. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] seems to iook in that 
direction, to give thorough and complete competition in this business 
of telegraphing on the Pacific coast. Although I would prefer the 
bill which I reported two years ago, yet in view of the fact that this 
enterprise is almost indispensable to the Pacific coast, and as no sub- 
sidy is required, I think perhaps the best thing this House can do is 
to pass this bill with the amendment which has been suggested. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table and read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move as an additional section, to come in as sec- 
tion 3 of the bill, the following : 

Sec. 3. That nothing in this act ¢hall be construed to limit the United States in 
granting to other persons or comparies similar privileges to those herein granted. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, NATCHEZ, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. LYNCH. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of Senate 
bill No. 699, to confirm the sale of the marine hospital building and 
grounds at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, and that it be put 
upon its passage at this time. 

The bill was read. It declares in the preamble that the marine hos- 

yital building and grounds at Natchez, Mississippi, are not required 

for the service of the United States; that the building has been for 
many years in processof dilapidation and decay; and that the build- 
ing and grounds have been offered for sale at different times by auc- 
tion under and in pursuance of law. 

The bill therefore directs the Secretary of the Treasury to confirm 
to the highest bidder the sale made under his direction and in pursu- 
ance of law, February 15, 1876; it being satisfactorily shown to him 
that the building is to be reconstructed and devoted, under responsi- 
ble auspices, to pu of instruction for the benefit of the colored 
people of the United States. . 

There being no objection, the bill was read the third time, and 


Mr. LYNCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found trully enrolled 
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bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the 
sane: 

An act (H. R. No. 351) to create an additional land office at Colfax, 
Whitman County, Washington Territory; and 

An act (H. R. No. 4107) to provide for the payment of a full month’s 
wages to certain of the employés recently permanently discharged 
from the service of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


BILLS APPROVED. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. 8. 
GRANT, jr., one of his secretaries, announced the approval of bills of 
the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 3168) relating to partition of real estate in the 
District of Columbia ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2017) for the relief of Lizzie Irons, sister of Lieu. 
tenant Joseph F. Irons, late of the First United States Artillery ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1594) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1877, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2571) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1877, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3478) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1877; 

An act (H. R. No. 612) to carry into effect a convention between 
the United States of America and His Majesty the King of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, signed on the 30th day of January, 1875; 

An act (H. R. No. 516) for the relief of Lloyd C. Babcock ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 3856) for the relief of William H. French, jr., 
United States Army, late Indian agent at Crow Creek, Dakota. 


HON. J. PROCTOR KNOTT—TELEGRAM FROM JOSIAH CALDWELL. 


Mr. HUNTON. LI rise to make a privileged report. I report back 
report No. 801, which was recommitted to the Judiciary Committee. 
It is in relation to the resolution of the House concerning a telegram 
received by Hon. J. Procror Knott, chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, from one Josiah Caldwell, and concludes with a recom- 
mendation that the further consideration of the resolution on this 
subject be indefinitely postponed. The gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
HuRp, ] one of my colleagues on the committee, has requested me to 
have read a paper from him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hurp says: The other day I said I had given my word of honor to the gen- 
tleman from Maine that there should be no discussion as to this resolution. Ithen 
believed that there would be none ; but in justice to the chairman of the commit- 
tee IL desire to say that I had no authority from him to make such statement, 
and that [never informed him of the fact that I had made such statement. While 
I believed that no discussion was to occur, I am satisfied that the chairman of the 
committee did not so understand ié. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to inquire whether this report is accompa- 
nied by a minority report. 

Mr. HUNTON. I have conferred with the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. McCrary, ] who will present the views of the minority. It was 
agreed by the committee unanimously that the majority report 
should be presented, that the minority should submit their views, 
and that upon the two reports the previous question should be called 
and the matter settled without debate. 


The conclusions reported by the majority of the committee are as 
follows: 


Your committee, therefore, would report: 1. That the telegram received by the 
chairman from Mr. Caldwell was not evidence, and could not have been received 
as such without a violation of the rule before that time established by the com- 
mittee, 2. That withholding it was not a suppression of an instrument of evi- 
dence. 3. And that the whale subject as to procuring the attendance of Mr. Cald- 
well to testify had been referred to the chairman of the committee, and that all 
communications with or from Caldwell in reference to such subject were in the 
hands of the chairman, to be used according to his discretion in accomplishing the 
object of the committee, and that no just complaint can be made of any use of such 
communications providing the discretion were fairly aud reasonably exercised. 

Your conmmittee would further report that they are satisfied, from all the cir- 
cumstances, that the chairman in withholding the dispatch fromthe committee 
acted in good faith, and without any purpose to injure any person involved in the 


investigation ; and would recommend that the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion be indefinitely postponed. 


Mr. McCRARY. I am directed by the minority of the committee 
to submit their views in writing. I ask that they be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, composed of the four republi- 
can members, dissent from the report of the majority, for the following reasons : 

1. We insist that no report upon this subject should be made or acted upon at 
pw ~ in the last hours of the session, when there is no time or opportunity for 
aevate. 

_2. We insist that the matter now reported upon has never been investigated. 
Not a witness has been sworn; not a word of testimony has been taken. The re- 
port is based wholly upon the alleged presumption that the chairman of the com- 
mittee acted in good faith and without malice. Prior to the late speech of the chair- 
man of the committee on the floor of the House upon this subject, the minority of 
the committee were willing to, and did, unite with the majority in adopting this 
presumption. Since the utterance of that speech we are unable to do so, and we 
now insist that the subject shall be investigated ; that the accusér as well as the 
acensed shall be heard; that witnesses on both sides be examined, and that the 
matter be determined as any other disputed question of fact. The charge made 
was that Mr. Knorr had kept from the committee, and from the knowledge of the 
public, a telegram addressed to him as chairman, and which exonerated Mr. Blaine, 
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and with a purpose to injure him. This of course could not be directly proved 
and could only be inferred from circumstances. The committee, when the report 
was originally made to the House, thought that, if all the circumstances alleged 
against Mr. Knorr were proved, his character was sufficient to rebut the inference 
of malice sought to be drawn from them, and therefore deemed it needless to inquire 
whether they were proved. That presumption, in our judgment, has been over- 
thrown by Mr. Knott's speech, and this makes it necessary to determine the fact 
as to his motive upon evidence, and not upon the presumption aforesaid. 

3. We further insist that the testimony in the investigation, in the course oF 
which this question arose, should be printed and laid before the House before any 
action is taken, especially in view of the fact that the chairman of the committee 
in his late speech saw fit to comment upon that testimony at length as affording 
proof of his good faith, while the contrary is claimed by others. Lf that testimony 
was, as claimed by the chairman, a proper subject of comment as having a bearing 
upon the subject-matter of the report, then it should be printed, so that others as 
well as the chairman and members of the subcommittee who took the testimony 
may know what it contains and may be at liberty to comment uponit. No testi- 
mony having been taken upon the question as to the chairman's motive in not 
making known the fact of the receipt of the telegram, he bas cited and relies upon 
the testimony taken under other branches of the investigation, and not yet printed, 
and not yet before the House. The chairman cannot fairly ask the House to de 
cide upon this report until that testimony, the only testimony relied upon, is printed 

| and brought within the reach of members. 

For these reasons we submit that the report ought not to be adopted. 


Mr. HUNTON. I move the previous question upon adopting the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. McCRARY. I ask tellers upon the adoption of the report. I 
shall not call for the yeas and nays, and shall make no question in re- 
gard to the absence of a quorum. But I desire a record of the num- 
ber of votes on each side. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. McCrary and Mr. HUNTON were 
appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 39. 

So the report was adopted. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM BATTERSBY. 


Mr. JONES, of Kentucky. I move, by unanimous consent, to take 
from the Private Calendar for consideration at this time a bill (H.R. 
No. 1151) for the relief of William Battersby. It is the unanimous 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The bill, which was read, provides that upon satisfactory proof 
being made to the Court of Claims in the case of William Battersby, 
No. 2700 in said court, that the claimant is entitled to further relief, 
the said court is thereby authorized to give such additional judgment 
as shall be consonant with equity and justice; provided that such 
additional judgment shall not include any claim not embraced in the 
original petition filed in said cause. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the name is familiar to me and I believe 
the southern claims commission has reported on this. 

Mr. CAULFIELD. The gentleman is mistaken. It has never re- 
ported on this. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then it has reported on something in reference to 
the same party. 

Mr. CAULFIELD. But that does not apply to this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no report accompanying the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I must object. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMISSION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit a joint resolution in reference to the 
commission to prepare a form of government for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the resolution be read. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 165) which was read, provides that for 
the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of the concurrent 
resolution appointing a select committee of three members of the Sen- 
ate and three members of the House of Representatives to prepare a 
suitable form of government for the District of Columbia, the sum of 
$3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one-half to be 
disbursed from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half to be 
disbursed from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. RANDALL. The law provides for the appointment of a com- 
mission to recommend to Congress at its next session a suitable form 
of government for this District. This commission is to sit during 
the recess of Congress, and itis necessary, therefore, to provide proper 
clerical force and other incidental expenses, This is a reasonable 
sum, and I fear it may be too low. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will listen to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana. I fixed the amount to suit him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection as to the amount. The gen- 
tleman does not consider the manner of drawing the money or ac- 
counting for its expenditure ; but I do not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. If you will suggest anything to improve the res- 
olution I will accept it. 

| The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
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tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChairappoints as the three mem- 
bers of the House on the commission under the law to frame a suita- 
ble form of goverttment for the District of Columbia Mr. CLYMER, 
Mr. HunToN, aud Mr. WILLARD. 


CORRECTION OF ENROLLMENT. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move the following joint resoiution tor the pur- 
pose of correcting an error in the enrol/ment of a bill. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution (H. R. No. 166) as follows: 

Resolved by the TTouse of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That the date 
in section & of the act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other 
perperes, referring to the passage of the resolution authorizing a survey of the 

Tnion Pacific and Central Pacitic Railroad, should be the 19th of July, 1876, instead 
of the 12th of July as copied by the enrolling clerk. 

The joint resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL, moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion wae agrecd to. 


MARY M. J. FRANK. 


Mr. RICE. I move, by unanimous consent, to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill (S. No. 736) granting a pension to Mary M. J. Frank, 
and that it be put on its passage at the present time. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was taken up and read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. J. Frank, 
widow of Paul Frank, late colonel Fifty-second Regiment New York 
Volunteers, to take effect from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which tho bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


> 
STEPHEN D. LEE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LAMAR. I move, by unanimous consent, to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (8. No. 951) removing the political disabil- 
ities of Stephen D. Lee, of the State of Mississippi, and others ; and 
that it be put on its passage at the present time. 

There was no objection. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all the political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth amendmentof the Constitution of the United 
States on Stephen D. Lee, of the State of Mississippi; C. M. Wilcox, 
of the State of Maryland; John G. Walker, of the State of Texas, be, 
and the same are thereby, removed. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed ; two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


OLIVER H. IRONS. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
further cousideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2469) granting a pension 
to Oliver H. Irons, late sergeant Company D, Twenty-third Michigan 
Volunteers, and that the same be put upon its passage. This isa bill 
te give a pension to a poor blind soldier who has no other means of 
subsistence. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and it was brought before the House for consideration. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place upon the pension-roll of the United States, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Oliver H. Trons, late a sergeantin Company D, Twenty-third ca 
of Michigan Volunteers, and pay him a pension, subject to the limita- 
tions and restrictions of the pension laws. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Clerk to read the report which accom- 
panies the bill. It is very brief. 

The Clerk read the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
as follows: 

Oliver I. Irons was in good bodily health when, on the 27th of July, 1862, heen- 
listed in the United States service in Company D, Twenty-third Michigan Volun- 
teers. During his term of service he was once in hospital on account of pneumo- 
nia, and once on account of typhoid fever, from both of which he recovered ; but 
in 1865, at Bowling Gree entucky, he was attacked, while in service, with 
chronic diarrhea, under whieh he was still suffering at the time of his discharge. 
The testimony of two physicians who attended him during three years from the 
time of his discharge shows that the diarrhea continued until it affected the optie 
nerve, and soon after it ceased; that the affection of the optic nerve,in their opin- 
ion, was the result of the chronic diarrhea; that in consequence thereof he has 
become totally blind, and one of his eyes has been entirely cut ont; that the un- 
contradicted evidence clearly traces the loss of his sight to the service. Your com- 


mittee would therefore report favorably on the bill submitted, and recommend its ; 


passage. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of their clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendmeuts of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 892) to encourage 
and promote telegraphic communication between America and Asia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 4108) to amend an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue ;” and 

An act (H. R. No. 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from charges 
on account of ordnance stores furnished to Kansas Territory. 


Aveust 15, 


COIN IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. COX. I rise to a question of privilege. The Secretary of the 
Treasury made a short communication in reference to the coin in the 
Treasury in reply to a House resolution. The Recorp shows it was 
ordered to be printed. The Journal does not show that. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. We have the 
paper, and by order of the House it should have been printed. I ask 
that the Journal be corrected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The correction will be made. 


« GALE OF DESERT LANDS. 


Mr. LANE. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands for present consideration the bill (H. R. No. 125) 
providing for the sale of desert lands in Modoc and Siskiyou Coun- 
ties, Colorado, with amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill at this time? 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
determine what are desert lands? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must say that the interests involved here are so 
very considerable, and the amount of lands allowed for entries so 
largely above the amount ordinarily allowed, that without being very 
carefully guarded that would not be a very safe measure. I think 
on public grounds it should lie over. 

Mr. LANE. I think the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw his 
objection if be will hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The Government will not survey these lands. 
They are desert. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is not 
before the House. 


Who is to 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
a bill of the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the 
same: 

An act (8. No. 840) for the relief of Norman H. Ryan. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE-CLERKS. 


Mr. FORT. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee of Accounts. - 

The Clerk read as follows : 

. That the pay of the clerk of the Committee on Edncation and Labor 

and the Committee on Texas Frontier Troubles be, and hereby is, increased $2 

er day from the 16th day of May, 1876, to the sth day of Augnst, 1876, both days 
fn lusive ; this resolution to be considered as a substitute for the resolution passed 
on the 14th day of August to pay to Albert Ordway $2 per day during the said 
time. 

Mr. FORT. This is simply to correct an error. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that a report from the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. FORT. Yes, sir. 


There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 


BUILDING AT LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. WILSHIRE. [ask unanimousconsent totake from the Speaker's 
table the bill (8. No. 297) fixing the limit of expenditure for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Little Rock, Arkansas, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the act of Congress approved June 7, 1872, entitled “An 
act to provide for a building for the use of the Federal courts, post-office, internal- 
revenue, and other civil offices in the city of Litth: Rock, Arkansas,” be, and here- 
by is, amended by fixing the limit of expenditure authorized for the site and full 
completion of said buil at $250,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object to this if the gentleman will 
—S amend the bill by striking out $50,000 and making the limit 
$200,000, 

Mr. WILSHIRE. I will accept that amendment. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [| now offer the amendment which I stated a mo- 
ment ago. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third reading ; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSHIRE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 





eee 


ERCP PRO OHS 


ata al 


arent 


: 
7 
A 
SS 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5693 





was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. n 

Mr. LORD. Will it be in order to move to suspend that by a two- 
thirds vote ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That cannot be done. The call rests 
with the Committee on Mines and Mining, and the pending business 
is the bill (H. R. No. 3635) to utilize the product of gold and silver 
mines, and for other purposes, reported from that committee by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLanp.) The gentleman from Mis- 
souri has demanded the previous question, and is entitled to the 
floor. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House take a recess for half an 
hour. 

The question being taken on Mr. RANDALL’S motion, there were— 
ayes 107, noes 33. 

Mr. LORD called for tellers. 

On the question of ordering tellers, there were ayes 15; not one- 
fifth of a quorum. ; 

So tellers were not ordered, and the motion was agreed to; and ac- 
cordingly (at four o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) the House took a 
recess for half an hour. . 

AFTER THE RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session at four 

o'clock and forty minutes p. m. 


CATHERINE H. GALLAGHER. 


Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, by unanimous 
consent, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4109) granting an increase of pension 
to Catherine H. Gallagher, widow of Captain John Gallagher, late of 
the United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JULIA WATKINS. 

Mr. RICE also, from the same committee, by unanimous consent, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4110) granting a pension to Julia Watkins ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 


the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


GUSTINE DORRIS. 


Mr. RICE also, from the same committee, by unanimous consent, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4111) granting a pension to Gustine Dorris, 
mother of August Dorris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NOTARIES PUBLIC. 


Mr. LORD. I ask to have passed a bill restoring a section of the 
Revised Statutes in regard to notaries public. It is important to the 
whole profession in the United States that it should be passed now. 
It is a unanimous report of the Committee on the Judiciary, and it 
passed the Senate unanimously. It is the bill (H. R. No. 1803) to 
provide for the appointment of commissioners for taking affidavits, 
&c., for the courts of the United States with the Senate amendments 
thereto. 


The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended by the Senate, 
as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That notaries public of the several States, Territories, and 
the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to take depositions 
and do all other acts in relation to taking testimony to be used in the courts of the 
United States, take acknowledgments and affidavits, in the same manner and with 


the same effect as commissioners of the United States circuit court may now law- 
fully take or do. 


Mr. LORD. The bill is unanimously reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and its passage is much needed, as under the present 
law parties frequently have to go forty miles to make depositions. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest to the gentleman that the bill which 
he has sent up is a printed bill, and it is necessary that we should act 
upon the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House should pass this bill it 
would have to go back to the Senate as an original bill. 

Mr. LORD. I think the engrossed bill has been lost, but this is the 
same bill word for word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes that this is a 
printed bill. If the engrossed bill had been passed by the Senate 
with amendments it must be upon the Speaker's table somewhere. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Has it passed the Senate at all ? 

Mr. LORD. It passed the Senate and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It does not appear to be on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. McCRARY. The original engrossed bill was mislaid, I think, 
by a member of the committee [Mr. HurD] who is not now in his seat, 








Mr. GARFIELD. 
the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the request 
for unanimous consent, but otherwise he could not consent to recog- 
nize this bill as the original. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I suggest to the gentleman from New York that he 
make the motion. I do not know enough about the bill to be respon- 
sible for it. 

Mr. LORD. I ask unanimous consent that this may be substituted 
for and treated as the engrossed bill. 

There was no objection, and the question was put upon concurring 
in the amendments of the Senate, and they were concurred in. 


By unanimous consent we can recognize this as 


AMENDMENT TO THE LEGISLATIVE, ETC,, APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent at 
this time to lay before the House a resolution which was passed by 
this body as a concurrent resolution, and which was evidently in- 
tended to be a.joint resolution. 

The Clerk will read the title of the proposed joint resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution amending the eighth section of the act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any other change made in the resolution? 

The SPEAKER protempore. There is not. 

No objection was made, and the joint resolution received its several 
readings, and was passed. 

PAY OF A MESSENGER. 


Mr. LORD. I ask on behalf of the managers of the impeachment 
of William W. Belknap to submit a resolution for the payment of 
the messenger to the managers. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, anthorized and di- 
rected to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Hugh Mohan, messenger 
to the board of managers in the impeachment of William W. Belknap, compensa- 
tion for eighteen days from the 13th of August at the same rate the messenger has 


been heretofore paid. 
No objection was made, and the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. LORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 

Mr. WADDELL. Idemand the regularorder. [Cries of “O, no!”) 
I have been trying to get the floor for two hours and failed to do so, 
while other gentlemen have been recognized two or three times. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the demand for 
the regular order, which is the call of committees for reports, and the 
call rests with the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. What isthe regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for reports. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The regular order is the silver bill, which it would 
be well to dispose of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the morning honr, 
and the pending business is the demand for the previous question on 
the bill reported from the Committee on Mines and Mining by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to utilize the products of the 
gold and silver mines. The morning hour begins at ten minutes 
before five o’clock p. m. 

Mr. PIERCE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. O, no! Both Houses can get through by six 
o'clock. 

Mr. PIERCE. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 23 members voting therefor. 

Mr. PIERCE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being on a division—ayes 
23, noes 31. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Pending the motion to adjourn, I move that when 
the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Thursday next; and on that 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 29 members voting therefor. 


A MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPson, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills of the 
House of the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 800) relating to the promotion of commodores on 
the retired list of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 310) Granting a pension to William H. Harrison ; 
and 

A bill (H.R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the 
resolution (8. R. No. 26) authorizing allowances to certain clerks 


and I suppose that all the House can now do is to pass this bill and | of committees; in which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 


send it to the Senate. 





the House. 
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The message further announced that the Senate had passed the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 165) to defray the expenses of the joint 
committee of the Senate and House of Representatives to prepare a 
suitable form of government for the District of Columbia, with an 
amendment; in which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 

The message farther announced that the President pro tempore of 
the Senate had appointed Mr. Spencer, Mr. Winpom, and Mr. 
WuytTe members on the part of the Senate of the joint select com- 
mittee to prepare a suitable form of government-for the District of 
Columbia under the concurrent resolution of the House of the 14th 
of August. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. No. 297) 
fixing the limit of expenditures for the erection of a public building 
at Little Rock, Arkansas. . i 

The message further announced that the President of the United 
States had returned to the Senate the bill (S. No. 779) to provide for 
the sale of a portion of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and 
Missouria and the Sacs and Foxes of the Missouri tribes of Indians in the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska, with his reasons for declining to ap- 
prove the same; and that the Senate, upon reconsideration, had passed 
the bill, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing. 

The question was taken the motion of Mr. Hancock that when the 
House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Thursday next; and there 
were—yea 1, nays 139, not voting 146; as follows: 

YEA—Mr. Waddell—t. 

NA YS—Measrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, Banks, Blackburn, 
Bland, Boone, Bradford, Burleigh, Cannon Cate Caulfield, Chittenden, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, 
Cowan, Cox, Crapo, Crounse, Cutler, Davy, Dibrell, Durand, Durham, Eames, Eden, 
Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Gibson, 
Goode, Goodin, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haymond, 
Henderson, Hereford, Holman, Hooker, Hopkins, louse, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones 
Joyce, Kasson, Kebr, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, Levy, Lord, Luttrell, 
Lynch, Mackey, Magoon, Maish, McCrary, McDill, McMahon, Metcalfe, Monroe, 
Morrison, Mutebler, Norton, Odell, O'Neill, Packer, Payne, Pierce, Piper, Plaisted, 
Poppleton, Potter, Randall, Reagan, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, 
John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Sampson, Savage, Scales, 
Sheakley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, Spencer, Springer, Strait, 
Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Tarbox, Teese, Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, 
Throckmorton, Tucker, Tufts, Turney, John L. Vance, Wait, Gilbert C. Walker, 
Watterson, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, White, Whiting, Whitthorne, Wig- 
rinton, Wike, Willard, Alpheus 8. Williams, James Williams, Wilshire, James 
Vilson, Woodburn, and Young — 139 

NOT VOTING—Measrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, 
jr.. John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banning, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blair, 
Bliss, Blount, Bradley, Bright, John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, 
Horetio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. 
Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Chapin, Collins, Culberson, Danford, 
Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, 
Evans, Faulkner, Frye, Fuller, Glover, Gunter, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Hancock, 
Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hatch- 
er, Hathborn. Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, 
Hoar, Hoge, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, 
Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, Lamar, George M. Landers, Lawrence, Leavenworth, 
Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynde, MacDougall, McFarland, Medde, Miller, Milliken, Mills, 
Money, Morgan, Nash, Neal, New, O'Brien, Oliver, Page, Phelps, John F. swe, 
William A. Phillips, Platt, Powell, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, Kea, Robinson, Sobi- 
eski Ross, Rusk, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, William E. Smith, 
Southard, Sparks, Stowell, Swann, Martin I. Townsend, Washington Townsend, 
Van Vorhes, Robert B. Vapce, Waldron, Charles C. 8. Walker, Alexander S. Wal- 
lace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Wheeler, Whitehouse, 
Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. Williams, Jeremiah N. Williams, 
William RB. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, 
Woodworth, and Yeates —146, 


So the motion of Mr. HaNcocK was not agreed to. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. NORTON. I desire to state that Mr. VAN Vorues, of Ohio, 
is absent from his seat to-day on account of sickness. 

Mr. STEVENSON. My colleagues, General ANDERSON and Judge 
CAMPBELL, are absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. COOK. My colleague, Mr. Smrru, of Georgia, is absent from 
the Honse by reason of sickness. 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Judge Harris, is paired with Mr. 
MILLER, of New York. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMpsoN, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the concurrent 
resolution of the House for the appointment of a joint commission to 
inguire into the relative value of gold and silver, &c. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, a joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 166) amending the eighth section of 
the act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1877, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 620) to remove the political disabilities of James 
Argyle Smith; and 

A bill (8S. No. 691) for the relief of Edward A. Leland. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
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the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same : 

An act (S. No. 699)to confirm the sale of the marine hospital build- 
ing and grounds at Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; and 

An act (S. No. 892) to encourage and promote telegraphic communi- 
cation between America and Asia. 

Mr. POPPLETON, from the same committee, reported that they 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution of 
the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2689) to anthorize the construction of a bridve 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. No. 4108) to amend an act entitled “An act anthoriz- 
ing the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue ;” and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) in reference to the wreck of the 
United States monitor Tecumseh. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair.) The 
question recurs upon the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. PreRcE] that the House now adjourn; upon which mo- 
tion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 135, not 
voting 149; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesasrs. Sheakley, and Teese—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Ashe, Atkins, Bagby, Blackburn, Bland 
Boone, Bradford, Bradley, Bright, Burleigh, Cannon, Caulfield, Chittenden, John 
B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B.Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cochrane, Conge1 
Cook, Crapo, Crounse, Cutler, Davy, Dibrell, Darand, Durham, Eames, Eden, Fe! 
ton, Finley, Forney, «Fort, Franklin, Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Gibson, Goode, 
Goodin, Gunter, Andrew H. Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hay- 
mond, Henderson, Hereford, Abram S. Hewitt, Holman, Hopkins, House, Huntoy 
Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Knott, Lamar, Lapham, Levy, Luttrell, 
Mackey, Magoon, Maish, McCrary, McMahon, Meade. Mills, Monroe, Morvri 
son, Mutchler, New, Norton, O'Neill, Packer, Payne, Pierce, Piper, Plaisted 
Poppleton, Potter, Powell, Randall, Reagan, John Reilly, James B. Reilly, Ric 
Rid le, John Robbins, William M. Robbins, Roberts, Miles Ross, Sampson, Sava: 
Scales, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith. Spencer, Springer, Strait 
Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Stowell, Tarbox, Terry, Thomas, Thompson, Thorn 
burgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tucker, Tafts, Turney, John 1 
Vance, Wait, Charles C. B. Walker, Gilbert C. Walker, Watterson, Erastus Welis, 
G. Wiley Wells, White, Wigginton, Wike, Willard, James Williams, William BL. 
Williams, Wilshire, James Wilson, Woodburn, and Yeates—135. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H, Bagley, 
r., John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bass, Beebe, Bell, 
‘lair, Bliss, Blount, John Young Brown, William RK. Brown, Buckner, Horatio ( 
Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell! 
Campbell, Candler, Cason, Caswell, Cate, Chapin, Collins, Cowan, Cox, Culberson, 
Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Egbert 
Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Frye, Faller, Glover, Hale, Robert Hamilton 
Hancock, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harri 
son, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hill, Hoar 
Hoge, Hooker, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Hyman, Jenks, Frank 
Jones, Kelley, Kimball, King, Franklin Landers, George M. Landers, Lane, Law 
rence, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lord, Lynch, Lynde, MacDougall, McDil! 
McFarland, Metcalfe, Miller, Milliken, Money, Morgan, Nash, Neal, O’Brien, Ode! 
Oliver, Page, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Platt, Pratt, Purman 
Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, See!) « 
Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Swann, Martin I. Townsend, Van 
Vorhes, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Waldron, Alexander S. Wallace, John W. Wa! 
lace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Wheeler, Whitehouse, Whiting, Whit 
thorne, Andrew Williams, Alpheus 5S. Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D 
Williams, Jeremiah N, Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fer 
nando Wood, Woodworth, and Young—149. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed 
the same: 

An act (H. R. No, 310) granting a pension to William H. Harri- 
son ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from charges 
on account of ordnance stores furnished to Kansas Territory ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer. 

Mr. POPPLETON, from the same committee, reported that the com- 
mittee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (8. No. 297) fixing the limit of expenditure for the erection 
of a public building at Little Rock, Arkansas ; 

An act (8S. No. 736) granting a pension to Mary M. J. Frank; and 

An act (8. No. 951) removing the political disabilities of Stephen 
D. Lee, of the State of Mississippi, ang others. 


INCREASE OF CAVALRY FORCE, 


Mr. BANNING. I submit the conference report which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa, ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to 
accept the services of volunteers to aid in the suppression of Indian hostilities, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

: ae the Senate recede from its amendments, and agree to the bill amended as 
OlLlOWS: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lien thereof the following : 

“ That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, empowered to in 
crease the number of enlisted men to one hundred for each company of such regi- 
ments of cavalry as may be anges in existing Indian hostilities and as in lis 
opinion may require the same : Provided, That not more than twenty-five hundred 
enlisted men shall thas be added at any time to the 25,000 authorized by the act 
approved July 24, 1876, making appropriations for the ~~ of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1877: And provided further, on the cessation of 
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existing Indian hostilities, the number of enlisted men in the Army shall be re- 
duced to the number now established by law: And provided, That the reduction 
shall not be made from the cavalry force of the Army. And the following sums 
are hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated for recruiting and maintaining the same: Recruiting twenty-five hundred 
cavalrymen, $50,000; pay per annum, $390,000; subsistence, $200,400; clothing, 
$206,000 ; regular supplies, $216,000; purchase of horses, $337,500; transportation, 
(wagons, &c.,) $84,800; transportation by rail, &c., $150,000 ; in all, $1,634,700." 

Amend the title so as to read as follows: “An act to increase the cavalry force 
of the United States to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

H. B. BANNING, 
t. } MILLS, 

J. M. THORNBURGH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 

R. W. HITCHCOCK, 
S. B. MAXEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BANNING. Mr. Speaker, the conference committee, after con- 
sidering for some time the matters referred to them, were unable to 
agree, the Senate declining entirely to concur in the bill as passed 
by the House aud we disagreeing entirely to their bill. After full 
discussion of the matter, it was proposed that we should agree to the 
bill which had been adopted in the Committee on Military Affairs of 
this House, increasing the army now occupying the Indian territory 
by the addition of twenty-five hundred cavalrymen. As soon as the 
Indian war is over these men are to be mustered out. The cavalry 
regiments now in that country are seven. We provide that the in- 
crease shall apply alone to those regiments; that each of the compa- 
nies may be recruited to one hundred men. 

This proposition as first agreed to in the Military Committee and 
ordered to be reported to the House was considered most economical 
by that committee. It was not exactly in accordance with my own 
views; but after a prolonged discussion in the conference committee, 
the Senate conferees positively declining to agree to the addition of 
five thousand men, for the reason, as they claimed, that it would in- 
volve a cost of $5,000,000, that the force would not be obtained soon 
enough, and that under the arrangement now proposed no additional 
officers would be required, while the men would be put immediately 
into service and mustered out as soon as they are no longer required, 
we felt it proper to agree to this report. 

It was stated in committeé (and I was authorized to state it in this 
House) by Senator MAXEY, one of the conferees on the part of the 
Senate, an old soldier of our Army, who has many times taken part 
in Indian wars, that in his opinion we are upon the verge of one of 
the most troublesome and extended Indian wars this country has 
ever seen. He stated in the committee that within the last ten days 
there had been three battles with Indians upon the Texas frontier. 


This war, he says, will not be confined to the Sioux Nation, but they 
will be joined by others of the hostile tribes. 

I state this because the Senator authorized me to state it. 

It is under these circumstances, therefore, Mr. Speaker, we have 


made this report. I now move the adoption of the report, and de- 
mand the previous question. 
Mr. COX. I move to lay this conference report upon the table. 
Mr. MILLS. [hope the gentleman will hear from the members of 


the conference committee before he moves that the report be laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. THORNBURGH. I wish to be heard. 

Mr. COX. I will withdraw my motion for the present. I thought 
the gentleman from Ohio wished to close debate and come to a vote. 

Mr. MILLS. I am satisfied the gentlemen in the House do not un- 
derstand this bill; that they do not understand the report of the 
committee of conference, which is exactly the Army bill as it passed 
the House providing for the recruiting of the cavalry force up to one 
hundred men in a company. It does not add one single solitary man 
more than that. 

Mr. TERRY. You add twenty-five hundred men to the Army. 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; the gentleman does not understand it. The 
present Army of the United States is a little over 21,000 men. This 
provides that not more than twenty-five hundred, that is in the gene- 
ral sense, shall be added to the present force in the Army, and the 
specific clause is that only one hundred men in a cavalry company 
shall be recruited under any circumstance. That is the Army bill at 
present. This bill contains the same thing, with this exception, that 
one hundred men in the discretion of the President shall be put into 
the cavalry at once. The Army bill provides that they shall be put in 
to the extent of one hundred as soon as the artillery and infantry by 
expiration of service shall reduce their numbers below that amount. 
This bill does exactly the same thing and only says that the cavalry 
shall be recruited at once in the discretion of the President. 

Mr. EDEN. But this does increase the Army. 

Mr. MILLS. It is provided that the number of the Army shall not 
exceed 25,000 men. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. 
ness 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the regular order of business. 

Mr. WELLS, of Mississippi. No; the gentleman from Ohio de- 
manded the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Ohio with- 
drawn his demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. BANNING. I do not wish to lose the floor. 


I demand the regular order of busi- 
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Mr. THORNBURGH. I will give the gentleman the floor if he will 
withdraw the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draw the demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. BANNING. I do. 

Mr. MILLS. I here state to my friend from Ilinois [Mr. EDEN] 
that the specific part of this bill must control the general part of it. 
He is a lawyer and understands the construction of the law. The 
specific part of this bill says the cavalry force shall be increased only 
to one hundred men in each cavalry company, that is, that increase 
shall be limited to one hundred men in the cavalry under any cireum- 
stances. 

Mr. BAGBY. Let me ask the gentleman if under the bill it is not 
possible the Army may be increased? 

Mr. MILLS. We provide it may under the Army bill already passed. 
The bill making appropriations for the Army says that the ten cavalry 
regiments shall be recruited up to one hundred men in each company 
and kept to that, but it says that the aggregate force of the Army 
shall not exceed 25,000. You can now put in four thousand more, as 
the aggregate is only a little over 21,000; but you are estopped in ref 
erence to the other thousand, making 25,000, until the Army, by ex- 
piration of service in the artillery and infantry, is reduced to that ex- 
tent in those arms of the service. The only difference between the 
zeneral Army bill and this is that under this bill one thousand in the 
discretion of the President shall be put in at once and taken out 
again as soon as the Sioux war is over. That is the only difference 
between this and the Army bill signed by the President. Under that 
you can put in four thousand men now, while under this you can put 
in one thousand more, without waiting until the Army is reduced by 
expiration of service in the infantry and artillery. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Mr. Speaker, in the interest of economy I 
hope this House will pass favorably upon the action of this confer- 
ence committee. It was not difficult when we got into the committee- 
room and got to work to ascertain just how much a regiment of 
cavalry cost this Government per month, per six months, or per 
annum. I have before me the items of the expense of a regiment of 
cavalry for last year. It is nothing but a mathematical calculation 
to ascertain that the pay of the enlisted men of a regiment of cavalry 
for one year is $390,000. 

Bat I will not go on and give the items. It is well known that it 
costs this Government about one million dollars per annum to keep a 
regiment of cavalry in service. The bill as passed by the House of 
Representatives authorizing the President to call out five regiments 
of cavalry for six months would have cost the Government not less 
than two and a half millions of dollars, not including the expenses 
of enlistment and the transportation to the West where they are 
needed, and putting them on the field for action. To have enlisted 
for six months five regiments of cavalry would have been to have 
obtained the services of those men only from the 15th day of Octo- 
ber to the 15th day of December while active in the field; for win- 
ter would then set in, and on the 15th of March, before you took 
them out of winter quarters, they would be mustered ont. You 
would have spent under the House bill not less than three million 
doilars forthe services of five thousand troops, beginning the 15th 
of October—for they could not be enlisted and put into the field 
earlier than that—till the 15th of December. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as it has passed the conference committee it will 
cost the Government $1,432,703, leaving out in that calculation, as I 
did before, the cost of enlistment and the cost of transportation tothe 
scene of action. So it will be seen in a moment that, as the com- 
mittee of conference claim and as Army officers and men who have 
been officers in the Army, of much experience, believe, this increase 
to the effective force of the Army of the United States will cost less 
than one-third the cost that would have been incurred by the bill as 
it passed the House. Some time ago the Military Committee of this 
House had this whole question before it. It deliberated upon it, it 
investigated facts and figures, and it came to the conclusion that the 
best and least expensive way of increasing the Army in this emer- 
gency was exactly this bill which we have agreed on in the confer- 
ence committee, and which is the bill prepared by the Military Com- 
mittee, but which they had not an opportunity of reporting. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if we intend to give protection to he settlers 
upon our border, if we intend to strengthen the Army—our little, 
weak Army that is on the frontier—and to allow them to go on and 
settle this Indian trouble, this is the only opportunity we can pos 
sibly have this session. I therefore return the right to the floor to 
the chairman of the conference committee, that he may renew the 
call for the previous question. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 800) relating to the promotion of commodores 
on the retired list of the Navy; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 166) amending the eighth section of the 
act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and 
for other purposes. 
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INCREASE OF CAVALRY FORCE. 


Mr. BANNING. 
the report of the conference committee and call for a vote upon the 
bill. 

Mr. COX. 
table. 

Mr. BANNING. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. COX. I was about to say, if the gentleman had not been so 
quick in interrupting me, that I proposed to withdraw that motion. 


I made the motion to lay the conference report on the 


It is a little doubtfal whether the point of order on the motion might | 


not be sustained. I hope the vote will be taken on the conference 
report, and that the motion to agree to it will be voted down. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 

Mr. COX and Mr. WIKE called for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 
24, noes 80. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 39, not 
voting 139; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Abbott, Ainsworth, Bagby, John H. Baker, Banks, Banning, 
Bland, Bradley, Burleigh, Cannon, Cason, Caulfield, Chittenden, John B. Clark, jr., 
of Missouri, Cochrane, Conger, Crapo, Crounse, Cutler, Davy, Durand, Durham, 
Eames, Eden, Finley, Fort, Freeman, Garfield, Goodin, Andrew H. Hamilton, 
Hancock, Hardenbergh, Hartzell, Haymond, Henderson, Abram 8. Hewitt, Hol- 
man, Hopkins, Hyman, Joyce, Kasson, Kehr, Franklin Landers, Lane, Lapham, 
Lawrence, Levy, Lord, Luttrell, Lynch. Mackey, Magoon, Maish. McCrary, Mc- 
Dill, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Monroe, Morrison, Mutchler, New, Norton, O'Neill, 
Packer, Page, Pierce, Plaisted, Poppleton, Randall, Reagan, John Reilly, James B. 
Reilly, Rice, John Robbins, Miles Ross, Sampson, Savage, Sheakley, Sinnickson, 
A. Herr Smith, Springer, Strait, Stenger, Stevenson, Stone, Stowell, Tarbox, Teese, 
Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tufts, Turney, 
John f Vance, Wait, Watterson. Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, White, Willard, 
Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, Wilshire, James Wilson, Woodburn, and 
VYeates—10e. 

NAYS—Mesars. Ashe, Atkins, Blackburn, Boone, Bradford, Bright, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Clymer, Cook, Cowan, Cox, Dibrell, Douglas, Felton, Forney, 
Franklin, Gause, Goode, Gunter, Hartridge, Hereford, Hooker, House, Hanton, 
Thomas L. Jones, Knott, Lamar, Piper, Riddle, William M. Robbins, Roberts, 
Scales, Singleton, Slemons, Terry, Gilbert C, Walker, Whitthorne, Wike, and Jere- 
miah N. Williams—39. be 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, George A. Bagley, John H. Bagley, 
jr, William H. Baker, Ballou, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blair, Bliss, Blount, John as 
Brown, Willam RK. Brown, Backner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. Burchard, 
Cabell, Joba H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Caswell, Cate, 
Chapin, Collins, Calberson, Danford, Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, 
Dunnell, Egbert, Ellis, Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Frye, Fuller, Gibson, Glo- 
ver, Hale, Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John 
T. Harris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Goldsmith W. 
Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, Jenks, Frank 
Jones, Kelley, Kimball, King, George M. Landers, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, 
Lynde, Maer Dougall, McFarland, McMahon, Miller, Milliken, Money, Morgan, 
Nash, Neal, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Payne, Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. 
Phillips, Platt, Potter, Powell, Pratt, Parman, Rainey, Rea, Robinson, Sobieski 

tous, Rusk, Sayler, Schleicher, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, William E. Smith, 
Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Swann, Thomas, Martin L. Townsend, Tucker, Van 
Vorhes, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Waldron, Charles C. B. Walker, Alexander 8. 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Wheeler, White- 
house, Whiting, Wigyinton, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James D. 
Williams, William B. Williams, Willis, Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernan- 
do Wood, Woodworth, and Young—139. 


So the report of the conference committee was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. COCHRANE. I desire to state that my colleagues, Mr. Ross 
and Mr. J ENKS, are absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Van VorRHEs is detained from the House on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I desire to say that Mr. Danrorp left for his home 
yesterday on account of indisposition. If here he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. Harris, is absent on important 
business. 

Mr. STEVENSON. My colleagues, Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. Camp- 
BELL, are absent. If present they would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MAGOON. Mr. CaswELt is absent. If present he would vote 
“ay.” 

Mr. DAVY. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. McDovu- 
GALL, is absent by leave of the House. If present he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. THORNBURGH. My colleague, Mr. McFARLAND, is absent 
on account of sickness. If here he would vote “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the conference committee was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 882) for the relief of Mrs. James K. Polk, of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee; and 

A bill (H.R. No. 719) for the relief of the heirs of William Stevens. 

THE.SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, at the close of this unusually long and 

laborious session it will occur to every member of the House that 


I now move the previous question on agreeing to | 
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there are many causes of congratulation for the good fortune that has 
attended us and the degree of health that has accompanied ns in our 
| labors. But we cannot at this moment of parting forget that from 
| the very moment of the organization of the House one of its most be- 
| loved and honored members has been stricken with disease, and 
though elevated to that high trust, the position which you at this 
moment in his absence occupy, a trast which the most distinguished 
men of the country have esteemed it an honor to discharge, has been, 
| at first in our presence, and since parting from us, still failing in 
health until we are led sorrowfully to fear that his brilliant and honor- 
| able career is near—too near its close. The honorable gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Cox, ] the chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, has placed in my hand a telegram dated at Rock 
Alum, at 5.46 o’clock this afternoon, which bears the siguature of the 
| absent Speaker of the House, which I will read: 

Hon. 8. 8. Cox. 

My condition is very critical; no-change since morning. 

M. C. KERR. 

Sir, I am sure it will be the unanimons desire and asource of poign- 
ant regret if it should be omitted of all the members of this House 
from every section of the country and of every phase of opinion, that 
we should express to the absent Speaker our confidence in bis high in- 
tegrity, our admiration for his brilliant public services, our regret for 
his failing strength, and onr hope for the restoration of hisheal’h. It 
is in this view that, upon consultation with gentlemen upon different 
sides of the House, I ask leave to offer a resolution as an expression 
of that feeling which I have imperfectly expressed, and which I know 
so well animates the heart of every member, present or absent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives at the moment of closing its present 
session tenders to Hon. Micuar. C. Kerr, its beloved and honored presiding 
officer, the unanimous expression of the heartfelt sympathy of its members in his 
affliction, and their bope that the recovery of his health may soon restore to his 
associates in the public service the wisdom of his counsel and the beneficent in- 
fluence of his example. 

The question was taken on the resolution, and it was unanimously 
adopted. 

Mr. BANKS. I move, with your leave and that of the House, that 
the Speaker pro tempore be requested to transmit this resolutiou to 
Mr. KERR. 

Mr. TUCKER. By telegram. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will see that that is done. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS. 


Mr. CROUNSE. I desire to call up the message of the President 
vetoing the bill (8S. No. 779) to provide for the sale of a portion of she 
reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria Indians and the 
Sacs and Foxes, of the Missouri tribe of Indians, in the States of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, that the House may have an opportunity of recon- 
sidering its action respecting that bill. 

The Clerk read the President’s veto message, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


For the reasons stated in the accompanying communications submitted to me by 
the Acting Secretary of the Interior, I have the honor to return herewith without my 
approval Senate bill No. 779, an act to provide for the sale of a portion of the reser 
vation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria and the Sacs and Foxes of the Mis- 
souri tribes of Indians, in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

U. 8S. GRANT. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 15, 1876. 

Mr. CROUNSE. I beg to state respecting this bill that it origi- 
nated in the Senate, came to this House, and was passed here unani- 
mously. It went to the President for his approval and under a mis- 
apprehension and under information received from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs he refused to attach his signature to the bill and re- 
turned it to the Senate, but immediately thereafter, upon being ed vised 
of the mistake which had occurred and the misapprehension under 
which he labored at the time he refused to sign the bill, he followed 
it up with another letter which was read in the Senate a short time 
since and the United States Senate unanimously passed the bill. It is 
fair to say that the President himself admits that he acted under mis- 
apprehension and under misinformation, and that had he been advised 
at the time he vetoed the bill as he is now advised he would have 
attached his signature to it. In this state of affairs the Senate has 
passed the bill as it did before unanimously. The committees of the 
two Houses are in accord with regard to it and no objection can be 
made against it in any quarter. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House, on 
reconsideration, agree to pass the bill? And this vote can only be 
taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CROUNSE. That committee are unanimously in favor of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there can be a formal consideration of the bill 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs—— 

Mr. GOODIN. This bill passed the House unanimously. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, it certainly is questionable whether this bill should now pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. I cal! for the yeas and nays upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must rule that this is a 
privileged question, and the yeas and nays will be called; because 
under the Constitution the bill cannot be passed otherwise. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 18, not 
voting 149; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Ainsworth, Atkins, Bagby, John H. Baker, Banks, Black- 


burn, Bland, Boone, Bradford, Bradley, Burleigh, Cannon, Cate,Caultield, Chittenden, | wait upon the President and inform him that, unless he may have 
Clymer, Cochrane, Conger, Cook, Cowan, Crounse, Cutler, Davy, Dibrell, Durham, ; 


some further communication to make, the two Houses of Congress are 


Fa 1s, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Freeman, Gartield, Gause, Goode, 
Goodin, Gunter, Hancock, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Henderson, Abram 8S. Hewitt, 
Hooker, House, Hunton, Thomas L. Jones, Joyce, Kasson, Kelr, Lamar, Franklin 
Landers, Lapham, Lawrence, Levy, Lord, Luttrell, Lynch, Mackey, McCrary, Me- 
Dill, Meade, Metcalfe, Mills, Mutchler, Norton, O'Neill, Page, Pierce, Piper, Plaisted, 
Poppleton, Powell, Reagan, Jobn Reilly, James B. Reilly, Rice, Riddle, John Robbins, 
eaeirte, Miles Ross, Sampson, Savage, Scales, Schleicher, Sheakley, Singleton, Sin- 
nickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, Strait, Stenger, Stone, Stowell, Tarbox, Teeso, 
‘Yerry, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Washington Townsend, Tucker, Tufts, Turney, 
John L. Vance, Gilbert C. Walker, Watterson, Erastus Wells, G. Wiley Wells, 
Whitthorne, Wike, Willard, Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, Jeremiah N. 
Williams, William B. Williams, Wilshire, James Wilson, Woodburn, and Yeates— 

9. 

MN AYS—Messrs. Bright, Cason, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Eden, Gibson, Hart- 
zell, Hereford, Holman, Magvon, Maish, Monroe, Morrison, New, Randall, William 
M. Robbins, Springer, Stevenson, and Thompson—18. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, George A. Bagley. John H. Bag- 
ley, jr., William H. Baker, Ballou, Banning, Bass, Beebe, Bell, Blair, Bliss, Blount, 
John Young Brown, William R. Brown, Buckner, Horatio C. Burchard, Samuel D. 
Burchard, Cabell, John H. Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Campbell, Candler, Cas- 
well, Chapin, Jobn B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Collins, Cox, Crapo, Culberson, Danford, 
Darrall, Davis, De Bolt, Denison, Dobbins, Douglas, Dunnell, Durand, Egbert, Ellis, 
Ely, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Frye, Fuller, Glover, Hale, Andrew H. Hamilton, 
Robert Hamilton, Haralson, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Harrison, Hatcher, Hathorn, Haymond, Hays, Hendee, Henkle, Goldsmith W. 
Hewitt, Hill, Hoar, Hoge, Hopkins, Hoskins, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurd, Hurlbut, 
Hyman, Jenks, Frank Jones, Kelley, Kimball, King, Knott, George M. Landers, 
Lane, Leavenworth, Le Moyne, Lewis, Lynde, MacDougall, McFarland, McMahon, 
Miller, Milliken, Money, Morgan, Nash, Neal, O'Brien, Odell, Oliver, Packer, Payne, 
Phelps, John F. Philips, William A. Phillips, Platt, Potter, Pratt, Purman, Rainey, 
Rea, Robinson, Sobieski Ross, Rusk, Sayler, Schumaker, Seelye, Smalls, William E. 
Smith, Southard, Sparks, Spencer, Swann, Thomas, Martin I. Townsend, Van Vor- 
bes, Robert B. Vance, Waddell, Wait, Waldron, Charles 'C. B. Walker, Alexander 8S. 
Wallace, John W. Wallace, Walling, Walsh, Ward, Warren, Wheeler, White, 
Whitehouse, Whiting, Wiggington, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James 
D. Williams, Willis, “Benjamin Wilson, Alan Wood, jr., Fernando Wood, Wood- 
worth, and Young—149. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Has a quorum voted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the point 
of order that a quorum has not voted? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No point of order being made that a 
quorum of members have not voted, the bill is passed, two-thirds vot- 
ing in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to authorize the President to accept the 
services of volunteers to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 643) for the relief of Andrew J. Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1075) directing the Second Auditor to settle the 
pay and bounty account of John Ammahaie, or Ammahe; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1503) for the relief of Sarah F. Albertson, of 
Booneville, Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1581) for the telief of John Gowers, late of com- 
pany C, Eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The message further unnounced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 262) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John W. Gall, deceased, late of Company A, One hundred and thir- 
tieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1237) for the relief of Benjamin F. Reynolds. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (8. No. 705) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at Bea- 
trice, Nebraska ; 

A bill (S. No. 752) authorizing the recorder of the District of Co- 
lumbia to oes an assistant, with certain powers ; 

A bill (S. No. 784) for the relief of Enoch Totten, administrator of 
the estate of William A. Lloyd, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. No. 888) for the relief of Peter Phillips. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No.719) for the relief of the heirs of William Stevens ; 

_An act (H. R. No. 882) for the relief of Mrs. James K. Polk, of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee; and 
_ An act (H. R. No. 4106) to increase the cavalry force of the United 
States to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. SyYMPSON, one of their clerks, an- 

nounced that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the House of 


Representatives for the adjournment of both Houses of Congress 


without day, with an amendment in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 
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The message also announced that Mr. WinpoM and Mr. McCREERY 
had been appointed a committee on the part of the Senate to join sach 
committee as might be appointed by the House of Representatives to 


ready to close their sessions by an adjournment without day. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. PrreR, 

Mr. MEADE, and Mr. WILSON of Iowa as members on the part of the 


House of the joint select committee upon the subject of Chinese immi- 
gration. 


Mr. PAGE. I rise to a question of privilege. 
Mr. MORRISON. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Dlinois, [Mr. MORRISON. ] 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. MORRISON. I move to take from the Speaker’s table the 
resolution in regard to the final adjournment of Congress, which has 
just been returned from the Senate with an amendment. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolwed, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be, aud they are hereby, directed to ad- 
journ their respective Houses without day on Monday next, August 14, 1876, at 
four o'clock p. m. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ Monday next, August 14, 1876, at four o'clock p. m.," 
“ Tuesday, August 15, 1876, at half past seven o'clock p. m.” 

Mr. MORRISON. 
concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote just taken, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


and insert 


I move that the amendment of the Senate be 


NOTIFICATION OF FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. HANCOCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That a committee of three members of the House be 5 meee to join 
a similar committee on the part of the Senate, to wait om the President of the 
United States and inform him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to ad- 
journ, if he has no further communication to make to them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. HAN- 


cock, Mr. HARDENBURGH, and Mr. GARFIELD as the committee under 
the resolution just adopted. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. PAGE. I rise to a question of privilege. I desire to state that 
in the appointment of the committee just announced by the Chair to 
visit California and make inquiry in regard to Chinese immigration 
the wishes of neither the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. WoopBuURN] 
nor myself have been consulted, and that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a question of privilege. 
The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. PAGE (amid the vigorous rapping of the gavel and loud cries 
of “Order!” from all parts of the Hall) continued his remarks for 
some moments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. PAGE] are entirely out of order. This is no question 
of privilege. The Chair directs that no language which has been 
spoken out of order and so ruled by the Chair be taken down by 
the reporters for insertion in the official proceedings. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. DAVY. I ask unanimous consent to have considered and passed 
at the present time a bill to provide for a building suitable for the 
custom-house, post-office, internal-revenue office, United States court, 
and marshal’s office, at Rochester, New York. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
port to Congress at the beginning of its next session whether the 
present needs of the Government require the erection of a public, 
building at Rochester, New York, and the estimated cost of the same, 
and upon what basis of donation or otherwise a suitable site for said 
building can be obtained. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 4112) was read three 
times, and passed. 

JAMES ARGYLE SMITH. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to suspend the rules and pass a bill (S. 
No. 620) to remove the political disabilities of James Argyle Smith, 
of Mississippi. 

The bill, which was read, provides (two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein) that the political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States be re- 
moved from James Argyle Smith, of Mississippi. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Is an application on file for the removal of 
these disabilities ? 

Mr. HOOKER. There is. 

The rules were suspended and the bill passed, two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 
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ALLOWANCE TO CLERKS. 


Mr. ROBERTS. I move tosuspend the rules and pass a resolution 
(S. R. 26) authorizing an allowance to certain clerks of committees. 

The resolution, which was read, provides that there shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the respective Houses the usual per | 
diem allowance to clerks of committees not having yearly salaries for 
a period of thirty-one days from the Ist of August, 1876. 

The rules were suspended and the joint resolution passed (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof.) 


L. H. FITZHUGH. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Iam directed by the Committee of Accounts to 
report back the following resolution adversely, and to move that it 
be laid upon the table: 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, instructed to pay to L. H. Fitzhugh, late Doorkeeper, an amount equal to 
the salary of Doorkeeper from. the date of the consolidation of the office of Door- 
keeper with that of Sergeant-at-Arms, May 22 last, to the Ist day of August; the 


said Fitzhugh having been detained and engaged in settling his accounts to that 
date 


The resoiution was laid on the table. 
SOLDIERS’ HOME INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. JOHN REILLY. I move to suspend the rules and pass the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is hereby 
authorized to draw on the contingent fund of the House for a sum not to exceed 
2,500 to pay the necessary expenses of the investigation of soldiers’ homes, ordered 
by the House of Representatives. 

The question was put, and the Chair decided that the resolution 
was adopted, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa question of order. I would have de- 
manded a division of the House on that last vote, but I heard it 
called for in another part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyYMpson, one of their clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of a bill (S. No. 994) to amend section 2931 of 
the Revised Statutes so as to allow repayment by the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the tonnage tax which has been exacted in contra- 
vention of treaty provisions, 

BILLS APPROVED, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. U. S. 
GRANT, jr., one of his secretaries, announced that he had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 3962) to provide means to defray the expenses of 
the District of Columbia until December 1, 1876 ; 

An act (H. R. No, 3184) for the relief of Emerick W. Hansell ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2848) granting a pension to F, M. Bruner; 

An act (H. R. No. 1516) to regulate the issue of artificial limbs to 
disabled soldiers, seamen, and others ; 

An act (H. R. No, 1236) granting a pension to Harris B. Lovell, late 
a private in Company C, One hundred and twenty-second Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2844) granting a pension to Levi D. Hayward; 

An act (H. R. No. 2846) granting a pension to Lovina Adeline 
Bowker ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2837) granting a pension to Edward F. Eddy ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2231) granting a pension to Emily E. Weiss; 

An act (H. R. No. 1931) granting a pension to John J. Partillo, of 
Gratiot County, Michigan ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3178) granting a pension to Thomas Galloway, 
late captain of Company C, First Maryland Cavalry Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. No. 4107) to providefor the payment of a full month’s 
wages to certain of the employés recently permanently discharged 
from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; 

An act (H. R. No. 351) to create an additional land-office at Colfax, 
Whitman County, Washington Territory ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1803) to provide for the appointment of commis- 
sioners for taking affidavits, &c., for the courts of the United States; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 165) to defray the expenses of the 
joint committee of the Senate and House of Representatives to pre- 
pare a suitable form of Government for the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. No. 4093) granting a pension to Eliza Jane Blumer; 

An act (H. R. No. 310) granting a pension to William H. Harrison ; 

An act (H. R. No, 2813) relieving the State of Kansas from charges 
on account of ordinance stores furnished to Kansas Territory. 

An act (H. R. No. 4108) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue ;” 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) in reference to the wreck of the 
United States monitor Tecumseh ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2689) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. No. 4106) to increase the cavalry force of the United 
States to aid in suppressing Indian hostilities; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 166) amending the eighth section of the 
act making nee for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1877, and 

© 


for other purposes; and 
An act (H. R. No. 800) relating to the promotion of commodores on 
the reti list on the Navy. 
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SOLDIERS’ HOME INVESTIGATION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think myself that this measure is right, but a 
division was distinctly called for on the other side of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call for a division was made too 
late. The resolution is adopted. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the joint committee of the two 
Houses charged with the duty of informing the President that the 
two Houses were in readiness to adjourn and inquiring whether he 
had any further communication to make to their respective branches 
have attended to that duty, and have been requested by him to re- 
port that he has no further communication to make. 


APPOINTMENTS ON COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair announces the appointment 
of the members of the joint select committee in relation to the 
changes in the relative value cf gold and silver, as follows: Mr. 
Gipson of Louisiana, Mr. BLAND of Missouri, and Mr. WILLARD of 
Michigan. And the Chair appo.ats the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 
HENDBE] as member of the Joint Committee to frame a new form of 
government for the District of Columbia, in place of Mr. WiLLarp, 
of Michigan, who has resigned his position on that committee. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE TRIBE OF INDIANS, 


Mr. CATE. I move that the rules be suspended and that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4086) 
for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the 
State of Wisconsin, be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and that it be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas a treaty was entered into on the 5th day of February, 1856, by and ho 
tween the Government of the United States and the Stockbridge and Munsee Lndi 
ans, in which the said Indians ceded certain lands to the United States, and accepted 
in consideration thereof certain lands as a reservation, to which said Indians re 
moved, and upon which they have ever since resided; and whereas by the inter 
pretation placed by Government officials on the act of February 6, 1871, an act for 
the relief of said Indians, a large part of said Indians (and their descendants) who 
signed said treaty of 1856, and have continued with said tribe from the making of 
said treaty to the present time, are excluded from participating in tribal funds and 
the right to occupy said reservation: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all persons who joined in the execution of the 
said treaty of February 5, 1556, and the descendants of such persons, and all per- 
sons who, being members of said tribe, did not join in the said treaty, but have 
since the making of the treaty come in under it and resided with said tribe upon 
its reservation, who did not in and by said treaty and have not since its execution 
separated from said tribe, are hereby declared members of said Stockbridge and 
Munsee tribe of Indians, and entitled to share in tribal funds and the occupancy of 
tribal lands. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, without un- 
necessary delay after the passage of this act, to cause to be taken an enrollment of 
said tribe on the basis of the provisions of this act, which enrollment shall be filed, 
a copy in the Department of the Interior, and a copy in the records of said tribe. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
CATE] moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill. The motion to 
suspend the rules includes the rule which requires the reading of the 
report. 

Mtr. CATE. I do not object to the report being read. I desire that 
gentlemen should understand the bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 31, noes 98. 

So the rules were not suspended, two-thirds not having voted in 
favor thereof. 
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PAY OF PAGES. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the rules be suspended and the fol- 
lowing resolution adopted : 

Resolved, That the following-named pages, C. Sullivan Henry, William B. Hes- 
ter, Frank Sebring, Frank Angerer, James W. Friend, and James Spellman, who 
have been acting on the floor during the session at the rate of $2 per day, be al- 
lowed the fall pay of $2.50 per day for the session, and including the month of 
August, to come outof the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to inquire if this is a report from the 
Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. TUCKER. It is not. Spd aii 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia did not 
state that this was the report of a committee, but moved to suspend 
the rules and pass the resolution. : 

Mr. TUCKER. I believe if the gentleman from Indiana was 
dying as the House is now dying he would raise a question of that 
kind. 

[Cries of “ Vote.”] ; 

The question being taken, the rules were suspended, (two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof,) and the resolution was adopted. 

JOINT COMMITTEE ON CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I rise to a qnestion of privilege. I ask 
leave to be excused from serving on the Joint Committee on Chinese 
Immigration. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House adjourn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, in- 

formed the House that the President of the Senate had appointed 
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Mr. Jones of Nevada, Mr. BoUTWELL, and Mr. BoGy members on the 
part of the Senate of the commission to inquire into the change which 
has taken place in the relative values of gold and silver. 
PAY OF EMPLOYES. 
Mr. TUCKER. I move that the rules be suspended and that the 
following resolution be adopted : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed immediately after the adjourn- 
ment to issue to the employés of the House of Representatives borne on the an- 
nual rolls, for the month of August, their respective salaries during said month. 












The rules were suspended, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof, ) and 
the resolution was adopted. 
COMPILATION OF DECISIONS ON POINTS OF ORDER. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That the Journal Clerk be, and he is hereby, required to compile and 
index for the ase of the House all questions of order decided in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and such clerical assistance as may be necessary to carry out this 
resolution shall be paid for out of the contingent fund of the House, subject to the 
approval of the Committee of Accounts, but not exceeding the sum of €250. 













The rules were suspended, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof,) and 
the resolution was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to offer a resolution. 
Mr. WHITE. I insist on my motion that the House adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
certain requests for the withdrawal of papers. 





WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case 
of L. L. Anderson, now in possession of the Committee of Claims, 
there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PACKER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House the petition of Daniel 
Bishop, there being no adverse report thereon. 







ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. POPPLETON, fromghe Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had ¢Xamined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

An act (8. No. 620) to remove the political disabilities of James 
Argyle Smith, of Mississippi. 
















THANKS TO THE CHAIR. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the thanks of this House are due, and are hereby tendered, to Hon. 
MILTON SAYLER, Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives, for the im- 
partiality, efliciency, and ability with which he has discharged the trying and 
arduous duties of his office during his term of service. 







Mr. CLYMER, having taken the chair, put the question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend that resolution by adding 
the name of Hon. 8S. 8. Cox. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
to accept that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If there be unanimous consent I am willing to 
accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER.) Is there unanimous 
oe to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Ken- 
tuckyt 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SAYLER having resumed the chair.) 
By concurrent resolution of the Senate and Honse of Representa- 
tives the hour of seven and a half o’clock p. m. on Tuesday, the 15th 
day of August, has been fixed as the time of final adjournment. 
That hour having arrived, under that resolution and by its authority, 
thanking the House for its courteous expression, I pronounce the 
first session of the Forty-fourth Congress adjourned without day. 
[Applause. ] , 















PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were pre- 
sented at the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as stated: 

_ By Mr. BANKS: Memorial of Nathan Appleton, of Massachusetts, 
tuut Congress provide without delay for funding the public debt at 
4 per cent. interest, and authorize citizens to purchase ships of all 
kinds where they can be had at the lowest prices, to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOONE: Papers relating to the petition of B. R. Waller, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Twentieth Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, for pay as asecond lieuteu- 
ant United States Army, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. CABELL: The petition of citizens of Carroll and Grayson 


Counties, Virginia, for a post-route between Fancy Gap, Virginia, 


and Sparta, Virginia, to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Carroll County, Virginia, for a 
post-route from Lamsburgh, Virginia, to Mount Airy, North Caroliva 
to the same committee. : 

By Mr. HANCOCK: The petition of William Moses and Felix 
Haltf, for the right to prosecute in the Court of Claims for the pro- 
ceeds of cotton seized by United States officials, to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Dr. Asa Wall, for the removal of 
his political disabilities, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of insurance com- 
panies, bankers, merchants, and underwriters of New York, for the 
maintenance of the Signal Service system, to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of L. Jacoby and 100 other citi- 
zens of California for the repeal of the check-stamp tax, to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking that the 
Presidio reservation be dedicated by Congress for the purposes of a 
public park, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, favoring an appro- 
priation for the erection of a light house and fog-bell at the straits of 
Carquinez, near Benicia or Martinez, California, to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, the petition of D. Blume and other citizens of California, for 
& post-route from Reading to Furnaceville, California, to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of Goodall and other citizens of California, 
against making any change in the pilot laws, tothe Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of S. A. Logan and other citizens of California, 
for a post-route between Susanville and Davis Bridge, California, to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the San Louis Obispo Grange, No. 28, favoring 
the repeal of the duty on sacks used for sacking grain, wool, or cot- 
ton, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Samnel Angell and other citizens of Utah, for 
the establishment of a land office in Beaver County, Southern Utah, 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Berding & Co., for compensation for supplies 
furnished the Indians quartered on the Mattole Indian farm in Cali- 
fornia, to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Kelseyville (California) Grange, No. 108, for the 
repeal of the duty on sacks used for sacking grain, wool, and cotton, 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Thomas G. Morgan, for compensation for prop- 
erty taken by the United States officials after the close of the war, 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. E. Carr, and 100 other citizens of Califor- 
nia, for a post-route between Coffee Creek and Altoona, California, to 
the Committee on the Post Offices and Post-Roads. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of California, for a 
modification of the treaty of the United States with China so as to 
discourage the further immigration of Chinese to our shores, to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of California, for a post-route between 
Rutherford’s Station and Napa Valley, via Chiles Cafion, to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office ar d Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Milton Krytser, that he be permitted to change 
his pre-emption right into a homestead eutry, tothe Committee on 
the Publie Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of California, for the establishment of 
a post-route between Belmont and Reveille, Nevada, to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, testimony in relation to Alaska frauds and mistreatment of 
citizens, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PACKER: The petition of citizens of Lebanon, Pennsylva- 
nia, artisans and manufacturers of and workers in iron and coal, rel- 
ative to the completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad, to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A paper relating to the establishment of 
a post-route between Nashville and Leipers’s Fork, Tennessee, to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of a post-route between 
Brick church and Booneville, Tennessee, to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. L. Warthen and Eli Baskins, late privates 
in the Tenth Tennessee Regiment Volunteer Infantry, United States 
Army, for arrears of pay and bounty, to the Committee on Militury 
Affairs. 





